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Summary of Implementation Status for Required Elements of
State Accountability Systems

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 Theaccountability system holds schools and LEAs accountable for the progress of

student subgroups.

Page 23
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F| 5.3 The accountability system includes students with disabilities.
Page 23

F| 5.4 Theaccountability 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 31

F| 7.3 Additional indicators are valid and reliable.
Page 32

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 33
Principle 9: System Validity and Reliability
F| 9.1 Accountability system produces reliable decisions.

Page 35
F| 9.2 Accountability system produces valid decisions.

Page 35

F| 9.3 State has a plan for addressing changes in assessment and student population.
Page 36

Principle 10: Participation Rate

F| 10.1 Accountability system has a means for calculating the rate of participation in the
statewide assessment.
Page 37

F | 10.2 Accountability system has a means for applying the 95% assessment criteria to
student subgroups and small schools.
Page 38

STATUS Legend:
F — Final policy
P — Proposed Policy, awaiting State approval
W- Working to formulate policy
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PRINCIPLE 1. A single statewide Accountability System applied to all public schools and
LEA:s.

CRITICAL ELEMENT
1.1 How does the State Accountability System include every public school and LEA in the
State?

All public schools and districts in the state are included in the state’s accountability system.

1. School districts (LEASs) — The accountability system shall apply to all public school
districts that have a school district 1D code assigned by the Department of Education (DOE).
As per SDCL 13-5-1, a school district is defined as any territory organized for the express
purpose of operating not less than a thirteen-year school program and governed by an elected
school board is defined to be a school district.

2. 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 Education.

3. Title I school and district — A school or district that receives Title | Part A funds shall be
subject to the accountability provisions of section 1116 that apply to Title I schools and/or
districts.

All public schools and districts will be accountable for the performance of student subgroups —
including major racial/ethnic subgroups, students with disabilities, limited English proficient
students, and economically disadvantaged students — through the AYP determination, provided
the subgroup meets the minimum group size requirement. Both Title | and non-Title I schools
and districts will be part of the single statewide accountability system.

For accountability purposes, schools that have no tested grades will be linked with the schools
into which their students feed. For example, where a kindergarten through grade two school
feeds into a grades three through six school, the AYP determinations for the grades three through
six school will also apply to the feeder school. If placed in school improvement, all schools
would write a combined school improvement plan encompassing all grade levels in the schools.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT
1.2 How are all public schools and LEAs held to the same criteria when making an AYP
determination

Special considerations of alternative instructional institutions.

In cases in which the school or district that serves a student’s attendance area has a say in
deciding to educate the student in another institution (e.g., the school /district decided to place
students with a particular disability in a school other than the student’s school of residence), the
student will be counted at his/her resident school.
a) Rural attendance centers & colony schools (country schools) — Each rural attendance
center shall be treated as a school for accountability purposes.
b) Alternative Schools — (Programs outside of the traditional setting whereby students
receive instruction as an extension of the regular or traditional school environment.)
If alternative schools are academic extensions of the public school, for accountability
purposes, test scores will be mapped back to the original resident school.
c) Institutions for the blind and the deaf — These students will be included for
accountability purposes in the resident school.
d) Students placed in South Dakota private/non-profit facilities will be included for
accountability purposes in the resident district.
e) Students placed by other state agencies will be included for accountability purposes at
the district level.

For accountability purposes, schools that have no tested grades will be linked with the schools
into which their students feed. For example, where a kindergarten through grade two school
feeds into a grades three through six school, the AYP determinations for the grades three through
six school will also apply to the feeder school. If placed in school improvement, all schools
would write a combined school improvement plan encompassing all grade levels in the schools.

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

The State of South Dakota has defined four levels of student achievement: advanced, proficient,
basic, and below basic.

Grade level content standards and achievement descriptors have been established for reading and
math and approved by the State Board of Education. Definitions of achievement levels have
been expressed through the performance descriptors. Cut scores for proficiency levels were
established in the summer of 2003. The Buros Institute, University of Lincoln, Nebraska,
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conducted a standards setting process with the Department of Education in establishing
achievement levels for reading and math, grades 3-8 and 11.

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

South Dakota has invested heavily in a state-of-the-art technology-based score processing and
reporting system. The system was fully implemented in 2002-03 and supports timely reporting
and data usage by schools and districts throughout the state. The State plans to conduct its state
assessment annually in the spring. The testing window will be approximately three weeks. A
web-based reporting system that incorporates the State’s AYP decision rule calculations has been
created. The decision rules have been established to meet all of the requirements for determining
AYP under No Child Left Behind. Accountability results will be available on-line by August
each year. This is prior to the beginning of the school year for any school in the state.

Once AYP decisions are determined relative to school performance, the web-based reporting
system will allow schools to inform parents in a timely manner to make informed decisions and
to implement public school choice and supplemental educational services. AYP status will be
determined and identification of schools in school improvement will be made in order that
districts and schools will be notified in August each year. DOE will send each district an official
notice if AYP is not met for the second consecutive year. School improvement status will be
clearly stated for the district and each school within the district as appropriate. It is the
responsibility of each individual district to report AYP status and identification for school
improvement to its schools, parents, and the community.

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

A web-based reporting system has been developed that includes all of the data elements required
under NCLB and for reporting assessment results. The State maintains a statewide student
information system, called SIMS Net (Student Information Management System), where student
data records are stored in a centralized data warehouse. Each student has been assigned a unique
identifier that matches student demographics with each assessment result, having the capacity for
tracking the status and location of each student.

All report card data will be accessible through portals for public consumption. The South

Dakota state report card is available to all stakeholders. The State also provided a report card for
every district and every school using this same format. Report cards have been and will continue
to be available to the public and school districts on the Department’s web site and will be sent to
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local media. Districts will be required to disseminate both district and school level report cards
to parents; 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 State
academic assessments (disaggregated by race/ethnicity, gender, disability status, migrant status,
English proficiency, and status as economically disadvantaged, 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.)

2. Information that provides a comparison between the actual achievement levels of each student
subgroup and the State’s 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. Attendance rates for elementary school students for the school as a whole and disaggregated
by student subgroups. Attendance for district elementary grade spans (K-5 and 6-8) for the grade
span as a whole and disaggregated by student groups.

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 State regarding making
adequate yearly progress, including the number and names of each school identified for school
improvement under section 1116.

8. The professional qualifications of teachers in the State and district, the percentage of such
teachers teaching with emergency or provisional credentials, and the percentage of classes in the
State not taught by highly qualified teachers, in the aggregate and disaggregated by high-poverty
compared to low-poverty schools which (for this purpose) means schools in the top quartile of
poverty and the bottom quartile of poverty in the State and district.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT
1.6 How does the State Accountability System include rewards and sanctions for public schools
and LEAs?"

South Dakota did not have a state-level school and district accountability system. It required
statutory changes which were accomplished in the 2003 legislative session. DOE convened a
state-representative Advisory Group on Accountability to advise on the design of the State’s
school and district accountability systems. That advisory group included members of the state
legislature. The new legislation mandates that all public schools will be governed under the
same accountability system. The South Dakota Board of Education will promulgate rules
defining AYP procedures for all public schools.

Rewards and Sanctions

The State will use the school and district accountability system primarily to promote enhanced
learning and teaching.

State sanctions will apply to all public districts and schools.

Federal sanctions outlined in Title I, Part A, Section 1116 will apply only to schools and districts
receiving Title | Part A funds.

All public schools

Rewards
Recognition of Distinguished Schools will be identified using the following criteria:
Distinguished Schools a. Met AYP for two consecutive years in both reading, math,

and the other academic indicator AND
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. Only subgroups meeting the
minimum n size of 10 will be considered.
i. Students with disabilities
ii. Economically disadvantaged students
iii. Limited English Proficient students
iv. Major racial / ethnic groups
OR
c.  The percentage of students in the “all student” group that have
met the State's proficient and advanced levels of student
performance in both reading and math is 10 percentage points
higher than the current year’s AMO for each subject.
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To be eligible for the Distinguished Schools award, a school must have
10 or more students in the grades tested in that school.

Sanctions
State Requirements Federal Requirements (Title |
Schools)
Alert Status -- 1 Year None None

No AYP

School Improvement
Level 1 — Fail to meet
AYP two yearsina
row

Develop & implement 2-year
school improvement plan,
participate in a peer review of
the plan, plan approved by the
SEA.

School improvement plan,
offer public school choice
(transportation paid by Title | funds)

Level 2 — Fail to meet
AYP one additional
year

Evaluate the implementation
and effectiveness of the plan
and continue implementation
of school improvement plan.

Choice & supplemental services from
state-approved list (paid by district)

Level 3 — Fail to meet
AYP one additional
year

Evaluate the implementation
and effectiveness of the plan,
revise as necessary, and
continue implementation of a
2-year school improvement
plan.

Choice, supplemental services &
corrective actions

Level 4 — Fail to meet
one additional year

District will conduct a school
audit, inform SEA of
recommendations. School
evaluates and continues
implementation of the school
improvement plan.

Choice, supplemental services,
corrective action & school
restructuring plan

Level 5 — Fail to meet
AYP one additional
year

Implement recommendations
of audit, district monitors
implementation.

Implement restructuring plan
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All public districts

Rewards

Recognition

Distinguished Districts will be identified using the following criteria:
a. Met AYP for two consecutive years in reading, math, and the
other academic indicator for all three grade spans AND
b. At least 85% of the students in the “all student” group have met
the State's proficient and advanced levels of student
performance in both reading and math.

To be eligible for the Distinguished District award, a district must have
30 or more students in each of the 3-5 and 6-8 grade spans and 10 or

more students in the 11" grade.

Sanctions

State Requirements

Federal Requirements (Title |
Districts)

Alert Status -- 1 Year
No AYP

None

None

District Improvement
Level 1 — Fail to meet
AYP two years in a row

District must submit a 2-year
district school improvement
plan to DOE. SEA will
provide technical assistance if
requested.

District must submit a 2-year district
school improvement plan to the
Department. SEA will provide
technical assistance if requested.

District Improvement
Level 2 — Fail to meet
AYP one additional
year

Evaluate implementation and
effectiveness of plan, revise

and continue implementation
of school improvement plan.

First full year after identification not
making AYP. Continue to implement
school improvement plan.

District Improvement
Level 3 — Fail to meet
AYP one additional
year

Receive district audit from
SEA and implement
recommendations as
determined by the Secretary,
with follow up as necessary.
The State will establish a plan
to monitor and evaluate the
implementation of the
recommendations.

Corrective action — SEA continues
technical assistance and takes at least
one corrective action.

State — Level

USDOE will provide technical assistance to the state if it does not
make AYP for two consecutive years.
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PRINCIPLE 2. All students are included in the State Accountability System.

CRITICAL ELEMENT
2.1 How does the State Accountability System include all students in the State?

New legislation mandates that all public school children will be tested and all public school
districts will be held accountable for proficiency scores on state specified content standards. The
legislation also requires that all students in grades 3-8 and grade 11 in reading and math will be
tested. All public school children are also included in other academic indicators.

In cases where a student has been assigned out of district and is enrolled in a South Dakota
school operated to serve the special needs of the student (e.g., special education or alternative
programs) the student will be counted at the resident district level. In cases where a student has
been placed by a state agency and enrolled in a South Dakota school operated to serve the special
needs of the student, the student will be counted at the resident district level.

When a student is dually enrolled, the results will be accountable at the public school where the
student spends greater than 50% of their day. For accountability purposes, schools that have no
tested grades will be linked with the school into which their students feed. For example, where a
kindergarten through grade two school feeds into a grades three through six school, the AYP
determinations for the grades three through six school will also apply to the feeder school
building.

DOE has implemented a system of statewide student identification that makes it possible to
accurately track student information across public schools and districts in the state, and supports
the inclusion of every student in the state’s school and district accountability system.

CRITICAL ELEMENT
2.2 How does the State 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. With the statewide student information management system in place that has given each
student a unique student identifier number, it is possible for the State to easily track and
determine that students test in only one school.

Students who transfer to another school during the testing window and would therefore not meet

the full academic year requirement at the school for which they have been enrolled, will be
counted toward AYP at the district level if their transfer is within their current school district.
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Students who transfer from one school district to another within the state will be counted at the
state level for AYP purposes.

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

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

A student is placed in the accountability formula as follows:
e at the school level if she/he is enrolled for the full academic year, or
e at the district level if she/he has been enrolled in two or more schools operated by the
district for the full academic year, or
e at the state level if she/he has been enrolled in public schools in the state but not
consecutively enrolled at any one school or district.

The statewide student information management system will track student enrollment from one
public school to another, and will be used to determine which students meet the definition of a
full academic year.

e During testing window, all students will be required to test at their current school.
However, if a student moves during the testing period and has not been previously tested,
the receiving school is obligated to test the student. Students who have tested at their
previous attendance center and have moved to a new school are not required to re-test.

e Students moving into a district that do not meet the full year academic definition are
required to be tested but scores will not be counted in the district adequate yearly
progress.
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PRINCIPLE 3. State definition of AYP 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 State’s definition of adequate yearly progress require all students to be
proficient in reading/language arts and mathematics by the 2013-2014 academic year?

South Dakota will include two academic content areas in its school and district accountability
system: reading and mathematics.

The state’s assessment, Dakota STEP, has been aligned to the state academic standards in
reading and math. The state assessment will be administered to every student enrolled in grades
3-8 and 11. An alternate assessment, Dakota STEP-A, is available for students with significant
cognitive disabilities.

Adequate yearly progress will be determined for State grade spans, for each public district grade
span, and for each public school, including all student groups. Annual measurable objectives
and intermediate goals have been 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?

AYP will be determined for reading and math separately. AYP for the other academic indicator
(attendance or graduation rate) will also be determined for each school. A school, each district
grade span, and each student group will be declared as having met AYP if its performance meets
the applicable Annual Measurable Objective (AMO), meets the AMO with the confidence
interval, meets the AMO using the 2-year average, or demonstrates substantial improvement
consistent with NCLB provisions and meets or exceeds a participation rate of at least 95%.
Specifically, a school, district grade span, or student subgroup will be declared as having met the
student performance requirements of AYP if it meets at least one of the following conditions:

Status

1. The school, district grade span, or student group’s status score meets or exceeds the
AMO for that year OR

2. If the school, district grade span, or student group’s score (including the use of a
confidence interval) in the most recent year is equal to or greater than the target AMO
OR

3. If the school, district grade span, or student group’s average score over the two most
recent years is equal to or greater than the target AMO (including confidence intervals),
AND
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4. The school, district grade span, or student group has a participation rate of at least 95%.
The school, district grade span, or student group must have at least 95% of the students
enrolled in the tested grades on the last day of the testing window participate in the state
assessments. If a school, district grade span, or student group has 40 or fewer students
enrolled in the tested grades, then it shall have no more than 2 (two) students not
participate in the state assessments.

The overall confidence interval of p = .01 will be applied to the available status score data (i.e.,
most recent single year or average of two years).

School Improvement (Safe Harbor)

5. Ifinany particular year the school, district grade span, or student group does not meet
those annual measurable objectives as described above, the school, district grade span, or
student group may be considered to have made AYP if the percentage of students in that
group who did not meet or exceed the proficient level of academic achievement on the
State assessments for that year decreased by 10% of that percentage from the preceding
public school year; that group made progress on one or more of the State’s academic
indicators; and that group had at least 95% participation rate on the statewide assessment.
In determining if the school, district grade span, or student group has met the 10%
reduction in the percent not proficient, a 75% confidence interval will be applied.

Other Academic Indicators
AYP for the Other Academic Indicators is determined for each school and district grade span for
its student group of all students.

6. A school or district grade span that includes grade 12 will be expected to meet or exceed
the State’s graduation rate of 80% or show progress. This minimum graduation rate for
AYP may be increased over time. A school or district grade span that does not enroll
students in grade 12 shall have an average daily attendance rate that will meet or exceed
the state’s minimum attendance rate expectations of 94% or show progress. This
minimum attendance rate for AYP may be increased in the future.

Student Groups -- The State will disaggregate test data for all public schools to report the
progress of student subgroups and to determine whether or not each subgroup has met or
exceeded the State’s annual measurable objectives. South Dakota will use current census
definitions for major racial/ethnic groups: White, Black, Asian/Pacific, Hispanic, and Native
American. Students with free and reduced lunch status will be the basis for determining the
subgroup of economically disadvantaged status. Students identified through the test to identify
students as LEP will be assigned to the LEP subgroup. Students qualifying for an IEP
(Individualized Education Plan) will be categorized in the students with disabilities subgroup.

Each subgroup in the school or district grade span must have at least 95% of the students
enrolled in the tested grades on the last day of the testing window participate in the state
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assessments. If a subgroup has 40 or fewer students enrolled in the tested grades, then it shall
have no more than 2 (two) students not participate in the state assessments.

Uniform averaging procedure — To provide greater reliability, the higher of the following shall
be used to determine if a school, district grade span, or student group has made adequate yearly
progress for reading or math:

1. Data from the school year for which a determination is being made.

2. Average data from the two most recent years of student assessment.

Scores will be combined from the two most recent years and a percentage proficient calculated
from that data (see Table 1 for illustration). This two-year average will be calculated separately
for reading and mathematics.

In the initial year of the assessment (2003) for any school, the AYP determination will be based
on a single year of data since multiple years of data is not available.

To meet the student performance requirements of AYP, a school, district grade span, or student
group will be counted as meeting AYP for reading or math if it meets one of the following
conditions including participation rate requirement:

e If the school, district grade span, or student group’s average score over the two most
recent years is equal to or greater than the target AMO (including confidence intervals), or

e If the school, district grade span, or student group’s observed score (including confidence
intervals) in the most recent year is equal to or greater than the target AMO.

Table 1: Example of Two-Year Averaging Applied to AYP Status Decision

Year Percent Proficient | Number of Students Proficient | Number of Students

2003 57% 26 46

2004 65% 35 54

Total 61 100

2-year average | 61% 30.5 50

Year Percent Proficient AMO for current year AYP Decision (Status)
2003-04 Avg. 61% 63% (Did not meet)
2004 65% 63% Met

In the example, the school’s two-year average percent proficient is 61%. If the AMO were 63%,
the school would not meet AYP on the basis of its two-year average, but it would meet AYP on
the basis of its most-recent year (65%). This approach rewards schools and district grade spans
for efforts that result in strong single-year achievement gains and minimizes the potential for
falsely inferring that a school or district grade span has failed to meet AYP standards.

The State’s statewide student information management will track this information at the school,
district, and state levels.
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CRITICAL ELEMENT
3.2a What is the State’s starting point for calculating Adequate Yearly Progress?

South Dakota will hold schools accountable for having 100% of the students reach proficiency
by 2013-14 in two academic content areas in its school and district grade span accountability
systems: reading and mathematics. Schools will be required to show that they have at least a
minimum status score, beginning in 2002-03, which will be raised over time. The starting point
for 2002-03 will be calculated by ranking schools in terms of the school status score, and
denoting the school status score of the school enrolling the 20" percentile student in terms of
overall school enrollment for 2002-03. Starting points, intermediate goals, and AMOs will be
calculated separately for two grade spans—high schools (schools that enroll students in grade
12) and elementary/middle schools. Every subgroup, school, and district grade span in the state
will be accountable for meeting the high school or elementary/middle school AMOs.

District and state grade spans will be held to the applicable AMOs established. Both the
elementary (grades 3-5) and middle school (grades 6-8) grade spans will be held to the starting
point and the subsequent AMOs established for the K-8 group. The district and state high school
grade span will be held to the AMO set for the 9-12 grade span as established.

Due to a timeline waiver approved by USDOE, the initial AYP starting point was determined for
reading and mathematics in the summer of 2003. The State determined the starting points for
reading/math using the NCLB prescribed methodology for 2 different methods. Both methods
were calculated, and then the higher of the two used. In all cases, the higher calculation was the
school status score of the school enrolling the 20™ percentile student in terms of overall school
enrollment. The following chart shows the results of the calculations for each grade span and
subgroup.

Starting Point Calculations: Based on 2002-2003 Data

Grouping Subject % Based on 20% Enrollment Lowest Subgroup % Sub-Group Description
K-8 Reading 65.9% 29.5% State K-8 LEP Reading
K-8 Math 45.9% 16.9% State K-8 LEP Math
9-12 Reading 50.0% 7.5% State 9-12 LEP Reading
9-12 Math 60.2% 12.9% State 9-12 IEP Math
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The starting points for 2003 for each grade span are as follows:

Grouping Subject Starting Points
K-8 Reading 65%
K-8 Math 45%
9-12 Reading 50%
9-12 Math 60%

Due to a change in the academic content and achievement standards as well as the assessment for
reading, the AYP starting point for reading was revised during the summer of 2005. The State
determined the starting point for reading using the NCLB prescribed methodology for 2 different
methods. Both methods were calculated, and then the higher of the two used. The following
chart shows the results of the calculations for each grade span and subgroup.

Starting Point Calculations: for Reading Based on 2004-2005 Data

Grouping Subject % Based on 20% Enrollment Lowest Subgroup % Sub-Group Description
K-8 Reading 78.5% 41.3% State K-8 LEP
9-12 Reading 66.5% 13.5% State 9-12 LEP

The 2005 starting points for Reading for each grade span are as follows:

Grouping Subject Starting Points
K-8 Reading 78%
9-12 Reading 66%

Content standards and achievement descriptors for mathematics have been revised and were
implemented during the 2005-06 school year. The Dakota STEP assessment was revisioned to
ensure alignment with these revised standards and the revised assessment was administered in
spring 2006. Cut scores for the revised math assessment were set in May 2006. South Dakota
followed the established procedure for re-establishing the starting point for mathematics as
described above for reading. The new target for mathematics has been implemented for
determining accountability based upon the Dakota STEP assessment results from the 2005-06
school year.

Starting Point Calculations: for Math Based on 2005-2006 Data

Grouping Subject % Based on 20% Enrollment Lowest Subgroup % Sub-Group Description
K-8 Math 65.8% 36.2% State K-8 LEP
9-12 Math 54.5% 13.2% State 9-12 SPED

The 2005 starting points for Math for each grade span are as follows:

Grouping Subject Starting Points
K-8 Math 65%
9-12 Math 54%
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CRITICAL ELEMENT
3.2b  What are the State’s annual measurable objectives for determining adequate yearly
progress?

South Dakota will hold schools and districts accountable for having 100% of the students reach
proficiency by 2013-14. Starting points, intermediate goals, and AMOs will be calculated
separately for two grade spans—nhigh schools (schools that enroll students in grade 12) and
elementary/middle schools, and for districts /State. Every subgroup, school, and district grade
span in the state will be accountable for meeting the high school or elementary/middle school
AMOs.

The starting point for reading was recalculated July 2005 to reflect changes in academic content
and achievement standards as well as the assessment for reading. AMOSs were also recalculated,
preserving the 100% proficiency requirement no later than the 2013-2014 school year. Likewise,
the starting point for mathematics was recalculated June 2006 to reflect the revisions to the
mathematics content and achievement standards as well as the assessment for math. AMOs for
math were recalculated.

Annual measurable objectives for each grade span and subject area:

K-8 9-12
School Year Reading Math Reading Math
2002-2003 65% 45% 50% 60%
2003-2004 65% 45% 50% 60%
2004-2005 78% 54% 66% 67%
2005-2006 78% 65% 66% 54%
2006-2007 82% 65% 2% 54%
2007-2008 82% 2% 2% 63%
2008-2009 82% 2% 2% 63%
2009-2010 86% 2% 7% 63%
2010-2011 90% 79% 83% 72%
2011-2012 94% 86% 89% 81%
2012-2013 96% 93% 94% 90%
2013-2014 100% 100% 100% 100%
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CRITICAL ELEMENT
3.2c What are the State’s