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i ovmg Student Achlevement
rovmg Schools
R orous Academic Standards

Role of Parents
Accountability




STEF
BEnglish grades 3-10
_'ath grades 3-10

Smence grades 5 and 7

— .'_

f “Cﬁore 200 Biology.
~ — High school

ISTAR
Special Education students who do not take ISTEP
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school dlstrlcts andl schools must
onstrate adeguate yearly progress (AYP).

© r\J Students are expected to be at the state-
3 eﬁned “proficient” level by 2013-2014 (Fall
_.—f2014 ISTEPR).
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AL "dequate_ YearlysProgress™

IR —

SESehe0IS and dlstrlct held accountable 10
flji erformance targets
_ercent passing ISTEP English
'Percent passing ISTEP Math
—Percent of students participating in ISTEP
Attendance rate (elementary and middle)
Graduation rate (high school)

Nine subgroups
All must hit AYP targets
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BEIEMINING AYP

INIRStldents
S fr ents With disabjlities

s snomically disadvantaged students
MEmited English proficient students

[l e _

= mstomary lacial/ethnic subgroups
= “African American

Asian American
IHispanic

Native American
White
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© Indielglels Stelting| peints Were:
— 39 9% passingl inr English.
- 249% passing in mathematics.

Jtermediate goals were established as
= _-~'=increases firom the starting point, in equal

o —

- increments.

Goeals must be increased no less frequently than
every three years.
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" English/LA Math
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86.4%

89.9%
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79.5%

78.7%

12008, 2009, 2010

2005, 2006, 200/

2002, 2005, 2004

12.6%
65. 7%
58.8%0

71.5%

64.3%

57.1%
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r\rlrl" enaliindicater Isigraduation rate for high

Se100)5 andl attendance rate for other schools,

vere Ninitial goal of 95%. Any Improvement Is
JiicIent.

:_;I\ﬂust test 95% of all students.
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BEIETMINING AYP = Relianility” =

SRVt NS are used:
SN0/ for reporting
SB0lior accountability
O for 95% participation requirement

—a

r determinations will be based on the higher

_-e = 0f the most current performance or a three-year
average.

Only: students enrolled for 162 days, Indiana’s
definition ofi “full academic year,” are included In
AYP' determinations.
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St of statistical S|gn|f|cance IS applied tor AYP
Bions. A school is considered as not making
A_K _._Only lif there Is 99% confidence (75% for
ESEiie aror) that the school did not meet AYP
== quwements
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ININGLAYP = Saifessaror™
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f , Student group does Aot meet the goal but
ercentage of “non-proficient” students Is

up meets the goal on the other indicator, the
oup nas made AYP. This is known as “safe
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A5|an
Hispanic
White




AYP

95% Eng

95% Math

All Students

Free Lunch

LEP

Special Ed.

African American

American Indian

Asian

Hispanic

White




Math Other 95% Eng | 95% Math

Eng
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AYP

. All Students




Math Other 95% Eng | 95% Math

Eng

AR AR ARAR

AYP

. All Students
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AYP Summary Report 2004

XYZ School, 0001

Student Group

Overall

ﬂl English

olofo

362

Special
Education

| iﬂther Indicator i

Attendance

DD[

"'Hﬂl Fartll:i

School

MCLE
AYP History

Press Butlon Far
DilTarent Year

Did Mot Make AYP

354|‘§ @ Number of Students Less Than Required "N"
100 '
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O
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View Detailed Repart

Explanation

Made AYP (Adeguate Yearly Progress)




AYP Summary Report 2004

XYZ School Corporation, 8800

Student Group || || Pupils |||| English |[[ | Math |||Partic. |||Attend
| | | [ Math| | | NCLE
Overall Corporation AYP History
y 259
Elementary
Overall, Middle 261 2004 O \
School
Press Button For
n\ﬂ!rﬂ". ngh 139 znua 0 Dilferent Year
School
White 2002 0
! 2
Elementary 2
Explanation
White, Middle 256 . Exp
School
White, High Made AYP (Adequate Yearly Progress)
School 184 Did Not Make AYP
@ Number of Students Less Than Required "N"

Title One Corporation

Improvement  Impeovement
ear 2 ‘Year 3

Imgrovemant Year 1 Imgrovemeant Year 4

Imgrovemeant Year 5

Corporation [rmgrovement Levels

Explanation

Wiew Detailed Report
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T O LU aar S O TOT aking AYP
WVIGVES to next “step” or “year” if it
sONINUES to not make AYP

. —

BN Conseguences escalate with each “year”
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— Chlofee
SSeHoeliimprovement plan

.. ar Z
= VYear 1 consequences plus
Supplemental Educational Services (SES)

Year 3 (Corrective Action)
Year 4 (Restructuring)
Year 5 (Implement Restructuring)




ANlimprovement

SRNENISChoel corporation identified for
fiprovement only if does not make AYP for two
CONSECUtVe years:

B the same subject; and

i e

== across all three grade spans — elementary, middle,

= and high school.

Moves to next “step” or “year” if it continues to
not make AYP

Conseguences escalate with each “year”




Iprovement

SN ERNSH & 2 N ety parents
owde /- arrange for Technical Assistance
-reate Improvement plan
10% of Title 1 budget for professional
development
= Vear 3 and beyond
Continue actions from years 1 & 2

Corrective action (determined by state)




TThe Future

— Preliminary 2006 AYP results soon




TThe Future

Reauthorization of NCLB / ESEA




AY[ Eoncerns,— ILEP Testing
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el & DOE wants to test LEP students using
IENS lternate form of assessment during their
nr~- ‘three years in the U.S.

ISTAR Rulric aligned with standards.

Results linked to state assessment score.

,U.S. DOE has not approved such an alternate
assessment.
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PHEP21 system IS SUperior.

\Y'““ Stabls s the same regardless ofi the number
Pitstident groups do not meet the goal and the
ct RELRE By wWhich they miss the goal. New

—a

— ports designed to give accurate picture.
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Jiel nt groups started at dlfferent points but
fle) y same targets.

DL erences Within special education group are

dlstlnc:t as differences among student groups.

alculatlons are based on percent passing.
Scale Score increases are Irrelevant.




AP New-ldeas
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SOl SCalerScore galns — allfstudents wio
[MpIove contribute.
écretary eff Education announced pilot program for
Sl 0rstates to use “growth” models.
;-~unt students In:
== all student group; and
appropriate racial/ethnic group; but
only one status group.







