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State Accountability Systems

	Status
	State Accountability System Element

	Principle 1:  All Schools

	F
	1.1
	Accountability system includes all schools and districts in the state.                

                                                                                                                          Page 4

	F
	1.2
	Accountability system holds all schools to the same criteria.                             

                                                                                                                          Page 5

	F
	1.3
	Accountability system incorporates the academic achievement standards.        

                                                                                                                          Page 5

	F
	1.4
	Accountability system provides information in a timely manner.                    

                                                                                                                        Page 6   

	F
	1.5
	Accountability system includes report cards.                                                  

 Page 6

	F
	1.6
	Accountability system includes rewards and sanctions.                                  

 Page 8

	Principle 2:  All Students

	F


	2.1
	The accountability system includes all students                                              

 Page 11

	F


	2.2
	The accountability system has a consistent definition of full academic year. 

 Page 11

	F


	2.3
	The accountability system properly includes mobile students.                         

Page 12

	Principle 3:  Method of AYP Determinations

	F


	3.1
	Accountability system expects all student subgroups, public schools, and LEAs to reach proficiency by 2013-14.                                                                           Page 13



	F


	3.2
	Accountability system has a method for determining whether student subgroups, public schools, and LEAs made adequate yearly progress.                             

 Page 13

	F


	3.2a
	Accountability system establishes a starting point.                                          

Page 16

	F


	3.2b
	Accountability system establishes statewide annual measurable objectives.  

                                                                                                                           Page 18

	F


	3.2c
	Accountability system establishes intermediate goals
                                                                                                                           Page 19

	Principle 4:  Annual Decisions

	F
	4.1
	The accountability system determines annually the progress of schools and districts.

                                                                                                                           Page 21                                


	Principle 5:  Subgroup Accountability

	F


	5.1
	The accountability system includes all the required student subgroups.         

                                                                                                                           Page 22

	F


	5.2
	The accountability system holds schools and LEAs accountable for the progress of student subgroups.                                                                             

                                                                                                                           Page 23

	F


	5.3
	The accountability system includes students with disabilities.                      

                                                                                                                           Page 23

	F
	5.4
	The accountability system includes limited English proficient students.     

                                                                                                                           Page 24

	F
	5.5
	The State has determined the minimum number of students sufficient to yield statistically reliable information for each purpose for which disaggregated data are used.                               

                                                                                                                           Page 26                                                                                                                                                         

	F


	5.6
	The State has strategies to protect the privacy of individual students in reporting achievement results and in determining whether schools and LEAs are making adequate yearly progress on the basis of disaggregated subgroups.    

                                                                                                                           Page 26

	Principle 6:  Based on Academic Assessments

	F


	6.1
	Accountability system is based primarily on academic assessments.

                                                                                                                           Page 27

	Principle 7:  Additional Indicators

	F


	7.1
	Accountability system includes graduation rate for high schools.

                                                                                                                           Page 28

	F


	7.2
	Accountability system includes an additional academic indicator for elementary and middle schools.

                                                                                                                           Page 30

	F
	7.3
	Additional indicators are valid and reliable.

                                                                                                                           Page 31

	Principle 8:  Separate Decisions for Reading/Language Arts and Mathematics

	F


	8.1
	Accountability system holds students, schools and districts separately accountable for reading/language arts and mathematics.

                                                                                                                           Page 32

	Principle 9:  System Validity and Reliability

	F


	9.1
	Accountability system produces reliable decisions.

                                                                                                                           Page 34

	F


	9.2
	Accountability system produces valid decisions.

                                                                                                                           Page 34

	F


	9.3
	State has a plan for addressing changes in assessment and student population.

                                                                                                                           Page 35

	Principle 10:  Participation Rate

	F


	10.1
	Accountability system has a means for calculating the rate of participation in the statewide assessment.

                                                                                                                           Page 36

	F
	10.2
	Accountability system has a means for applying the 95% assessment criteria to student subgroups and small schools.

                                                                                                                           Page 37



             STATUS Legend:

F – Final policy 

P – Proposed Policy, awaiting State approval 

W– Working to formulate policy 

PRINCIPLE 1.  A single consortium wide Accountability System applied to all public schools and LEAs.
	CRITICAL ELEMENT

1.1  How does the OSEC Accountability System include every school and LEA in the group?




The same high standards of academic achievement will apply to all students enrolled in all participating Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) funded schools.  Each participating school as defined by the list below will be considered a school district.  The participating BIE funded school, tribal governing body or school board will determine their attendance centers.
As an example Tiospa Zina Tribal School would be a school district and their attendance centers would be:  K-2, 3-5, 6-8, 9-12.
[image: image2.wmf]
As long as a single unit, or more makes Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP), the school makes AYP.  For attendance centers not making AYP, the school/school board will be required to follow the defined corrective action steps.
List of Schools
Crazy Horse School
Enemy Swim Day School

Isna Wica Owayawa (Loneman)

Little Wound School
Lower Brule Day School
Porcupine School
Sitting Bull (Little Eagle) School
St Francis Indian School

Takini

Tiospa Zina Tribal School

Wounded Knee District School
Reference to South Dakota State Accountability Document:



Schools – The accountability system shall apply to all public schools that have a school ID code assigned by the DOE.  In South Dakota, “schools” are more accurately thought of as attendance centers.  An attendance center is the primary location in which instruction is delivered.  Schools will follow procedures to define the grade spans of elementary, middle, and high school attendances.  Should school districts wish to change their current grade span definition of an attendance center, they must submit in writing the rationale for the change to the Secretary of Interior.
The above list of schools constitutes the OSEC participating schools in this process/document. 



	CRITICAL ELEMENT

1.2  How are all public schools and LEAs held to the same criteria when making an AYP determination?





a) 
b) 
c) 
d) 
e) 

All 
Students in grades 3-8 and Grade 11 will be assessed in reading and math.
If there are insufficient students to meet the minimum "n" for calculation of AYP then a up to three year rolling average will be used. 
	CRITICAL ELEMENT

1.3 Does the OSEC have, at a minimum, a definition of basic, proficient and advanced student achievement levels in reading/language arts and mathematics?





The OSEC definition will provide for at least three levels.  This definition will provide that proficiency equates to mastery of the appropriate standards.
	CRITICAL ELEMENT

1.4 How does the OSEC provide accountability and adequate yearly progress decisions and information in a timely manner?




The Native American Student Information System (NASIS) is designed to meet the needs of reporting to the BIE all information related to accountability and adequate yearly progress.  The system will be fully implemented by 2007-08 and will support timely reporting and data usage by all consortium schools.  Accountability results will be available on-line by August each year.  This is prior to the beginning of the school year for any of the schools.

BIE will send each district an official notice of AYP attainment and resulting status.  AYP status will be determined and identification of schools in school improvement will be made in order that districts and attendance centers will be notified in August each year.  Once AYP decisions are determined relative to school performance, the reporting system will allow schools to inform parents in a timely manner. 



	CRITICAL ELEMENT

1.5 Does the OSEC Accountability System produce an annual State Report Card?




Participating 
OSEC schools will work directly with the BIE to produce an annual Adequate Yearly Progress report for participating schools.  The data will be entered by June 30th into the NASIS system to determine grade level, attendance center level, school level and reservation level performance.   School will be required to disseminate district, school, and attendance level report cards to parents.  Reservation level performance will be submitted to the tribal education department or council appointed education representative.  Local school boards are required to review results at a public meeting.  

The report card will include:

1.  Information, in the aggregate, on student achievement at each proficiency level on the OSEC academic assessments (disaggregated by disability status and English proficiency). 

2.  Information that provides a comparison between the actual achievement levels of each student subgroup and the OSEC participating schools annual measurable objectives for each such group of students.

3.  The percentage of students not tested (disaggregated by the student subgroups), except that such disaggregation shall not be required in a case in which the number of students in a category is insufficient to yield statistically reliable information or the results would reveal personally identifiable information about an individual student.

4.  The most recent 2-year trend in student achievement in each subject area, and for each grade level, for the required assessments. 

5.  Native Language proficiency rates for elementary school students for the school as a whole and disaggregated by student subgroups.  
6.  Graduation rates for secondary school students for each secondary school and each district disaggregated by student subgroups.  
7.  Information on the performance of local educational agencies in the OSEC participating schools regarding making adequate yearly progress, including the number and names of each school identified for school improvement under section 1116.

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

1.6 How does the OSEC Accountability System include rewards and sanctions for public schools and LEAs?





Honoring and Supporting


OSEC participating schools agree that in any accountability system, those who are successful should be recognized and those that are unsuccessful should be helped.  As OSEC is not able to assess taxes or have choices on how funding is allocated the BIE will be required to assist in the honoring and supporting process.

	All schools 



	Honoring

	Honoring of Distinguished Schools
	Distinguished Schools will be honored based on the following criteria:

a. Met AYP for two consecutive years in both reading, math, and Native Language OR
b. Significantly closed the achievement gap between the disaggregated groups of students.  A school will be considered to have significantly reduced the achievement gap if the gap between the identified group and the non-identified group decreases by 10% over a two year period for one or more of the subgroups 

i.   Students with disabilities
  
ii. Limited English Proficient students


OR

c. At least 80% of the students in the “all student” group have met the OSEC proficient and advanced levels of student performance in both reading and math.

To be eligible for the Distinguished Schools award, a school must have 10 or more students in the grades tested in that school.


	Financial Support
	Distinguished Schools will be allocated an additional 5% of Title I funding for use in further school improvement activities.

	Supports (8 year process)

	
	25 CFR Subpart C 30.117 Requirements
	Requested BIE Supports 

	Alert Status  -- 1 Year No AYP
	None
	None

	School Improvement Level 1 – Fail to meet AYP  two years in a row
	Develop & implement 2-year school improvement plan, participate in a peer review of the plan, plan approved by the school board. 
	Increase funding by 5% for implementation of school improvement plan 




	Level 2 – Fail to meet AYP three additional years
	OSEC staff will work with school boards to evaluate the implementation and effectiveness of the plan and continue implementation of school improvement plan. 
	Continued increase funding as stated in Level 1.

	Level 3 – Fail to meet one additional year
	School will develop a restructuring plan with assistance from OSEC staff, BIE staff and Tribal Education Department or other designee.  Restructuring plan will consist of recommended changes for Fiscal Management, Governance, Parent~School communications, Special Education, Curriculum and Instruction.  In the event a school has not made AYP due to a specific disaggregate group, restructuring will be focused on areas specific to that group which may or may not impact the entire school system.
	 Continued increase funding as stated in Level 1.

	Level 4 – Fail to meet AYP one additional year
	Implement restructuring plan
	Continued increase funding as stated in Level 1.

	
	
	


	


	
	

	
	
a. 
b. 


	
	
	

	
	
	

	

	
	

	

	
	

	

	
	

	
	

	
	


PRINCIPLE 2.  All students are included in the State Accountability System.

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

2.1 How does the OSEC Accountability System include all students in participating?




All children in grades 3-8 and grade 11 will be assessed.
In cases where a student has been assigned out of district and is enrolled in a school operated to serve the special needs of the student (e.g., special education, IHP or alternative programs) the student will be counted at the school where the student is enrolled. 
For accountability purposes, attendance centers that have no assessed grades will be linked with the attendance centers into which the majority of their students enroll.  For example, where a kindergarten through grade two attendance center feeds into a grades three through six attendance center, the AYP determinations for the grades three through six attendance center will also apply to the enrollment attendance center.

OSEC schools participate in the NASIS system which allows the schools to track students in the system.  Additionally, OSEC school participate in the South Dakota Student Information Management System (SIMS) which allows the school to track if students move out of OSEC participating schools into State supported Public Schools.  It will be the OSEC participating schools responsibility to report student migration data and all other SIMS collected data to BIE.
	CRITICAL ELEMENT

2.2 How does OSEC define “full academic year” for identifying students in AYP decisions?




For a student’s assessment results to be included in a school’s performance, the student must have been enrolled a substantial portion of the year in a single school.  For accountability purposes, a substantial portion or full academic year is defined as a student being continuously enrolled from October 1 to the last day of the testing window to be counted in the accountability formula.  This will assure that the annual progress of a student can be attributed to a single school.

A student enrolled in a school for the full academic year but was not identified as a student with disabilities until after Oct. 1 will be counted in the “all” group for the school but will not be counted in the subgroup for students with disabilities.




	CRITICAL ELEMENT

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





· 
· 
· 

· 
· 
Participating OSEC schools will use NASIS to track student enrollment.
PRINCIPLE 3.  State definition of OSEC is based on expectations for growth in student achievement that is continuous and substantial, such that all students are proficient in reading/language arts and mathematics no later than 2013-2014.

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

3.1 How does the OSEC definition of adequate yearly progress require all students to be proficient in reading and mathematics by the 2013-2014 academic year?




Participating OSEC schools will include two academic content areas in its school and district accountability system:  reading and mathematics.  

OSEC will develop an assessment tool which will include an alternative assessment for students with significant cognitive disabilities.


Adequate yearly progress will be determined for each attendance center within participating schools, including all student groups.  Annual measurable objectives and intermediate goals will be determined as specified in regulation.

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

3.2 How does the State Accountability System determine whether each student subgroup, public school and LEA makes AYP?




PENDING ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENT



1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 


5. 


6. 



1. 
2. 



· 
· 

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	




	CRITICAL ELEMENT

3.2a  What is the OSEC starting point for calculating Adequate Yearly Progress?




PENDING ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENT




	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


	CRITICAL ELEMENT
3.2b  What are the OSEC annual measurable objectives for determining adequate yearly progress?







	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


PENDING ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENT

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

3.2c  What are the OSEC intermediate goals for determining adequate yearly progress?







	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


PENDING ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENT

PRINCIPLE 4.  State (BIE) makes annual decisions about the achievement of all public schools and LEAs.

	CRITICAL ELEMENT
4.1 How does the BIE make an annual determination of whether each participating OSEC schools in the consortium made AYP?




The BIE will make an annual determination of the participating OSEC schools' attendance centers, based on element 3.2 and have the sum of 10 or more students in the most recent two years in the grades tested.  of the OSEC accountability plan.  

PRINCIPLE 5.  All public schools and LEAs are held accountable for the achievement of individual subgroups.

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

5.1 How does the definition of adequate yearly progress include all the required student subgroups?




All decision rules for AYP apply to the following: 


· All school students

· 
· 
· 
· Students qualifying for an IEP will be categorized under the students with disabilities subgroup.  

· Students qualifying as LEP.


	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


	CRITICAL ELEMENT
5.2 How are public schools and LEAs held accountable for the progress of student subgroups in the determination of adequate yearly progress? 




The same tests that will be applied to the school and attendance centers as a whole will be applied to each subgroup in the school and attendance centers to determine if each meets AYP.  An overall confidence interval will be used (p = .01) to increase the reliability of these tests.  Using NASIS, we are able to match student data with test results and calculate results for all required subgroups. 

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

5.3 How are students with disabilities included in the OSEC definition of adequate yearly progress?




All students with disabilities will participate in either the OSEC assessment or the OSEC alternative assessment program .
 

Assessments will be developed for general education use defined as required by NCLB.  Also will be developed accommodation guidelines, alternative assessments against grade level standards, and alternative assessments against alternative standards.  

Assessment data of students will be included in the assessment data for the grade in which the student is enrolled for purposes of calculating adequate yearly progress (AYP).














	CRITICAL ELEMENT
5.4 How are students with limited English proficiency included in the State’s definition of adequate yearly progress? 



	








· 
· 
· 


A student will be identified as Limited English proficient (LEP) when the student meets the criteria for LEP as established by the federal definition for LEP and by the administration of the test used to identify LEP students in South Dakota.  LEP students who attain a proficient achievement level for two consecutive years on the overall composite score of the English language proficiency assessment will no longer be considered an LEP student.
For identified LEP students, the Dakota English Language Proficiency (DELP) test will be administered annually, prior to the administration of OSEC school-wide assessment.  Results of the DELP assessment will be reported to the school and attendance centers and BIE by the contractor. 

All students identified as LEP will participate in all OSEC assessment programs with accommodations as necessary.  LEP students enrolled for less than one full academic year must participate in all assessment programs.  However, their test results will not be included in the district and school determination of adequate yearly progress.  

Former LEP Students

OSEC will take advantage of the flexibility offered by USDOE February 20, 2004, being allowed to include these former LEP students as part of that subgroup for two years after reaching proficiency in determining the status score for that subgroup in meeting the AMO for reading and math.  

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

5.5 What is the OSEC definition of the minimum number of students in a subgroup required for reporting purposes? For accountability purposes?







 
The minimum size of subgroups will be 10 for the purpose of reporting results and accountability.  

Minimum Size for Reporting purposes:  For reporting purposes we will employ a minimum size of 10 for all subgroups.  This minimum-n will enable the AYP reports to maintain individual student confidentiality, in accordance with federal FERPA privacy requirements.  OSEC will also employ additional rules to maintain confidentiality of individual student results under special situations (e.g., all students proficient).

Minimum Size for Accountability Purposes 

For AYP calculations, OSEC will report by attendance centers using a confidence interval combined with a minimum n of 10 for all subgroups.  This will allow schools of all sizes, even very small schools, to be included in the accountability system with reasonable reliability. 

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

5.6 How does the OSEC Accountability System protect the privacy of students when reporting results and when determining AYP?




OSEC will maintain the privacy of students when reporting results and determining AYP by using a minimum number of 10 when reporting results, including subgroups.  OSEC will also incorporate additional rules to safeguard privacy in situations such as when all or almost all students have the same score.

PRINCIPLE 6.  State definition of AYP is based primarily on the State’s academic assessments.

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

6.1 How is the OSEC definition of adequate yearly progress based primarily on academic assessments?




The OSEC assessment process will include reading and mathematics. The assessment has been aligned with the OSEC content standards. The additional indicators in which all elementary students will be assessed will be Native language, all high school students will be assessed by graduation rates, and all students will be assessed by student participation.
Adequate yearly progress will be determined by attendance centers.




PRINCIPLE 7.  State definition of AYP includes graduation rates for public High schools and an additional indicator selected by the State for public Middle and public Elementary schools (such as attendance rates).

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

7.1 What is the OSEC definition for the public high school graduation rate?




OSEC schools serve a primarily Native American population.  Research studies (Indian Students at Risk, Cajete "Indigenous Education" and others) indicate that this population matriculates through the educational process at a rate dissimilar from the whitestream community.   As a result, the process for determining graduation rate is built on a mastery model aligned with indigenous values.

Students entering the 9th grade year will be tracked through their High School experience.  Schools will be held accountable that on an annual basis, students make significant progress toward degree completion.  Students entering 9th grade and each year thereafter will be expected to enroll in the number of classes which would allow the student to graduate within four years.  If the student does not receive sufficient credits within four years time, they would be allowed to continue up to two extra years to complete graduation.  The schools will expect 70% of a 9th grade cohort to complete High School within four years, with 50% of the remaining students to complete within six calendar years.  However, AYP will be met if either the above conditions are met or schools show a minimum annual growth of 10% over the previous year.
EXAMPLE GRADUATION RATE FORMULA

	Proposed Graduation Rate Calculation:
	
	
	
	
	
	Example

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Determinenthe number of entry 9th graders four school years (SY) years prior to graduation SY.
	30

	2. Determine number of known transfers, deaths or other legitimate exits. Do not include drop-outs
	6

	
	If student location is unknown consider as drop-out.
	
	
	
	

	3. Subtract #2 from #1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	24

	4. Actual graduates from four year group.
	
	
	
	18

	5. Four year graduation is (18/24)
	
	
	
	
	
	75%

	6. Where there any 5th or 6th year seniors?
	
	
	
	
	
	YES

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. IF at least 50% graduate with the current 4 year graduates add the number that graduate to BOTH the cohort group and the graduates
	

	
	. 
	
	
	
	
	

	8
	Example: have 6 extra year seniors, 3 graduate (50%). Line #3 becomes 24 + 3
	27

	9
	
	
	
	
	
	Line 4 becomes 18 + 3
	21

	10. Graduation Rate (21/27)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	77.77%












· 
· 
· 
· 
· 
· 
· 

· 



	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


	CRITICAL ELEMENT

7.2 What is the OSEC additional academic indicator for public elementary schools for the definition of AYP?  For public middle schools for the definition of AYP?




OSEC will use Native language proficiency rates as its additional academic indicator for grades K-8.  

During school year (SY) 07-08, the American Council Teachers for Foreign Languages (ACTFL) guidelines will be used to develop and gather base line data regarding Native language proficiency.  OSEC will use the ACTFL Oral Proficiency Interview (OPI) template to screen children in all OSEC schools.

Starting with SY 08-09, Native language proficiency will be used as the additional elementary academic indicator.  In the interim, the OSEC schools will continue to use the South Dakota additional academic indicator.







	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


	CRITICAL ELEMENT

7.3 Are the OSEC academic indicators valid and reliable?




The schools participate in the NASIS program that provides for reliable transfer of data.  Graduation rates comply with research-based processes specific to Native students.  Information related to graduation rates are related through NASIS.  The assessment data will be electronically entered into the NASIS system and used in the calculation for making AYP determination by the BIE.  Any irregularities in the data will be subject to audit and verification by the BIE.   



PRINCIPLE 8.  AYP is based on reading/language arts and mathematics achievement objectives.

	CRITICAL ELEMENT 

8.1 Does the OSEC measure achievement in reading/language arts and mathematics separately for determining AYP?

    


OSEC is in the process of developing a tool and the details for AYP will be determined at that time.  Until that assessment is completed OSEC schools will continue to follow the South Dakota Accountability workbook in reading and mathematics. 

OSEC will develop the Native language proficiency assessment which will be used as the additional elementary indicator. 








PRINCIPLE 9.  State Accountability System is statistically valid and reliable.

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

9.1 How do AYP determinations meet the OSEC standard for acceptable reliability?





OSEC school and district accountability system has two main features to allow reliable and valid accountability decisions to be made while including as many subgroups as possible.  

· First, we will use a confidence interval approach to ensure decisions are acceptably reliable.  When using a statistical test, one must specify the null hypothesis and the “confidence level,” or amount of acceptable error.  OSEC assumption (null hypothesis) will be that the school did make AYP.  OSEC's confidence level for the overall judgment about schools will be p=.01.  

· Secondly, OSEC will use a minimum-n of 10.  This aligns the reporting requirements for confidentiality with the accountability requirements.  The size of the current participating schools requires a larger n to assure validity and reliability.  OSEC will test every student in grades 3-8 and 11, and will combine the results over two years, so that only extremely small schools will require a small school audit.  The use of a confidence interval makes possible this low minimum-n, which is statistically a more valid way to include subgroups.
	CRITICAL ELEMENT 

9.2 What is the OSEC's process for making valid AYP determinations?





1. 
Schools will gather and examine their data to determine if they have made AYP.

2. 
Schools will send their data to OSEC staff for review, OSEC will verify calculations and generate a letter stating if school made AYP and what status the school has attained based on making or not making AYP.

3.
OSEC will forward to BIE a copy of the determination of both AYP and status.  

4.
BIE will review and either verify the OSEC decision or provide a reason if they are not in agreement with the decision.  BIE will use the criteria OSEC has developed for verification.
5.
After BIE has reviewed, they will generate a letter from the director to the school stating both attainment of AYP and resultant status.
6.
If a school has a disagreement with OSEC's determination they have an opportunity to present data supporting their disagreement to OSEC within 30 days.  If the school has a disagreement with the BIE decision, supporting data will be sent directly to BIE within 30 days.





	CRITICAL ELEMENT

9.3 How has the OSEC planned for incorporating into its definition of AYP anticipated changes in assessments?







Currently OSEC is developing an assessment instrument and will address this issue once the assessment is completed.
PRINCIPLE 10.  In order for a public school or LEA to make AYP, the State ensures that it assessed at least 95% of the students enrolled in each subgroup.

	CRITICAL ELEMENT

10.1 What is the OSEC's method for calculating participation rates in the OSEC assessments for use in AYP determinations?






· 
· 

· 

NASIS will be the vehicle for assuring accurate data collection of participation rate. Each student in the NASIS System has a unique identifier number that is linked to student assessment results and participation.  
	CRITICAL ELEMENT 

10.2 What is the OSEC's policy for determining when the 95% assessed requirement should be applied?






OSEC will apply the 95% assessment requirements to all students group, as well as LEP and students with disabilities sub-groups.  OSEC will apply a 95% participation requirement for Native Language assessment.
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