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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 Nevada’s AMOs can be found on page 96 of its approved ESEA Waiver Request.  The annual measurable objectives are specific to each school level (elementary, middle, and high school).  These targets are the same for all subgroups and all schools within a school level. 
Nevada’s ESEA Waiver request can be reviewed at http://www.doe.nv.gov/NDE_Offices/APAC/Program_Accountability/NV_ESEA_Flexibility_Request_rk021213/ (valid as of 05/23/2014). 

(The website links are currently active and have been active since Nevada received its approval letter early in August (August 8) of 2012).


	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.

	All LEAs that receive Title III funds are accountable for their AMAO 3 performance in accordance with ESEA requirements.  Prior to and including 2011-2012, AMAO 3 was determined by the English Language Learners’ status for meeting adequate yearly progress for reading and mathematics on the State Criterion Referenced Tests or High School Proficiency Examinations. 

For the School Year 2012-13,  LEAs receiving Title III funds and the State will be accountable for meeting all of the following AMAO 3 targets, which are the AMO targets stated in the Nevada Waiver:

1. 95 % ELL student participation rate on the CRT and HSPE assessments

2. ELL students meeting standard for:

Elementary:  Reading ≥ 68.92%; Math ≥ 76.56%

Middle School:  Reading ≥59.19%; Math ≥72.61%

High School:  Reading ≥81.42%; Math ≥85.04%

3. ELL student High School Graduation Rate ≥70.53% or reduce the number of non-graduates by 10% from the previous year.



	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.

	The Nevada School Performance Framework requires students in the following subgroups to meet annual measureable objectives in reading and mathematics:

· English Language Learners (ELL)

· Students with Disabilities (Individual Educational   

            Plans or IEP)

· Students with Low Socio-Economic Status (Free and Reduced Lunch or FRL)

When any of the subgroups referred to above does not meet the N-count of 10, the supergroup analysis is used.  The supergroup analysis is an unduplicated group of ELL, IEP, and FRL students.

As required in the ESEA Waiver, Focus schools are identified based on measuring performance of the following subgroups:

· English Language Learners (ELL)

· Students with Disabilities (Individual Educational    

            Plans or IEP)

· Students with Low Socio-Economic Status (Free and Reduced Lunch or FRL)

The subgroups are included in the student population analyzed for Reward and Priority Schools.  To be identified as a Reward School, all ESEA subgroups at the school must meet AMOs.  The Priority School analysis is based on all students. 

	State Accountability System Includes All Schools and Districts

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


	Nevada’s 17 school districts are organized by county, as well as the State Public Charter School Authority and state-sponsored youth detention facilities are LEAs. 

NRS 386.010  Creation; power to sue.

1.  County school districts, the boundaries of which are conterminous with the boundaries of the counties of the State, are hereby created. The Carson City School District shall be considered as a county school district. 

2.  Each county school district created by this chapter is hereby declared to be a political subdivision of the State of Nevada whose purpose is to administer the state system of public education.

NRS 386.503  “State Public Charter School Authority” defined.  “State Public Charter School Authority” means the State Public Charter School Authority created by NRS 386.509. (Added to NRS by 2011, 2353)

NRS 386.509  Creation; purpose.  The State Public Charter School Authority is hereby created. The purpose of the State Public Charter School Authority is to: 1.  Authorize charter schools of high-quality throughout this State with the goal of expanding the opportunities for pupils in this State, including, without limitation, pupils who are at risk. 2.  Provide oversight to the charter schools that it sponsors to ensure that those charter schools maintain high educational and operational standards, preserve autonomy and safeguard the interests of pupils and the community. 3.  Serve as a model of the best practices in sponsoring charter schools and foster a climate in this State in which all charter schools, regardless of sponsor, can flourish.(Added to NRS by 2011, 2353)
NRS 63.030  “Facility” defined.
1.  “Facility” means a state facility for the detention or commitment of children which is administered by the State of Nevada. 2.  The term includes, but is not limited to, the Nevada Youth Training Center and the Caliente Youth Center. (Added to NRS by 2003, 1095)

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


	NRS 385.007 

5. “Public Schools” means all kindergarten and elementary schools, junior high school and middle schools, high schools, charter schools and any other schools, classes and educational programs which receive their support through public taxation and, except for charter schools, whose textbooks and courses of study are under the control of the State Board.

NRS 388.020  Kinds of public schools.
1.  An elementary school is a public school in which grade work is not given above that included in the eighth grade, according to the regularly adopted state course of study.

2.  A junior high or middle school is a public school in which the sixth, seventh, eighth and ninth grades are taught under a course of study prescribed and approved by the State Board. The school is an elementary or secondary school for the purpose of the licensure of teachers.

3.  A high school is a public school in which subjects above the eighth grade, according to the state course of study, may be taught. The school is a secondary school for the purpose of the licensure of teachers.

4.  A special school is an organized unit of instruction operating with approval of the State Board.

5.  A charter school is a public school that is formed pursuant to the provisions of NRS 386.490 to 386.610, inclusive.

6.  A university school for profoundly gifted pupils is a public school established pursuant to NRS 392A.010 to 392A.110, inclusive.

[237:32:1956]—(NRS A 1977, 222; 1997, 1864; 1999, 3311; 2005, 2428)

	How does the State define a small school? 
	For accountability purposes, a small school is a school with less than 10 total students in tested grades or whose Count Day enrollment is less than 10.



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


	For 2013-2014, the SEA will use a rolling 3-year count of data to report on small schools for which there is sufficient data within the regular rating system.  To support this multi-year averaging, business rules for the NSPF have been developed.
The NDE is working with the Nevada School Performance Framework (NSPF) Technical Advisory Group and with Nevada school districts on the technical details of rating small schools  within the NSPF rating system. The NDE will report on small schools for whom there is sufficient data under this 3-year plan for 2013-2014. 

	How does the State define a new school? 


	A new school is a school with no historical connection to an existing school, or that is substantially different in enrollment or staffing than the existing school from which it split or merged.  A new school has not existed under the same historical school number or it has undergone substantial changes in the make-up of the population of students, such as the subtraction and/or addition of grade levels. 
A school which seeks to be considered a New School must meet the following criteria:

· 60% or more of the assessed student population is new to the school 
· Or it is the first year of operation of the newly constructed school public school.

· Or it is the first year of operation of a charter school 

· Or 2 or more grade levels in which the state accountability assessments are administered have been added to the school or the charter school’s charter. 

	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?
	Such new schools are included in the Nevada School Performance Framework analysis and reports.  In some cases, these schools may lack one or more of the multiple indicators that comprise the total index score underlying the Nevada School Performance Framework classification. In those cases, only the scores for the relevant indicators are reported, and an adjusted school index score may be reported if sufficient indicators or sufficient stable key indicators are available.  These key indicators may be graduation rate, proficiency rates, or other indicators upon which multiple measures are dependent.  As more data becomes available, the aggregation of data will permit a valid and reliable analysis of data.

	How does the State include schools that have no grades assessed (e.g., K-2 schools) in its accountability system?


	For 2011-2012 there were only 2 K-2 schools in the State, and in 2012-2013 there is only one.  For 2013-2014 this feeder school will receive the rating of the school to which its students matriculate . Feeder schools are not eligible to be designated as Priority, Focus or Reward Schools.  Priority or Focus Schools paired with a feeder school must work with their LEA to design, align, and implement interventions for improvement in the feeder school. 

	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.
	All Nevada public schools are included in the NSPF accountability system.  This includes:

· State schools for the deaf and blind

· Correctional or juvenile detention institutions

· Alternative high schools

· Alternative schools for special education students

All of these types of schools are measured for the NSPF classification.  Every Nevada high school including the above alternative schools receives a graduation rate.

As is the case for all Nevada public schools, a student’s assessment results are attributed to the alternative school if he/she is enrolled on Count Day as well as on the testing date.  Alternative schools receive an NSPF rating.

	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?


	Some charter schools exist within LEAs and function under the prerogative of school districts. They are public schools and receive the same NSPF designations and Priority, Focus, or Reward classifications as other public schools. 

A separate LEA, the State Public Charter School Authority, authorizes, monitors, and is responsible for State Charter Schools. These are public schools operating under the aegis of the State Charter Authority.  As public schools, they receive NSPF designations and, if applicable, Priority, Focus or Reward classifications. 

One charter school, the Davidson Institute, is sponsored by the University of Reno and functions as a separate LEA.  Like district charter schools and State Public Charter Schools, this charter also receives an NSPF classification. Due to historically small population and subgroup sizes at Davidson, Davidson has not in the past met the N-size conditions for Focus, Priority, or Reward Schools.  If N-size conditions should increase, Davidson might become eligible for such designations.  



	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?


	All students enrolled at the time of testing must participate in testing and are counted towards the 95% participation requirement.  

Students who are absent are counted against the participation rate for the school if they are unable to make up the test.
Student demographic and enrollment information is submitted by districts to SAIN (System of Accountability Information for Nevada), the State student information system.  Their State Unique Identification number associates all assessment and demographic information with the student.

	How does the State define “full academic year”?


	Students enrolled in a school on the State’s official enrollment Count Day (the fourth Friday after the beginning of the school’s academic calendar) and who remain continuously enrolled in the same school up to and during each of the spring testing windows are considered to have been in school for a full academic year. 

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


	NRS 385.3613 specifies that school accountability must be based only upon the information and data for those pupils who are enrolled in the school for a full academic year. The Nevada Department of Education (NDE) policy requires that a test answer document be completed for every student enrolled in a school, special, or alternative educational program during the testing window. Included on the answer document or PreID file is an element to be completed or validated by authorized school or school district personnel for each student. For the vast majority of students, coding of year in school (YIS) is based on information extracted and calculated from the NDE student information system (SAIN). When no PreID label is available for a student, authorized school or school district personnel must code whether or not the student has been continuously enrolled in the school since the beginning of the school year. 

	To which accountability indicators does the State apply the definition of full academic year?  
	Students must be enrolled for the full academic year in order to be counted for proficiency, growth, and achievement gap reduction. 

	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?


	Nevada’s SAIN system tracks student enrollment and is updated daily to reflect changes in enrollment.  Transfer students are also included in the LEA’s graduation cohort and are transferred to the new school’s graduation cohort upon enrollment.

A student must be enrolled for a full academic year in the school (Year in School or YIS) to be included in the school’s NSPF proficiency calculation as well as in its growth and gap reduction calculation.

Students who transfer to a new LEA during the school year are included in the participation calculation at the school level.  They also join the school’s graduation cohort upon enrollment in a new school and are included in the NSPF graduation rate.  Transfer students are also included in the Other Indicator (Average Daily Attendance for elementary and middle schools).  For high schools transfer students are also included in the college- and career-readiness indicator.

Transfer students who are enrolled on Count Day and through the time of testing are included in school proficiency rates and in other indicators based on proficiency rates.  Transfer students who enroll after Count Day or who transfer to another school during the Count Day through testing time are not included in proficiency rates for schools.

The SEA includes all transfer students’ scores in analysis of state-level data and retains those scores of students who transfer within districts in the district analysis of proficiency and other relevant indicators.

	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? 
	Nevada uses the Nevada Alternate Assessment (NAA) to assess the achievement levels of students with the more significant cognitive disabilities. Only one percent of proficient scores count in a school’s and in the State’s accountability calculations The State includes the scores of students who are assessed through the NAA only  in the proficiency indicator of the NSPF.  The participation rate of 95% is also required for students who are assessed on the NAA.

Due to the small population of NAA-eligible students in Nevada, exceeding the allowable 1% has not been a concern.  In the rare case of a small school where 2 out of 10 students might be eligible for the NAA, the 1% limitation is not applied to that school.

	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? 
	(Not Applicable.  The State does not provide an alternate assessment based on modified academic achievement standards.)

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


	Due to the small number of students in Nevada eligible to be assessed by the 1% assessment, Nevada has never exceeded the 1% proficiency cap.  In point of fact, Nevada’s population of students eligible for the NAA has historically approximated .5%.  
Nevada includes in accountability determinations the proficient and advanced scores of students with the most significant cognitive disabilities.  The achievement levels of these students are assessed using the Nevada Alternate Assessment (NAA).  Only one-percent (1%) of proficient scores counted in an LEA’s accountability calculations may come from the NAA.  

LEAs may apply for a waiver to the one percent cap if circumstances within the LEA are such that more than one percent of the LEA’s student population has the most significant cognitive disabilities.  These waiver requests are reviewed on a case-by-case basis by the Nevada Department of Education, and approved on a priority basis to ensure that Nevada does not exceed the one-percent cap.  This process of close communication between NDE and LEA’s has been effective in assuring that LEAs do not exceed the cap.

In the unlikely event that Nevada should exceed the one-percent cap, the decision about which proficient scores would be included will be based on the number of subgroups the student belongs to, with students who are counted in the most subgroups prioritized as counting in the proficiency rate.  The scores of students in excess of the 1% cap would be counted as non-proficient..  The subgroups are those included in measures of proficiency within the Nevada School Performance Framework. These subgroups are Students with Disabilities (IEP), Free- and Reduced-Price Lunch Recipients (FRL), and English Language Learners (ELL). Nevada has not previously exceeded the cap as a state.  The scores of all students shall be reported to their schools and parents but those scores that exceed the cap of 1% will count as non-proficient for the school and district.


	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.

	Students who have an Individualized Education Plan or 504 Plan, or who are identified as English Language Learners may receive accommodations to reduce or eliminate the effects of a student’s disability or linguistic limitations on an assessment that measures academic content.  The student’s record in SAIN must be coded to reflect his/her demography as IEP, 504, or ELL before he/she can be given an accommodation during testing.  

The procedures manuals for the Nevada assessments are located at http://www.doe.nv.gov/NDE_Offices/APAC/Assessments (Valid as of 05/23/14).

	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? 
	The State does not include the scores of former students with disabilities in the NSPF analysis. 

	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? 
	The student is required to take the test, but the assessment is not counted towards the school’s reading proficiency rate nor toward the school’s current growth measure. The student is included in assessments during the first accountability cycle, just not for accountability purposes.

	Does the State exempt a recently arrived English Learner from one administration of the State’s reading/language arts assessment? 
	The student is required to take the test, but the assessment is not counted towards the school’s reading proficiency rate nor toward the school’s current growth measure.

	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? 
	The student is required to take the test, but the assessment is not counted towards the school’s reading/language arts proficiency rate nor towards the school’s math proficiency rate nor toward the school’s current growth measure The student is included in assessments during the first accountability cycle, just not for accountability purposes. 

	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? 
	The State does not include the scores of former English Language Learners in making proficiency, growth or gap determinations.

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


	Prior to and including 2011-2012, English Language Learners exited the English Learners subgroup when they attained a score of Level 5, Proficient on the state English Language Proficiency Assessment (ELPA).  

For 2012-2013 and forward,  consistent with the implementation of the new ELPA, students are  subject to WIDA’s ACCESS assessment. 
The NDE submitted the new exit criteria to the US Department of Education Office of English Language Acquisition in October of 2013. Based on Dr. Monique Chism’s letter of approval dated November 7, 2013, Nevada was approved to set the exit criteria for 2012-2013 as:

Student Score Proficiency Level 5.0 Composite, and 5.0 Literacy on the ELPA.  Nevada anticipates continuing approval of these exit criteria for 2013-2014 and 2014-2015.



	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)?  


	The SEA is reporting achievement on  the following assessments:

· Nevada Reading Criterion Referenced Assessment for Grades 3 through 8

· Nevada Mathematics Criterion Referenced Assessment for Grades 3 through 8

· Nevada Science Criterion Referenced Assessment for Grades 5 and 8

· Nevada High School Proficiency Examination for Reading for Grades 10 and 11

· Nevada High School Proficiency Examination for Math for Grades 10 and 11

· Nevada High School Proficiency Examination for Science for Grades 10 and 11

· Nevada Alternate Assessment (NAA) for Reading and Mathematics in Grades 3 through 8 and Grade 11 

· Nevada Alternate Assessment for Science for Grades 5, 8 and  11

Among the listed assessments, only CRT and HSPE Reading and Math are included in the Nevada School Performance Framework in the proficiency, growth and gap measures.  The NAA is included in the NSPF proficiency measure.

	What additional assessments, if any, does the State include in its accountability system and for what purpose is each assessment included? 
	(Not Applicable.)


	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 SEA does not have a minimum N-count for determining participation rates for the “All Students” or the ESEA subgroups. The SEA expects all schools and ESEA subgroups to achieve a participation rate of at least 95 percent and has included consequences for those schools and subgroups that do not meet the minimum expectation. In cases where the N-count is less than 20 students, a school may be determined to have met the participation expectation through the N-1 rule even though the participation rate is less than 95 percent. Under the N-1 rule, one non-participant is allowed for any group of less than 20. As an example if 9 of 10 students participate, the school meets the target based on the N-1 rule (9/10, 90 %) rather than the participation target of 95 percent.

Nevada uses the following n-size for each of the listed measures:

Participation  - 1 (N minus 1 rule)

Performance against AMOs – 10

Graduation rate – 10

Other (Average Daily Attendance) – 10



	What is the State’s minimum “n-size” for protecting students’ privacy when reporting? 
	Nevada’s minimum n-size for protecting student privacy when reporting is 10.e

	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? 
	Nevada does not use confidence intervals in the NSPF nor are they used to calculate Focus, Priority, or Reward Schools.

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


	Currently the SEA does not base NSPF accountability determinates on multiple years of data.

	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?


	For elementary and middle schools, the other academic indicator is Average Daily Attendance.

The State’s goal and annual targets for Average Daily Attendance are 

Elementary School –

95% to receive 6 out of 10 Points

97 to receive 10 out of 10 points 

Middle School – 

94% to receive 6 out of 10 Points

99 to receive 10 out of 10 points

	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 SEA calculated AMOs for high school graduation based on the 50th percentile of schools, which follows the methodology proposed in the ESEA Waiver Request. The 2011-12 restart of baseline represents the school graduation rate for the 50th percentile of schools and the 2016-17 target is the 95th percentile.  Nevada’s graduation rate goal is 97%.
Table 2.B.19 AMOs for HS Cohort Graduation Rate Using 2011 Results as Baseline. 

Trajectory of Graduation Rate Targets

2011-12

2012-13

2013-14

2014-15

2015-16

2016-17

63.91%

70.53%

77.14%

83.76%

90.37%

96.99%

Annual grad rate increase = (96.99 – 63.91) / 5 = 6.616

The AMOs will vary neither by high school type (regular, charter, etc.) nor by subgroup, requiring schools and groups further behind to make greater annual gains.

In addition to the increased rigor of the graduation AMOs described above, the SEA values the reduction of gaps in the graduation rates of our subgroups in the NSPF.  Baseline data from the 2010-2011 school year were used to determine the subgroup graduation gap.  Maximum index points are earned by schools demonstrating subgroup graduation gaps at or above the 95th percentile of schools for each subgroup.  Index points earned are in inverse relation to the size of the graduation gap.

	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.

	(Not applicable.)

	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? 
	(Not applicable.)

	Participation Rate

	How does the State calculate participation rates?


	All students who are enrolled at time of testing must take the statewide accountability assessments.  All students enrolled at time of testing are included in the denominator for the participation calculation.  All students who take the test are counted as participants, including recently arrived English Language Learners (New In Country or NIC) and are included in the numerator.

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


	Schools and subgroups with 10 students or more must reach the participation target of 95 percent.  If one subgroup fails to reach this target, the school cannot be designated as a Reward School.  Priority and Focus Schools cannot exit that status unless they attain over 95% participation along with meeting other exit criteria.  Schools not meeting the 95% participation rate are automatically classified as 1-star schools, regardless of ratings on other NSPF indicators.
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