The Honorable Richard P. Mills

Commissioner

New York State Education Department

111 Education Building

Albany, New York 12234
Dear Commissioner Mills:

Thank you for submitting a proposal for the U.S. Department of Education’s (Department) growth model pilot program. I greatly appreciate the work you and your staff have done to participate in this effort. The Department believes that incorporating student growth into accountability systems can provide a fair, reliable, and innovative method for holding schools accountable for ensuring that all students reach proficiency in reading and mathematics by 2013(14. This letter is to inform you of the Department’s decision regarding your growth model proposal. 

As you know, a panel of peer experts reviewed New York’s growth model proposal on December 2(3, 2008. During this review, the peers identified strengths and raised a number of substantive concerns with the structure of New York’s model. Regarding strengths, the peers noted efforts to develop a model that incorporates growth into New York’s existing index rather than establishing another method by which schools can make adequate yearly progress (AYP) and accounts for high school student growth retrospectively by considering actual grade 8 student performance. However, the peers also expressed concerns including (1) the 90 percent confidence interval applied to the growth model, (2) the different method of incorporating growth for grades 3(8 and high school that peers felt lacked coherence, (3) the proposed middle school extension that could allow a student to progress from grade 3 to high school and continue to meet his or her growth expectation without ever achieving proficiency, and (4) the model providing credit to schools for students attaining a Regent’s score that is lower than what students must attain to qualify for a Regent’s high school diploma, thus holding students to a higher standard than schools. For further details, I am enclosing a copy of the peer report.  

Based on the significance of the peers’ concerns, the Department has decided not to approve New York’s proposal for implementation in the 2008(09 school year. However, the Department’s Title I regulations issued in October include requirements for states who want to include a growth model in making AYP determinations. Consequently, I expect New York will have future opportunities to implement a growth model. More information on the process for submitting requests to implement growth models in making AYP determinations will be forthcoming. I urge you to consider carefully the peer reviewers’ feedback as you work to refine your growth model in the future. If you have any questions or would like to discuss further the peers’ comments, please contact Patrick Rooney (Patrick.Rooney@ed.gov). 

Again, I appreciate your interest in the growth model pilot program and your continued efforts to ensure quality education for all children. 

 





Sincerely, 







Kerri Briggs, Ph.D.  

Enclosure 

cc: 
Governor David Paterson

David Abrams


Ira Schwartz

