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AYP stands for

F d l t bilit t f l i ith N Child

AYP stands for 
Adequate Yearly Progress

• Federal accountability system for complying with No Child 
Left Behind (NCLB) Act

• Requires schools & districts to increase proficiency and 
reduce performance gaps overall and among disaggregated 
groups with 30+ students 

• AYP results determine School Improvement and district• AYP results determine School Improvement and district 
Program Improvement status for schools and districts that 
receive Title I funds.



Disaggregated Groupsgg g
{accountable if have 30 students or more}
 Ethnicity/Race American Indian/Alaskan Nativey

Asian/Pacific Islander
Black/African American
Hispanic
White

 English Language Learners
 Economically Disadvantaged
 Students with Disabilities



Race/Ethnicity 2010-2011
• Coding changed to align with federal census.
• Students reported as many racial categories thatStudents reported as many racial categories that 

applied to them.
• Those who checked Hispanic were coded p

Hispanic, regardless of other categories that 
applied.

• Those who checked more than one non-
Hispanic group were coded as “2 or more”.

Some students will not be in the same race/ 
ethnicity group in 2011 that they were in 2010y g p y



Impact on AYP 2011
Schools/districts will not be accountable for 
2 or more as a separate disaggregated2 or more as a separate disaggregated 
group in 2011. 
• Not required by the USDENot required by the USDE.  
• Committee of Practitioners recommended 
against.against.
• Very expensive to rebuild ADE system for what 
might be only one year (e.g., NCLB reauthorization).g y y ( g , )

• A new 2 or more group could not calculate safe 
harbor because did not exist in 2010.



Impact on AYP 2011

• Students had the option to choose AsianStudents had the option to choose Asian
as well as Native Hawaiian or Pacific 
Islander These groups will be combinedIslander.  These groups will be combined 
for 2011 and will be comparable to 2010’s 
Asian/Pacific Islander groupAsian/Pacific Islander group.



State AYP
AYP is calculated for Colorado 

ll d ll di t doverall and all disaggregated 
groups:g p

• for both Reading and Mathg

• at the elementary, middle, and y
high school grade spans.



District AYP
AYP is calculated for districts at all 

th d (E M H) fthree grade spans (E, M, H) for:

b th R di d M th• both Reading and Math
• grade span overall (regardlessgrade span overall (regardless 

of student N)
• each disaggregated group with 

30+ students30  students



School AYP
AYP is calculated for every school 
with 3rd 10th graders for:with 3rd–10th graders for:
 both Reading and Math
 the school overall (regardless of student N)
 all disaggregated groups with 30+ gg g g p

students.
If a school includes two grade spans (ex. K-8),If a school includes two grade spans (ex. K 8), 
elementary (3-5) and middle school (6-8) AYP is 
calculated separately.



AYP involves:
2 CSAP and CSAPA content areas:

AYP involves:
2 CSAP and CSAPA content areas:

Reading and Math 

3 Target areas: 
Participation, 
Performance or Safe Harbor orPerformance or Safe Harbor or 

Matched Safe Harbor, 
“Other Indicator”Other Indicator



1. Participationp
Based on all students in tested grades
• Every school and district (regardless of N) and all 

disaggregated groups with 30+ students must 
reach 95% participation in Reading and Math toreach 95% participation in Reading and Math to 
make AYP

If 2010 2011 ti i ti t i t l t– If 2010-2011 participation rate is not equal to or 
greater than 95%, 2-year rate calculated

– if 2-year rate is not equal to or greater than 95%if 2 year rate is not equal to or greater than 95%, 
3-year rate calculated

G ith 29 f t t bl f t t• Groups with 29 or fewer not accountable for target



• Participation Numerator = number of students 
who received a valid score on CSAP, CSAPA, 
Lectura* (if NEP/LEP and in U.S. < 5 years) or 
CELA Overall* (if NEP/LEP and in U S <1 year)CELA Overall* (if NEP/LEP and in U.S. <1 year)

NEP/LEP students in U.S. < 1 year enrolled after CELA testing 
may be appealed back in if given CELA screener

• Participation Denominator = number of students 
enrolled in grades 3 -10enrolled in grades 3 10. 

Students who missed entire testing window due to extreme 
medical circumstances may be appealed out of denominator, with 
documentationdocumentation

• *Only for reading participation calculations



Time-in-US Dates

• Time-in-U.S. considered less than 5 years 
if date entered U S on or after 3/12/2006if date entered U.S. on or after 3/12/2006

• Time-in-U.S. considered less than 1 year if 
date entered U.S. on or after 3/08/2010



White students did not make 
Participation with 3 years of data

Too few students 
to be accountable

Participation with 3 years of data

Colorado Department of Education



2.  Performance
based on students enrolled for full year 

Every school and district (regardless of N) and disag-
gregated group (30+ students) must meet or exceed 
R di d M th fi i t t t k AYPReading and Math proficiency targets to make AYP:

% ( ) % ( ) % ( )Reading: 94.23% (E),   93.41% (M),   94.92% (H).
Math: 94.54% (E),   89.88% (M),   86.75% (H).

AYP Proficient=partially proficient, proficient, advanced (CSAP/Lectura
Reading); emerging, developing, novice (CSAPA).g); g g, p g, ( )



Performance
• Only students enrolled for 1+ years included.

St d t i t iti d ( 9th) i l d d i• Students in transition grade (e.g., 9th) included in 
if enrolled in the district 1+ year and in school 
prior to October 1prior to October 1.

• Disaggregated groups with <30 students not 
accountable for performance targets. 

•

• Disaggregated group may be accountable forDisaggregated group may be accountable for 
Participation and not Performance, if number 
enrolled for 1+ years is below 30.



District PerformanceDistrict Performance
• Numerator = Number of students enrolled in 

district 12+ months who scored Partially 
Proficient or higher on CSAP/Lectura or 
E i hi h CSAPAEmerging or higher on CSAPA.

• Denominator = Number of students enrolled inDenominator = Number of students enrolled in 
district 12+ months who received a valid score 
on CSAP/Lectura or CSAPA. 



School PerformanceSchool Performance
• Numerator = Number of students enrolled in school 
12 th * h d P ti ll P fi i t hi h12+ months* who scored Partially Proficient or higher 
on CSAP/Lectura and Emerging or higher on CSAPA.

• Denominator = Number of students enrolled in 
school for 12+ months* who received a valid 
CSAP/L t CSAPACSAP/Lectura or CSAPA score. 

*students in school’s lowest grade (e g 9th)students in school s lowest grade (e.g., 9th) 
included if they were in district 12+ months and 
enrolled in school before October 1



Too few students 
to be accountable

Hispanic students meet Reading 
target.  But 59/67=88.06%.  Why 
does this read 93.82%?

Colorado Department of Education



Confidence Interval
• The U.S. Department of Education allows us to 

use the upper limit of the 95% confidence intervaluse the upper limit of the 95% confidence interval 
as percent proficient, not actual percentage.  

• Using the confidence interval involves calculating 
upper and lower limits around the actual percent 
proficient, creating a range of values within which 
we are “confident” the true percentage lies. The 
calculated percentage becomes the midpoint ofcalculated percentage becomes the midpoint of 
the interval—a real benefit for small groups.



• If students were tested an infinite number ofIf students were tested an infinite number of 
times, 95% of the time the percent proficient 
would fall between the upper and lower limits 
determined by the confidence interval formula.  
Thus, we can be 95% confident that this range 

t th t t fi i tcaptures the true percent proficient.

• Group size directly affects confidence intervals –p y
the larger the sample size, the narrower the 
range.  Large groups have relatively narrow 

fid i l d llconfidence intervals compared to small groups, 
which have wider confidence intervals.



Safe Harbor
• Schools, districts, disaggregated groups that 
miss proficiency target may be able to meet 
the non-proficiency target—reduce percent 
Unsatisfactory from the prior year by 10%.  

• Must have 30+ continually enrolled students 
in both current and prior years to try for Safein both current and prior years to try for Safe 
Harbor. Safe Harbor compares current 
students to prior year studentsstudents to prior year students.  



Note that the Performance page 
includes the number of students that 
had valid scores for the prior year.  
This value is necessary to figure out 
last year’s percent Unsatisfactory

Colorado Department of Education



Prior year’s Unsatisfactory performance was 7/37=18.92%.  This year’s is 
9/40=22.5%, which actually increased from last year, so school does not 
make Safe Harbor for Reading.

The Safe Harbor page provides 
The number of Unsatisfactory scores 
for the current year and the prior year.

Colorado Department of Education



Matched Safe Harbor

• Schools, districts, disaggregated groups that 
did t k S f H b h d 30 t d tdid not make Safe Harbor, or had < 30 students 
in the prior year, may be eligible to try to make 
M t h d S f H bMatched Safe Harbor. 

•Matched Safe Harbor requires a 10% or more•Matched Safe Harbor requires a 10% or more 
decrease in Unsatisfactory scores from the prior 
year based only on the exact same studentsyear based only on the exact same students. 



Matched Safe Harbor cont’d

• Matched Safe Harbor compares the same 
students over two years.  

• However, must make Match Rate to be 
eligible – 95% of current year studentseligible 95% of current year students 
(minus 3rd graders) must have tested prior 
year.year.



Students with Disabilities did not make 
the performance target for Reading.  
Because 31 of 40 were AYP proficient in 
Reading, we know that 9 of 40 were not—

Colorado Department of Education

Reading, we know that 9 of 40 were not
22.50%  We see that last year’s group 
had 37 students . . . 



Of last year’s 89 students, 53 were 
Unsatisfactory, which is an Unsatisfactory 
rate of 59.55%, so group made Safe Harbor.   

Students with disabilities did not make 
Safe Harbor for Reading.  However, they 
had a 100% match rate so were eligible tohad a 100% match rate, so were eligible to 
try for Matched Safe Harbor.   Of 27 
students tested both years, 5 were 
Unsatisfactory the prior year compared to 
only 3 in the current year, so group made 
Matched Safe Harbor.

Colorado Department of Education



3. Other Indicator3.  Other Indicator

El t d MiddlElementary and Middle 

1 33% Ad d CSAP R di /L t• 1.33% Advanced on CSAP Reading/Lectura
and Math 

• With 95% confidence interval

• Based on students enrolled for full year 



3. Other Indicator, cont.3.  Other Indicator, cont.

Hi h S h l L lHigh School Level
• 2010 4-year on-time Grad Rate => 63% OR 

• 2010 4-year on-time Grad Rate 2% points 
higher than 2009 4 year on time Grad Rate ORhigher than 2009 4-year on-time Grad Rate OR

• 2009 5-year Grad Rate => 65% OR• 2009 5-year Grad Rate => 65% OR

• 2008 6-year Grad Rate => 67%2008 6 year Grad Rate  67%



All disaggregated groups 
and school overall met 
Advanced target, including 
groups that had no 
Advanced—due to upper 
limit of 95% confidence

Colorado Department of Education

limit of 95% confidence 
interval.



Students with Disabilities and 
Percent Advanced

Not all elementary/middle schools with 30+Not all elementary/middle schools with 30  
Students with Disabilities will be accountable 
for Advanced (Other Indicator) target.for Advanced (Other Indicator) target. 

Because there is no CSAPA equivalent to 
CSAP Ad d CSAPA t k itt dCSAP Advanced, CSAPA takers are omitted 
from these analyses.  This possibly could 

d th i b l 30reduce the group size below 30.



Graduation rate is based on prior year’s data because
Current year data not yet available.  It is compiled 
b CDE’ IMS (I f ti M t S i )

Colorado Department of Education

by CDE’s IMS (Information Management Services) 
Department based on data your district provided.  
There are no confidence interval limits.



Wh th A t t d D tWhen the Automated Data 
Exchange (ADE) OpensExchange (ADE) Opens

Th A th i d R d t ill tThe Authorized Respondent will go to:

https://cdeapps cde state co us/https://cdeapps.cde.state.co.us/



Click on 

Colorado Department of Education



Enter District User Name 
And Password

Click OK

Colorado Department of Education



1 Type in Respondent’s1.  Type in Respondent s 
User Name and Password

2.  Use pull-down 
t hmenus to choose 

Adequate Yearly 
Progress Data 
and School Year

3 Cli k M i M3.  Click Main Menu

Colorado Department of Education



1 Re enter Respondent’s1.  Re-enter Respondent s 
User Name and Password

11.  Click Login

Colorado Department of Education



Colorado Department of Education



If AYP determination or data
seem inaccurate:

• Review data used in calculations (CEDAR2)( )

• Explore allowable appeals as defined in 
the AYP Appeals documentthe AYP Appeals document

• Use the “Appeals Assistant” to narrow 
focusfocus

• Complete the appropriate Appeals 
documentdocument

• Only districts that participated in SBD are 
eligible to appealeligible to appeal



Specific Appealsp pp
Appeals to include more students (#7)

Students with Disabilities:  
T i l d t d t h it d IEP ithiTo include students who exited IEPs within 
past 1 or 2 years.  For Safe Harbor, include 
exited students for the same number of yearsexited students for the same number of years 
to determine prior year percent non-proficient 
(e g 10% decreased targets)(e.g., 10% decreased targets).



Appeals to include more students (#7) cont’d
• Students who changed race/ethnicity from 2010 to 2011:  

Can appeal 2010 AYP data to new race/ethnicity for 2010 
safe harbor calculations but must be done for all studentssafe harbor calculations but must be done for all students. 
(So prior year data matched current year data)

• 2 or more:  
Can appeal students back into their 2010 race/ethnic 

f 2011 l l ti b t it t b d f llgroups for 2011 calculations, but it must be done for all 
students for all targets (participation, performance and 
other indicator). (So they are included in current year ) ( y y
race/ethnicity category)



Specific Appeals cont’d
Medical Emergency (#9):  
Request to remove from participation calculations 
(denominator and numerator) if a student suffered a 
significant medical emergency (does not need to be 

d d di t i t d i ) hi h t dcoded as district ed services), which prevented 
attending school or taking assessment through the 
entire testing window including make-up datesentire testing window, including make-up dates.  

Include documentation by a medical practitioner that student 
bl i i i hwas unable to participate in the assessment. 



Specific Appeals cont’d
• English Language Learners (#10):

Appeal student back into ReadingAppeal student back into Reading 
Participation if NEP/LEP, in US < one year 
(since 3/08/2010) and enrolled after CELA(since 3/08/2010), and enrolled after CELA 
testing window—IF assessed with CELA 
screener or other district English Languagescreener or other district English Language 
proficiency assessment

• Miscoded Records (#12)



Specific Appeals cont’d

• CSAPA 1% Cap Appeal (#11):CSAPA 1% Cap Appeal (#11):  
Applies to Reading or Math Performance.  
If district exceeds CSAPA 1% Cap andIf district exceeds CSAPA 1% Cap and 
school/ disaggregated group does not 
meet Performance target after randommeet Performance target after random 
CSAPA scores converted to non-
proficient and district can documentproficient, and district can document 
appropriate testing of all CSAPA students. 



District Appeals
• Completed by district; sent to CDE for approval.

• Only districts that go through SBD are eligible to 
appeal.

• CDE must receive district appeals and 
supporting documentation by August 19thsupporting documentation by August 19 .

• CDE will evaluate appeals and, depending on 
final determinations, make any data changes in 
ADE by September 24th.  



Click



Click “View” to see AYP data for any of the grade spans NoticeClick View  to see AYP data for any of the grade spans.  Notice 
that you cannot “Update” data or “Appeal” district-level 
determinations through the ADE



School Appeals
• Officially completed by the school and sent to 

the district for reviewthe district for review.

• District reviews data and makes determinations.

• District changes appropriate data in ADE to 
reflect the appeal by September 2nd.



Click Update to change data 
based on school appeals

Colorado Department of Education



Th fi ld t
If you update any 

These fields accept
data changes

These fields 
are locked

fields click Save

Colorado Department of Education



Include your NameInclude your Name 
and Reason for 
Changes and Save

Colorado Department of Education



Click Appeal

Colorado Department of Education



Colorado Department of Education



CEDAR 2 Support for AppealsCEDAR 2 Support for Appeals
• AY 02 Report provides detailed data on 

hi h t d t i l d d/ l d d fwhich students are included/excluded for 
each calculation.

• Use these reports to substantiate AYP 
appealsappeals.

• https://cedar2.cde.state.co.us/cognos8bi



CEDAR 2
• For information about CEDAR 2: 

h // d 2 d /https://cedar2.cde.state.co.us/

• For troubleshooting regarding the tool 
itself, e-mail CEDAR Team:itself, e mail CEDAR Team: 
CEDAR@cde.state.co.us

L i bl– Log-in problems
– Why the report is not exporting to Excel
– General troubleshooting questionsGeneral troubleshooting questions



AYP and 
School (SI) and Program (PI) 

ImprovementImprovement

O l S h l d Di t i t th t t• Only Schools and Districts that accept 
Title I funds may be placed on 
Improvement if they do not make AYP
•Two years of missing AYP in the sameTwo years of missing AYP in the same 
content area and grade span 



School Improvement
Missed AYP- Content Area Level
1 year Potential
2 years School Improvement-Year 1
3 years School Improvement-Year 2
4 years Corrective Action
5 years Restructuring-Planning
6+ years Restructuring-Implementation-Year 1

Restructuring-Implementation-Year 2g p
Restructuring-Implementation-Year 3
Restructuring-Implementation-Year 4
Restructuring-Implementation-Year 5
Restructuring Implementation Year 6Restructuring-Implementation-Year 6



• Schools on Improvement Year 1 and Sc oo s o p o e e ea a d
beyond must send letters to parents of all 
enrolled students, 14 days prior to beginning , y p g g
of fall semester, offering Public School 
Choice. 

Schools on Improvement Year 2 and beyond p y
must continue to offer Public School Choice 
as well as Supplemental Education Services pp
(SES).



Program Improvement is District level

• Districts that take Title I funds have the 
potential to go on Program Improvementpotential to go on Program Improvement.

• Districts can go on Program ImprovementDistricts can go on Program Improvement 
at any grade span, regardless of which 
schools get Title I funds Even if all Title Ischools get Title I funds.  Even if all Title I 
money goes to elementary schools, district 
can go on Program Improvement at thecan go on Program Improvement at the 
middle or high school level.



Program Improvementg

Missed AYP- Content Area Level
1 year Potential
2 years Program Improvement-Year 1
3 years Program Improvement-Year 23 years Program Improvement Year 2
4 years Corrective Action-Year 1
5+ years Corrective Action-Year 2

Corrective Action Year 3Corrective Action-Year 3
Corrective Action-Year 4
Corrective Action-Year 5
Corrective Action-Year 6



Who to Call for Helpp
General AYP and Appeals Questions

Donna Morganstern: 303-866-6209 
morganstern d@cde state co usmorganstern_d@cde.state.co.us

Alyssa Pearson
Pearson a@cde state co usPearson_a@cde.state.co.us

CEDAR 2 Access

CEDAR Team: 303-866-6686
CEDAR@cde.state.co.usCEDAR@cde.state.co.us


