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In order to move forward with State and local reforms designed to improve academic achievement and increase the quality of instruction for all students in a manner that was not originally contemplated by the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (NCLB), a State educational agency (SEA) may request flexibility, on its own behalf and on behalf of its local educational agencies (LEAs), through waivers of certain provisions of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA) and their associated regulatory, administrative, and reporting requirements (ESEA flexibility).  However, an SEA that receives ESEA flexibility must comply with all statutory and regulatory provisions that are not waived.  For example, an SEA must calculate a four-year adjusted cohort graduation rate, as set forth in 34 C.F.R. § 200.19(b), and disaggregate that rate for reporting.  Similarly, an SEA must use an “n-size” that ensures, to the maximum extent practicable, that all student subgroups are included in accountability determinations, in accordance with 34 C.F.R. § 200.7(a)(2)(i)(B).  Furthermore, an SEA may continue to use technical measures, such as confidence intervals, to the extent they are relevant to the SEA’s ESEA flexibility request.  This accountability addendum replaces a State’s accountability workbook under NCLB and, together, an SEA’s approved ESEA flexibility request and this accountability addendum contain the elements of the State’s system of differentiated recognition, accountability and support. 
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Instructions to the SEA:  Please provide the requested information in the “State Response” column in the table below.  Please provide the information in sufficient detail to fully explain your response.  Also, please indicate whether the information provided is the same as that in your State accountability workbook under NCLB or reflects a change.  Note that these instructions, the “change” column, and the “ED Comments” column of the table will be removed in the version of this document that is posted on ED’s website.

	Subject and Question
	State Response

	Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs)
	

	Please attach the State’s AMOs for reading/language arts and mathematics for the all students group and each individual subgroup.  If the State has different AMOs for each school or LEA, attach the State-level AMOs and provide a link to a page on the SEA’s web site where the LEA and school level AMOs are available.


	A copy of North Carolina’s AMOs for reading/language arts and mathematics can be found in Attachment 8 (page 188) of North Carolina’s approved ESEA Flexibility Request at http://www.ncpublicschools.org/docs/program-monitoring/esea/esea-flexibility-request.pdf  (3/7/13)

Please note that these AMOs will be reset using the 2012-13 school year’s data as the new baseline year. 2012-13 is the first year of full implementation of the new Common Core State Standards and new assessments based on those standards. 

For high school math, we will continue to use the AMO established under the ESEA waiver for the 2012-13 school year because most of the students by the end of grade 10 will have banked scores from the former assessments. For any students taking the new Algebra I and Integrated Math I assessments in grade 10 in 2012-13, their scores will be equated to the old scale.  


	
	Annual Measurable Achievement Objective 3 (AMAO 3) under Title III
	

	Please affirm that the State determines whether an LEA that receives funds under Title III of the ESEA meets AMAO 3 (ESEA section 3122(a)(3)(A)(iii)) based on either of the following:

· Whether the subgroup of English Learners has made adequate yearly progress (AYP) under ESEA section 1111(b)(2)(B); or
· If the State has received a waiver of making AYP determinations, whether the subgroup of English Learners has met or exceeded each of the following:
· Its AMOs in reading/language arts and mathematics.

· 95 percent participation on the State’s assessments in reading/language arts and mathematics.
· The State’s goal or annual targets for graduation rate if the LEA includes one or more high schools.

	Yes, North Carolina determines whether an LEA that receives funds under Title III of the ESEA meets AMAO 3 (ESEA section 3122(a)(3)(A)(iii)) based on the following:
· Whether the subgroup of English Learners has met or exceeded each of the following:
· Its AMOs in reading/language arts and mathematics.

· 95 percent participation on the State’s assessments in reading/language arts and mathematics.
· The State’s goal or annual targets for graduation rate if the LEA includes one or more high schools.



	Subgroup Accountability
	
	
	

	What subgroups, including any combined subgroups, as applicable, does the State use for accountability purposes, including measuring performance against AMOs, identifying priority, focus, and reward schools, and differentiating among other Title I schools?  If using one or more combined subgroups, the State should identify what students comprise each combined subgroup.
	For the 2011-12 school year reporting, North Carolina continued to use 10 reporting groups. They are as follows: All Students, American Indian, Asian, Black, Hispanic, Two or More Races, White, Economically Disadvantaged, Limited English Proficient and Students with Disabilities. 

Beginning with the reporting of data from the 2012-13 school year, students identified as Academically or Intellectually Gifted (AIG) will be reported as a subgroup as well.

	State Accountability System Includes All Schools and Districts
	
	

	What is the State’s definition of a local educational agency (LEA)?


	GS § 115C-407.5, Article 2, H. "Local education agency" means: a public authority legally constituted by the state as an administrative agency to provide control of and direction for Kindergarten through Twelfth (12th) grade public educational institutions. [Currently, there are 115 LEAs in the state.]

	What is the State’s definition of a public school?  Please provide definitions for elementary school, middle school, and secondary school, as applicable.


	GS § 115C‑75.  Recommended school classification.

(a)        The different types of public schools are classified and defined as follows:

(1)       An "elementary school" is a school that includes all or part of the first through eighth grade and that may have a kindergarten or other early childhood program.

(2)       A "high school" is a school that includes all or part of grades nine through 12 and that offers at least the minimum high school course of study prescribed by the State Board of Education.

(3)       Repealed by Session Laws 2001‑97, s. 2.

(4)      A "junior high school" is a school that includes all or part of grades seven through nine.

(4a)     A "middle school" is a school that includes all or part of grades six through nine.

(5)       A "senior high school" is a school that includes the tenth, eleventh and twelfth grades.

(6)       A "union school" is a school that includes elementary, middle, and high school grades.

(b)        The school classifications in subsection (a) of this section are recommendations only and do not prohibit local boards of education from classifying schools in other ways. (1955, c. 1372, art. 1, s. 6; 1959, c. 915, s. 1; 1963, c. 448, s. 24; 1969, c. 1213, s. 2; 1981, c. 423, s. 1; 2001‑97, s. 2.)


	How does the State define a small school? 


	There is no definition of a small school in North Carolina.  However, NCDPI will report data (with the exception of AMOs) for subgroups and the school as a whole if there are five (5) or more students in the respective groups. Please see the response below to address accountability system requirements. 

	How does the State include small schools in its accountability system?


	No AMO reporting will occur for schools with small numbers of students (i.e. – schools with less than 30 students in the school as a whole group meeting the Full Academic Year standard). However, as mentioned above, and in accordance with our approved ESEA Flexibility Request (page 49), NCDPI will report data for subgroups and the school as a whole if there are five (5) or more students in the respective groups. Furthermore, if a school has less than five students (with assessment data) in the school as a whole group, a special evaluation (SE) will be conducted by a team of staff members from the NCDPI that will review other assessment data that may be available for the school and also request additional information that may assist in this review of educational progress. The report for this school will indicate that there were less than five students with assessment data and that a special evaluation (SE) was conducted.  The report also will indicate whether the school needs special intervention by the state. 


	Cooperative Innovative High School

· Review the request form entered in EDDIE by LEA.

· Check for Title I status of feeder schools and notify Division of Student Support Services, if necessary.

· Check with State Board of Education, the New Schools Project and/or Office of Cooperative Innovative High Schools to see if school has been approved.

· Read State Board Minutes

· Email Office of Cooperative Innovative High Schools

· Email or call the New Schools Project

· EDDIE checks the LEA’s school number history and chooses a number that has not been used before.  If unused numbers are not available, choose a number that has not been used in at least 15 years.  Assigned number should be 300-699 (except LEA 600, which uses 300-599).

· If Approved:

· Type letter and have signed by the Director of School Business.

· Scan letter and email copy to LEA Superintendent, EDDIE contact, and DPI staff.

· If Denied

· Type letter and have signed by the Director of School Business.

· Scan letter and email copy to LEA Superintendent, EDDIE contact, and DPI staff.
Charter School

The State Board of Education approves new charter schools.  After they have approved a school (look in minutes) the School Business Division will assign the charter school a LEA number from a list of available numbers.  The school number is 000.
Criteria to Consider When Approving a New School Number

Location - is there a school already at that location? 

Verify this is a new school, not a school closing then re-opening with the same student population.

Title I status of schools from which the new school will pull students.

Number of students and teachers at the school.
Notes:

Assigning a new school number may entitle the school to receive financing from the state, such as funding for a principal.

If a new school number is denied, the LEA may appeal to DPI Leadership for reconsideration.
	

	How does the State include new schools, schools that split or merge grades (e.g., because of overpopulation or court rulings), and schools that otherwise change configuration in its accountability system?


	The NCDPI is responsible for generating a 6-digit LEA/School code number for each school within the state. Any schools that split or merge will either result in the generation of additional new LEA/School code number(s) (when a school splits) or the elimination of an existing LEA/School code number (when a school merges with another). It is the LEA/School code number that determines the number of schools in the state that are held accountable by the North Carolina State Board of Education.  

All results for schools are generated by the LEA/school code number. If it is a new school, data can only be reported for the current year.  There would be no comparison with a prior year’s data. However, the growth status of a school does look at students’ test scores from prior years to determine the EVAAS results for a school (even if it is a new school).    

	How does the State include schools that have no grades assessed (e.g., K-2 schools) in its accountability system?
	The state will provide a link in its reporting system for any schools (e.g., K-2 schools) that have no grades assessed, which will direct the reader to the school data for the school that received the largest percentage of students [the receiving school] from the “sending” school the prior school year.  

	How does the State include alternative schools in its accountability system?  Consistent with State law, alternative schools include, but are not limited to:
· State schools for deaf and blind,
· Juvenile institutions,
· Alternative high schools, and
· Alternative schools for special education students.
If the State includes categories of alternative schools in its accountability system in different ways, please provide a separate explanation for each category of school.
	The state includes all alternative schools in the accountability system in the same manner as any other public school. 



	How does the State include charter schools, including charter schools that are part of an LEA and charter schools that are their own LEA, in its accountability system?


	The state includes all charter schools in the accountability system in the same manner as any other public school.




	State Accountability System Includes All Students
	
	

	What are the State’s policies and procedures to ensure that all students are included in its assessment and accountability systems?


	Recognizing the importance of ensuring all students participate in the assessment program, schools with less than 95 percent participation in mathematics, English language arts, or science will be reported as “Not Met.” Schools not meeting the 95 percent tested rule will be identified and reported in the accountability results. Schools will be subject to consequences if they fail to achieve 95% participation for any subgroup. The consequences will escalate for schools that do not meet the participation rate standards over multiple years. The escalating consequences are described on pages 51 and 52 of North Carolina’s approved ESEA Flexibility Request at http://www.ncpublicschools.org/docs/program-monitoring/esea/esea-flexibility-request.pdf .

Also note that, starting with the 2003-04 school year, the state implemented a process for schools to submit requests for medical exclusions from testing for students with serious medical conditions. These requests are reviewed by a team at the NCDPI and all of the requests and subsequent decisions are maintained in a database.

Finally, effective with the 2012-13 school year, there will be no averaging of participation rates over multiple years.

	How does the State define “full academic year”?


	The State Board of Education defines “full academic year” (FAY) as 140 days in membership as of the first day of End-of-Grade testing (which occurs during the final three weeks of school).  For grade 10, FAY is defined as 140 days in membership as of the first day of spring testing or 70 days in membership prior to testing in block-scheduled courses.

	How does the State determine which students have attended the same public school and/or LEA for a full academic year?


	All membership data are recorded in each student’s file contained in the student information management system. This allows the state to determine if a student has met the FAY requirements for the school or LEA calculations as described in the responses below. 

	To which accountability indicators does the State apply the definition of full academic year?  

	The FAY applies to all determinations as to which students are included for the AMO calculations in reading/language arts and mathematics.  The FAY does not apply to calculations for determining participation rates for schools, LEAs or the state. 

	What are the procedures the State uses to ensure that mobile students, including students who transfer within an LEA or between LEAs, are included at the appropriate level (school, LEA, and State) of the accountability system?


	The state’s system of accountability ensures that students who are mobile and move from one school to another school in the same LEA (and not meeting FAY in either school) will be included in the accountability results for the LEA if the student meets the FAY standard while in the LEA.  A student who moves from a school in one LEA to another school in a different LEA will be included in the accountability results for the state, regardless of FAY. All students are included in the state data. 

	Does the State include in accountability determinations the proficient and advanced scores of students with the most significant cognitive disabilities on assessments based on alternate academic achievement standards?  If so, does the State limit the number of those scores at the LEA and State levels, separately, so that the number of proficient and advanced scores included in the determinations does not exceed 1.0 percent of all students in the grades assessed?


	North Carolina has a specifically designed alternate assessment (NCEXTEND1) that an IEP team can designate for students with the most significant cognitive disabilities.  It uses alternate achievement standards for these students that are aligned with North Carolina’s academic content standards and reflect professional judgment of the highest learning standards possible for these students.  It is intended that the percentage of students held to these alternate achievement standards and deemed proficient at the district and State levels will not exceed 1.0 percent of all students in the grades assessed.  If an LEA exceeds the 1.0 percent cap for students with the most significant cognitive disabilities scoring proficient on the alternate assessment the LEA may submit a request for an exception to the Superintendent of Public Instruction as per final regulations posted in the Federal Register dated April 9, 2007.  The Superintendent of Public Instruction will make a decision regarding the exception and will report the action to the State Board of Education.  For any LEAs that exceed the 1% cap, and an exception is not granted, the state will randomly determine which of the students’  proficient scores will remain as proficient and the remaining scores will be changed to non-proficient for accountability purposes at the school, LEA and state level to attain the 1% cap.  These changes in scores for accountability purposes will not affect what is recorded in the student’s records or reported to the parent(s) or guardians.

	If the State provides an alternate assessment based on modified academic achievement standards, does the State include in accountability determinations the proficient and advanced scores of students with disabilities who take that assessment?  If so, does the State limit the number of those scores at the LEA and State levels, separately, so that the number of proficient and advanced scores included in the determinations does not exceed 2.0 percent of all students in the grades assessed?


	North Carolina also has an alternate assessment (NCEXTEND2) based on modified academic achievement standards.  With the advent of new assessments administered in the 2012-13 school year based on new content standards, the NCEXTEND 2 assessments will be available for certain students with disabilities in grades 3-8 and for the three (3) end-of-course assessments (Math I, English II and Biology). North Carolina will include students who score proficient on the North Carolina EXTEND2 assessment, which assesses grade level academic standards and is based on modified achievement standards, according to the final regulations posted in the Federal Register dated April 9, 2007, regarding the one percent cap for students with significant cognitive disabilities and the two percent cap for students assessed using modified assessments.  The process to determine which of the students’ proficient scores will be changed to comply with the regulations for students assessed using modified assessments, is done using a randomized procedure analogous to the one used for students with significant cognitive disabilities. According to the Federal Register regulations, an LEA that has less than 1% of its students scoring at or above the proficient level on the alternate assessments can add that difference between the actual percentage and the 1% cap to the 2% allowable for students accessed using the alternate assessments based on modified academic achievement standards. Please note that the NCEXTEND2 assessments based on modified achievement standards will be administered only through the 2013-14 school year as per our approved ESEA Flexibility Request, pages 30 and 52.

	What is the State process if an LEA or the State exceeds either the 1.0 or 2.0 percent proficiency cap?


	Process is described in the two prior responses. 

	What are the State’s policies and procedures to ensure that students with disabilities and English Learners are provided appropriate accommodations?  In addition, please provide a link to a page on the SEA’s web site where the State’s accommodations manuals or test administration manuals may be found.

	Copies of the policies that apply to testing students with disabilities and testing English Learners, including providing appropriate accommodations, can be found on the NCDPI website at 
http://www.ncpublicschools.org/docs/accountability/policyoperations/tswd1213.pdf 

and

http://www.ncpublicschools.org/docs/accountability/policyoperations/lep/testinglep1213.pdf .

	Does the State include, for up to two accountability determination cycles, the scores of former students with disabilities in making accountability determinations for the subgroup of students with disabilities?  If so, how?


	Yes. Students previously identified as students with disabilities (SWD), who have exited SWD identification during the last two years, are included in the calculations for determining the status of the SWD subgroup only if that subgroup already met the minimum number of 30 students (previously 40 prior to the 2012-13 school year) required for a subgroup.


	Does the State count recently arrived English Learners as having participated in the State assessments for purposes of meeting the 95 percent participation requirement if they take (a) either an English language proficiency assessment or the State’s reading/language arts assessment; and (b) the State’s mathematics assessments?


	Yes.

	Does the State exempt a recently arrived English Learner from one administration of the State’s reading/language arts assessment?


	Yes.

	Does the State exclude from accountability determinations the scores of recently arrived English Learners on the mathematics assessment, the reading/language arts assessment (if administered to these students), or both, even if these students have been enrolled in the same school or LEA for a full academic year? 


	Yes.



	Does the State include, for up to two accountability determination cycles, the scores of former English Learners in making accountability determinations for the subgroup of English Learners?  If so, how?


	Yes. Students previously identified as limited English proficient  (LEP), who have exited LEP identification during the last two years, are included in the calculations for determining the status of the LEP subgroup only if that subgroup already met the minimum number of 30 students (previously 40 prior to the 2012-13 school year) required for a subgroup.


	What are the State’s criteria for exiting students from the English Learner subgroup?


	The criteria for exiting from the English Learner subgroup is described in the State Board of Education GCS-A-012 policy in the section described as AMAO 2.  It can be found at http://sbepolicy.dpi.state.nc.us/policies/GCS-A-012.asp?pri=01&cat=A&pol=012&acr=GCS 

Basically, a student identified as limited English proficient who attains English language proficiency on the Assessing Comprehension and Communication in English State-to-State for English Language Learners (ACCESS for ELLs®) will exit the program.  Students must meet the Comprehensive Objective Composite (COC).  The COC defines the attainment of English language proficiency by the student reaching an overall composite score of 4.8 or above, with at least a 4.0 on the reading subtest and at least a 4.0 on the writing subtest on the ACCESS for ELLs® for kindergarten and Tiers B and C in grades 1-12.


	Assessments
	
	
	

	Which assessments, including alternate assessments, is the SEA using for reporting achievement under ESEA section 1111(h)(1)(C)(i) (i.e., reading/language arts, mathematics, and science assessments)?  


	End-of-Grade Assessments in Reading and Mathematics grades 3-8, including NCEXTEND1 and NCEXTEND2.

End-of-Grade Assessments in Science in grades 5 and 8, including NCEXTEND1 and NCEXTEND2.

End-of-Course Assessments in Algebra I/Integrated Mathematics I and English II (as of the end of the 10th grade using banked scores for students testing earlier than grade 10), including NCEXTEND1 and NCEXTEND2, and EOC assessment in Biology (as of the end of the 11th grade using banked scores for students testing earlier than grade 11), including NCEXTEND1 and NCEXTEND2. 

As noted in the response to question 19 above, the NCEXTEND2 assessments based on modified achievement standards will be administered only through the 2013-14 school year.

	What additional assessments, if any, does the State include in its accountability system and for what purpose is each assessment included?

	The ACT is used at the 11th grade as a measure of college and career readiness. A career readiness measure, WorkKeys, is administered to students in grade 12 who have met the requirement to be concentrators (four technical credits of career technical education coursework in a pathway, at least one of which is at the completer [second] level).

Results for ACT and WorkKeys will become part of the accountability system in the 2012-13 school year.  Pilot administrations occurred during the 2011-12 school year.


	Statistical Reliability and Protection of Students’ Privacy

	What is the State’s minimum “n-size” for determining each of the following?

· Participation rate 

· Performance against AMOs

· Graduation rate

· Other (as applicable, please specify use)


	The minimum “n-size” historically has been 40 students for determining participation rates, performance against AMOs and graduation rates.  However, starting with the reporting of the data from the 2012-13 school year, the minimum n-size will be 30 students. For LEAs, the minimum n-size will be 30, or 1% of the tested students, whichever is greater. For schools with fewer than 30 students in the ‘all students” group, reporting on AMO targets will be noted as “insufficient data.” 



	What is the State’s minimum “n-size” for protecting students’ privacy when reporting?


	Aggregate results will not be reported when based on fewer than five (5) scores. Instead, the report will show “*” (or other symbol) with an appropriate explanation.

As suggested by the USED, when the results of a calculation are >95% or <5%, of all students in a subgroup in a school, LEA or the state, NCDPI will report the results as “>95%” or “<5%” of the students’ score in the respective category.  A consequence of complying with this privacy protection requirement may be that the underlying score summary information will not be completely verifiable to the schools, LEAs or the general public and reported summary information may not appear to aggregate accurately in such cases.  This is an unavoidable consequence to ensure privacy.

	What confidence intervals, if any, does the State use in its accountability system to ensure the statistical reliability of school classifications, and for which calculations are these confidence intervals applied?


	To determine whether annual measurable objectives in reading/language arts and mathematics are met, a 95% confidence interval will be used around the percentages of students scoring proficient in reading and/or mathematics to determine whether the standards have been met. This has been in effect since the 2003-04 school year.  For schools that meet an annual measurable objective through application of the confidence interval, actual proficiency percentages will be reported with a note indicating that the confidence interval was applied.

Please note that North Carolina, starting with the 2012-13 school year, will no longer use (1) the pilot North Carolina growth trajectory model, approved by the USED under the state’s former accountability system, (2) the prior “safe harbor” provision under NCLB and (3) targeted assistance school options under NCLB, in determining AMO attainment.

	Does the State base accountability determinations on multiple years of data?  If so, which years, and how, if at all, are the years weighted?


	No.


	Other Academic Indicators

	What are the other academic indicators for elementary and middle schools that the State uses for annual reporting?  What are the State’s goal and/or annual targets for these indicators?


	The other academic indicator is attendance in elementary and middle schools. It is included (in the aggregate) as an AMO. Progress on attendance is defined as at least 0.1 percentage point increase from one year to the next up to a threshold of 90%.  Any fluctuations above 90% for attendance will meet the requirement for progress.


	Graduation Rate
	
	
	
	

	What are the State’s graduation rate goal and annual graduation rate targets?  

Please provide a table with State-level goal and annual targets for all students and by subgroup beginning with the 2012–2013 school year.

If graduation rate annual targets vary by school, provide a link to the page on the SEA’s web site where the LEA and school targets are available.


	The graduation rate is used for AMOs (for schools that have a twelfth grade and graduate seniors) for the school as a whole and by subgroup.  Progress is defined as at least a 2 percentage point increase from one year to the next (up to a threshold of 80%) for the 4-year cohort graduation rate or at least a 3 percentage point increase from one year to the next (up to a threshold of 80%) for the 5-year cohort graduation rate.  Any fluctuations above 80% for the graduation rate will meet the requirement for progress. Therefore, no table of targets is provided.



	If the State has received a timeline extension and is not using a four-year adjusted cohort graduation rate for accountability determinations, please specify what rate the State is using and when the State will begin using a four-year adjusted cohort rate.

	NA

	What, if any, extended-year graduation rate(s) does the State use?  How does the State use its extended-year graduation rate(s) in its accountability system?


	The state uses a 5-year rate as one of the ways to show progress on meeting its graduation rate AMO. Progress is defined as at least a 2 percentage point increase from one year to the next (up to a threshold of 80%) for the 4-year cohort graduation rate or at least a 3 percentage point increase from one year to the next (up to a threshold of 80%) for the 5-year cohort graduation rate.  Any fluctuations above 80% for the graduation rate will meet the requirement for progress. 


	Participation Rate
	
	
	
	

	How does the State calculate participation rates?


	Participation rates are calculated by accessing information from the student information system and determining the number of students for which we have test scores compared with the actual number of students in membership at the school in the appropriate tested grades. These calculations also are computed for the respective subgroups as well.  Please note that the school or subgroups must meet the minimum n-size before being used as an AMO.

	How does the State use participation rates within its differentiated accountability system (i.e., index)?


	With the new accountability model starting in the current 2012-13 school year, participation rates will be reported for the school as a whole and for all subgroups that have or exceed the minimum n-size of 30 students in membership in the respective groups.  There are specific consequences for schools that do not meet the 95% participation rule and they are described in the section above called “State Accountability System Includes All Students.”
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