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U.S. Department of Education
Washington, DC  20202
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)
	
	
	

	1. 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.


	Rhode Island AMOs are different for the state, district, and school and for each subgroup within these entities. For the subgroups within the state and districts, the AMOs are defined at the elementary-, middle-, and high-school levels. Attached in Table 1 are the State AMOs for reading and mathematics. The complete list of AMOs for state, district, and school may be found on our website at:

https://www.eride.ri.gov/eride40/reportcards/12/default.aspx  

(3.8.13)


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

	2. 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.

2. 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.


	Rhode Island is one of the states that received ESEA flexibility for making AYP determinations. Student performance, AMOs, participation rates, and graduation rates are evaluated for English Learners as well as for other disaggregated subgroups. The results are part of our Annual Report Card and may be found at:

https://www.eride.ri.gov/eride40/reportcards/12/State.aspx
https://www.eride.ri.gov/eride40/reportcards/12/Districts.aspx
https://www.eride.ri.gov/eride40/reportcards/12/Schools.aspx
https://www.eride.ri.gov/reports/default.asp
(3.8.13)
Meets AMAOs by hitting the following targets:

AMAO 1: annual increases in the number or percentage of children making progress in learning English

Growth expectation: Gain of ≥0.5 ACCESS for ELLs overall composite level for an individual student 

Confidence interval:      95%

2013       target of 36%

2014       target of 40%

2015       target of 44%

2016       target of 48%

2017       target of 52%

2018       target of 56%
AMAO 2: annual increases in the number or percentage of children attaining English proficiency by the end of each school year

Definition of “attainment”: ACCESS for ELLs® composite score ≥ 4.5.  Scores from both Tier B and Tier C will be acceptable. For the Kindergarten ACCESS, the accountability score will be used.

Confidence interval:      95%

2013       target of 21%

2014       target of 23%

2015       target of 25%

2016       target of 28%

2017       target of 31%

2018       target of 34%

AMAO 3: Adequate yearly progress for LEP children

The method for calculating AMAO 3 for Title III subgrantees will be consistent with that used under Title I, replacing AYP with AMO performance, participation and graduation rate for LEP students.  

	
	

	Subgroup Accountability

	3. 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.


	In order to have a more inclusive accountability system,  we have lowered our “n” size to twenty and adopted the use of three consolidated subgroups:

Performance Reference Group (PRG).  The PRG represents our highest-performing students and is made up of those students who are neither economically disadvantaged nor in English Learner programs nor receiving IEP services. The PRG is the reference group for measuring relative achievement gaps. 

Consolidated Program Subgroup.  This subgroup includes English Learners who are being monitored and students with disabilities (including students taking the Rhode Island Alternate Assessment).  

Consolidated Minority and Economically Disadvantage Subgroup.   This consolidated subgroup includes all federal racial and ethnic minorities, as prescribed by the National Forum on Education Statistics (minority), plus students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch.  Consolidating these two populations results in 269 of our 282 tested schools being held accountable for subgroup performance.  

These consolidated subgroups are used to measure absolute proficiency, progress to 2017 target, achievement gaps against the Performance Reference Group, and growth. Percent of students testing at the “proficient with distinction” level, high-school graduation rates, and changes in scale score are measured by an “all students” methodology.  In addition, we also include measures for individual subgroup performance to ensure that the use of consolidated subgroups does not mask issues with low-incidence populations. Any school that misses an AMO for two consecutive years will automatically be placed in the Warning classification. 

	State Accountability System Includes All Schools and Districts

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


	Rhode Island defines a “local educational agency” (LEA) as a public board of education or other public authority legally constituted within Rhode Island for either administrative control or direction of, or to perform a service function for public elementary or secondary schools in a city, county, township, school district, or other political subdivision of Rhode Island, or for a combination of school districts or counties that is recognized in Rhode Island as an administrative agency for our public elementary schools or secondary schools.  


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


	A school is an administrative entity dedicated and designed to instruct skills and knowledge to students. It is organized to deliver sequential instruction from one or more teachers.              

A school: 

· has an assigned administrator/principal responsible for 

   all personnel actions; 

· directly supervises the PK-12 educational services 

   received by students; 

· has one or more teachers to provide instruction; 

· may be located in one or more buildings; multiple     

   schools may be in one building; 

· has enrolled, or prospectively enrolled, students; and

· has a unique identification code assigned by RIDE.

A. Public School*

RIDE further defines a Rhode Island public school as a pre-kindergarten (PK) through grade twelve (12) and/or adult-educational institution that:

· is supported with public funds and is non-sectarian; 

· is authorized and operated by a Local or the State 

    Educational Agency (LEA or SEA);

· grants diplomas and certificates (except elementary and 

     middle schools);

· provides a comprehensive program of studies as 

    described in Chapter 13 of the Basic Education Program

    (BEP) and a full range of academic supports and 

    interventions as described in Chapter 14 of that 

    regulation for all students; 

· has an appropriately credentialed teacher (or teachers) 

    providing instruction;

· has at least one appropriately credentialed administrator 

     who is responsible for all aspects of school administration; 

· administers all appropriate statewide assessments to its 

     students at the required grade levels; 

· reports its budget using the Uniform Chart of Accounts 

    (UCOA) procedures and guidelines, and;

· is based in one or more buildings that are compliant with

     the local, state, and federal health, occupational, 

     building and fire codes and regulations, unless exempt.

Charter School: RIDE further defines a charter school as a school established or created under the Charter Public School Act of Rhode Island (R.I.G.L.§16-77-1). Accordingly, charter schools are public schools assigned a RIDE unique identification code and are included in all types of accountability reporting applicable to other public schools.  The 13 charter schools are also considered LEAs.
*includes non-public special education schools

	
	B.  Private School

RIDE defines a private school as a school owned or operated by a private person, firm, association, organization, or corporation, rather than by an LEA or the SEA.
Student Accountability Reporting
Public School Districts and Charter Schools established under Rhode Island Laws are responsible for submitting and updating data about students enrolled in order to meet student-accountability reporting requirements under state and federal law.  

   Accountability reporting is attached to the school and district that provides or directly supervises the primary PK-12 educational services received by students.

	6. How does the State define a small school? 
	Small schools have student populations of less than 20.  

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


	Since measurement standard errors are inversely proportional to the square root of N (student population), small schools have large standard errors. Confidence Intervals (CI) at 95 percent are calculated for small school. This CI, in addition to performance of the “All Students” subgroup, is used to make judgments as to whether the school has met its Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs). AMOs are not calculated for other NCLB subgroups for accountability purposes, although all subgroups are calculated for reporting requirements.  

	8. How does the State define a new school? 


	A new school in Rhode Island is any school that meets either of the two criteria below.

i. school became operational after the last accountability determination and has only one year of student test data or none at all; or

ii. there have been significant changes in student-population, grade-span or school configuration, school administrators, and teachers due to reorganization of the schools within the LEA.
Reproduced below is the guidance Rhode Island has issued to our LEAS on school reorganization or reconfiguration. Examples of significant changes are:

· Alfred Lima Elementary School splitting into Leviton Dual Language School and Alfred Lima Elementary School. Both of these schools were reset. 

· The grade span of Charles Fortes Academy switched from KG-05 to KG-01.

IV.  Creation, Reconfiguration, Name Changes, Grade Changes, or School Closings 

The LEA/Institution will complete the School Request/Change Form located on the RIDE website. The form covers requests for:

· New Institution ID numbers;

· Merging schools;

· Splitting schools into multiple schools;

· Changing institution names;

· Grade ranges;

· Closings schools. 

The RIDE Director of ODAR is the initial contact for institution requests.  The director reviews the request form, makes modifications as needed, and refers it to the RIDE Data Governance Board (DGB) for approval.  

The DGB will ensure that the data are accurate and relevant so that the integrity of the School Accountability system is maintained.  Once passed by the DGB, the approved changes will be sent to   the Deputy Commissioner for final approval.  

The LEA or school or program director will be notified, and the change will be publicly posted.   NOTE: Requests are to be made prior to the beginning of a school year, and if approved will be effective on July 1st of the school year following the request.     

All schools are evaluated using our ESEA Flexibility Plan.  For schools which do not meet our evaluation criteria because of minimum N requirements, we combine two years of test data and go through the evaluation process again. If a school is still not evaluated because of student population size (less than 20), then only it’s “All Students” subgroup is used to evaluate the school. Confidence Intervals (CI) at 95% are added to the percent of students who are proficient and a determination is made. No intervention is required when a small school performance is higher than its AMO.

For school change requests, RIDE will not suppress accountability ratings or restart accountability clocks for existing school IDs.  If the school is in improvement status, an explanation is needed describing why the change should not be perceived as an attempt to avoid accountability consequences. 

	9. 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?


	Rhode Island will reset AMOs for new schools using one of the approaches described below.

i. using prior -year performance of students in the new school, RIDE will calculate baselines for the school and use the next available assessment data to evaluate the school; or

ii. RIDE will use the next available assessment results to set baselines for the school and will use future data for evaluation.  This approach will require two cycles of testing data to evaluate the school.  

Needing two testing cycles is not limited to a case in which none of the students have prior year performance.  Since RI participates in fall testing, scores are attributed to the school which provided instruction the prior year.  For this reason two cycles of assessment are necessary for any new school.  The first cycle of testing assesses the instruction that occurred the prior year at another school. The second cycle of testing assesses the instruction during the first year the school is open.  

Assessment data from 2010-11 school-year was used to set AMO targets in reading and mathematics through 2016-17. New schools which became operational in 2011-12 would not have AMOs based on the 2010-11 baseline year. For these new schools, we use the first year of test data (e.g. 2011-12) as baseline data and set AMOs for them through 2017-18; using the process defined by the ED department for setting AMOs under the ESEA flexibility plan. Growth metrics under our ESEA plan are not available for these schools. They are designated as “New Schools” and will not be evaluated under our accountability plan in their first year.  Examples of these are new opened Charter Schools and all other schools which have undergone significant reorganization. 

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


	Every school and district in Rhode Island is included in the Rhode Island Accountability System using the NECAP assessments except for those schools that are only K or K-1.  These primary-level schools always represent fewer than 10 schools statewide.  The early elementary schools that stop at grade two (2) are held accountable using NECAP test scores from the fall of grade 3.

RIDE  uses the Developmental Reading Assessment (DRA) in grades K and 1 for accountability.  These assessments were administered to these schools for the first time in the 2003-04 school year.  This English language arts assessment is reflective of our content standards.  

	11. 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.


	There is no distinction made between alternative schools and other schools.  They are all held to the same standards.



	12. 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? 
	Charter schools are included in exactly the same manner as district-affiliated schools. Single-site charters (those that are not part of a larger group of charter schools) are considered both schools and LEAs for the purposes of accountability. Multi-site charters are treated the same as multi-site districts, with multiple schools measured separately for accountability. 

	State Accountability System Includes All Students

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


	All students in Rhode Island are tested, according to statewide policy.  Students may participate with or without accommodations and students with disabilities who qualify may take the Rhode Island Alternate Assessment (less than 1 percent of the student population).  We include these results in our accountability system.  Students who have been in Rhode Island prior to the October 1st enrollment count of the prior year will be included in the accountability system.  Students who arrive in a district or school after the October 1st enrollment count of the prior year will be included in the Rhode Island assessment reports but excluded from the accountability system.

Examples of Evidence:
· "Testing Manuals for Rhode Island’s State Assessment Program" - annual

· InfoWorks! (http://infoworks.ride.ri.gov/)

· NECAP Accommodation Guidelines

	14. How does the State define “full academic year”?


	The criterion for defining what constitutes a “full academic year” is applied consistently statewide.  It is set at the October 1st enrollment count date (this is the date designated in state law to calculate state aid to districts).  For NECAP tests taken in October, scores are assigned to the location of each student at the end of the prior school year.  A full academic year is defined as being enrolled in the same school (or district) from October 1 to the end of that prior school year. Students who have been continuously enrolled are counted. Students who have not been continuously enrolled at the school but have remained in the district (in another school) will be counted in the district AYP. A student who is not in the school or district for a continuous entire school year will not be counted for school-level or district-level accountability but will be reported in the state results.  

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


	Schools/districts are required by regulation to submit October 1st enrollments to the Rhode Island Department of Education (RIDE) each year:

· the official enrollments, together with the assessment results, are used to account for all students in the system;

· students who migrate from one school to another school within the district are tested and included in the district AYP, provided they were in the district prior to October 1;

· Students who migrate from a school in a district to another school in a different district will be tested and included for accountability in the state AYP review.

Examples of Evidence: 

· Student Demographic Forms (header sheets) for the State Assessment Program

· State eRIDE Electronic Information System template

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


	The “full academic year” requirement is used for all student performance against AMOs and for the following measures in our differentiated accountability system: 

· Absolute Percent Proficient

· Progress To 2017 Target

· Consolidated Subgroup Performance Against Performance Reference Group

· Percent of Tested students in Distinction

· Growth

· Scaled Score Change (high schools only) 

	17. 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?
	Rhode Island defines mobile students as those who enroll after September 30th and exit before June 1st of the school year. Some of these students may not be included in the school accountability determination because of the full-academic-year requirement, but they are included in the district determination if they moved from one school to another within the district. The full-academic-year requirement is not used at the state level, and all students, including mobile students, are accounted for.

	18. 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? 
	Students with the most significant cognitive disabilities are tested under the Rhode Island Alternate Assessment program, provided they meet the eligibility criteria. Student performance from this program is added to performance from our regular assessments (NECAP) before accountability determinations are made. Less than 1 percent of all students at each grade tested are found to be at or above proficient because of their performance on the Rhode Island Alternate Assessment.  This is true for the state as well as each district. Thus, all students with disabilities who are tested are also included in the state accountability system.



	19. 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? 
	Rhode Island does not use an alternate assessment based on modified academic-achievement standards.

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


	There is a cap on the number of students who are tested under the Rhode Island Alternate Assessment program and are at or above proficient that can be added to our accountability system. This cap, 1-percent proficiency, is validated at each grade for the state and for each district before accountability determinations are made. The number of students who are or above proficient in the Rhode Island Alternate Assessment is less than 1 percent of the students tested. If this number ever exceeds 1.percent, there will be a cap at 1 percent and all students in excess of 1 percent will be counted as not proficient. All the students in excess of 1 percent will be included in the participation rate but will not be included in measurements against the AMOS.
All students from the Alternate Assessment who tested and who are proficient in excess of 1 percent of the total number of students tested (from Regular and Alternate Assessment) will be included in the accountability system but they will be counted as ‘Not Proficient’ when evaluating the AMOs. This means, no more than 1 percent of proficient students will come from the Alternate Assessment even if more than 1 percent of proficient students are from the Alternate Assessment. 

	21. 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.


	NECAP test accommodations are available to all students, regardless of whether a student has been identified as a student with a disability or as an English Learner. All students may receive accommodations to reduce or eliminate the effects of a student’s disability or linguistic limitations on an assessment measuring academic content. When an eligible student demonstrates the need for an accommodation, the accommodation must be provided, as long as it does not invalidate the assessment. To monitor implementation, each year during the NECAP test window the RIDE content specialists schedule a limited number of on-site visits to observe test administration as it is occurring in the schools.   
The NECAP Accommodations Guide can be found here: 

http://www.ride.ri.gov/Assessment/DOCS/NECAP/Test_Admin/NECAP_Accommodations_Guide.pdf    (3.8.13)

	22. 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 with disabilities who exited an IEP program within the last two years are assigned to the disaggregated subgroup of students with disabilities. 



	23. 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?


	Rhode Island mandates the assessment of all students, including students who have limited English-language abilities. Rhode Island has adopted the definition of a Limited English Proficient student in Title IX of NCLB, Part A Definitions, Section 9101.  Students who are learning English and have been in the United States for less than one year:

· are not required to take the NECAP reading and writing tests(administered in the fall of the student’s first year in the U.S.) and are not counted towards the 95-percent participation rate requirement in English language arts; but are not exempted from the mathematics tests and are counted towards the 95-percent participation rate 
Examples of Evidence:

· Rhode Island School and District Accountability System: Technical Bulletin (July 2008)

· School and District Test Coordinator’s Manual (2005)

· NECAP Accommodation Guidelines

· NECAP Coordinator’s Manual (2005) 

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


	Yes. Recently arrived English Learners who are receiving LEP services and have been in the United States for less than one year are exempted from one administration of the reading and writing assessments.



	25. 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? 
	We do not exclude any student from our accountability system if they have been enrolled for a full academic year. They count toward the 95-percent participation requirement as well as toward meeting the AMOs. Only English Learners who have been in the United States for less than one academic year are exempted from the English language arts test. They are required to take the mathematic test, even though their test scores do not count toward meeting the AMO.



	26. 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?


	With a statewide student-identifier system in place, we can assign the test results of students who exited English Learner services to this subgroup for purposes of disaggregation in determining AYP for that group.  The assignment of exited students to the English Learner disaggregated group is for two years subsequent to exit from program services, in accordance with federal guidance.  The introduction of a student-identifier system ensures greater accuracy in our ability to account for all students.  The LEP census system was the first program subsystem to be fully integrated into the new statewide student-identifier system.  In accordance with federal guidance, English Learners in the United States less than one year will not be included in the accountability analyses.  They must, however, take the mathematics assessment, but may be exempted from the English language arts assessment.

	27. What are the State’s criteria for exiting students from the English Learner subgroup? 
	There are multiple criteria for exit from the English Learner subgroup.  The criteria for students to exit from an English Language Instructional Program can be found here:

http://www.ride.ri.gov/Portals/0/Uploads/Documents/Instruction-and-Assessment-World-Class-Standards/Other-Subjects/Rhode-Island-Required-Exit-Criteria-5-3-11.pdf   (3.8.13)

	Assessments

	28. 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 New England Common Assessment Program (NECAP) is used to assess students in grades 3-8 and 11 in reading/language arts, mathematics and science.

The Rhode Island Alternate Assessment Program(RIAAP) is used to assess students with significant cognitive disabilities in reading/language arts, mathematics and science.

The Developmental Reading Assessment Program (DRA) is used to assess students in schools with only grades K or K and 1

	29. What additional assessments, if any, does the State include in its accountability system and for what purpose is each assessment included? 
	No other assessments are used in our accountability system.


	Statistical Reliability and Protection of Students’ Privacy

	30. 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 state’s minimum “n-size” value is 20 for all measurements.

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


	The state’s minimum “n-size” for protecting student privacy is 10.

	32. 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?


	A 95-percent confidence interval is used for our accountability system.  This is applied to the percent of students who are proficient in mathematics and English language arts. Confidence intervals are not applied to participation rates.

	33. 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. Single-year data is used. Several grades are tested in each school, and combining data from different years does not appear to change the results.

	Other Academic Indicators

	34. 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, Rhode Island reports attendance rate as the other indicator.

	Graduation Rate

	35. 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.


	Attached in Table 2 are the State High School Graduation Rate Targets. District and school graduation rate targets may be found on our website at:

https://www.eride.ri.gov/eride40/reportcards/12/default.aspx 
(3.8.13)


	36. 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.

	n/a

	37. 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?


	Rhode Island first evaluates a high school graduation rate based on a combined four-year, five-year and six-year adjusted-cohort rate weighting the rates 50 percent, 25 percent and 25 percent respectively. The higher of the combined rate and the four-year rate is selected as the high school graduation rate for accountability purposes.



	Participation Rate

	38. How does the State calculate participation rates?


	The numerator for the participation rate is the number of students who participated in the assessments and received a valid achievement level score. The denominator is the number of students who are enrolled in any of the tested grades in the school as of October 1. Participation Rates are calculated for the state, district, school and for each of the subgroups within these.

Participation Rate is the ratio of test takers and the number of students enrolled and eligible to be tested. October 1 enrollment is the baseline from which the number of eligible test takers is determined because we test in October. From these enrollments, we exclude all approved exemptions and the number of remaining students is the denominator. The numerator for the participation rate is the number of students who participated in the assessment and received a valid achievement level score.

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


	RIDE is especially concerned about participation rates for reasons of both accuracy and equity. Each school will be responsible for testing at least 95 percent of its eligible students at each grade level. Failure to hit this target in a single year will result in a “Warning” classification, notwithstanding the school’s performance in other areas. RIDE is considerably more concerned with schools that have continuing difficulty meeting the Participation target. For that reason, schools that fail to meet Participation target for two consecutive years will be automatically assigned a “Focus” classification. Schools that fail Participation for three consecutive years will be assigned a “Priority” classification, again, regardless of school-level performance measures. A one-year anomaly in this area may be understandable; multiple years of missing Participation rate targets will be considered unacceptable.
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