
Methodology Used to Calculate Progress of Focus Districts 
Based on 2013-14 School Year Results 
A Focus District identified because of the performance of one or more accountability subgroups made progress for an accountability subgroup for which the district is identified if the accountability subgroup meets one of the following criteria:

1. For accountability subgroups identified for PI, the identified accountability subgroup’s 2013-14 combined ELA and mathematics PI is 10 points or higher than the cut point for both the elementary-middle and secondary levels. (see attached cut points chart);

Example:  District A was identified because the PI of the students with disabilities accountability subgroup was below 70 in 2010-11.  In 2013-14 the elementary-middle students with disabilities accountability subgroup had a PI of 52 and the secondary level had a PI of 81.  Since both 52 and 81 are higher than the goals for the respective grade levels, District A made the progress goal for its students with disabilities accountability subgroup.

2. For accountability subgroups identified for PI, the identified accountability subgroup’s elementary-middle level 2012-13 and 2013-14 combined ELA and mathematics SGP is above the State average for that subgroup.

Example: District B was identified because the PI for the Black accountability subgroup was below 112 in 2010-11.  The elementary-middle 2012-13 and 2013-14 combined SGP for the Black accountability subgroup was 50 percent, which is above the State average of 49.1 percent, District B met the progress goal for Black accountability subgroup.  

3. For accountability subgroups identified for PI and/or graduation rate, the identified accountability subgroup’s 2009 4-year or 2008 5-year cohort graduation rate is 10 percent or higher than the cut point.

Example:  District C was identified because the 4-year graduation rate for Asian students was below 54 percent in 2010-11. In 2013-14 the Asian accountability subgroup had a 5-year graduation rate of 70 percent. Since 70 percent is higher than the goal of 64 percent, District C met the progress goal for the Asian accountability subgroup.

4. For accountability subgroups identified for PI and/or graduation rate, the identified accountability subgroup’s 2009 4-year or 2008 5-year cohort graduation rate is above the State average for the subgroup.

Example: District D was identified because the graduation rate for Hispanic students was below 54 percent in 2010-11. In 2013-14 the Hispanic accountability subgroup had a 4-year graduation rate of 65 percent. Since 65 percent is higher than the State average of 64 percent, District C met the progress goal for the Hispanic accountability subgroup.
5. For accountability subgroups identified for PI, the gap in combined ELA and mathematics PI is reduced by 10 percent or more from 2012-13 to 2013-14.
Example: District E had a 2012-13 Hispanic accountability subgroup elementary-middle and secondary level combined ELA and mathematics PI of 95. The 2013-14 combined ELA and mathematics PI for this district is 110 (average of 2013-14 elementary-middle PI of 100 and secondary level PI of 120). The gap in PI for 2012-13 is 105 (200-95=105) and 10 percent of the gap is 10.5. To make progress the district has to reduce the gap by at least 10.5 points or higher. Since District E reduced the gap by 15 points (110-95) the district made progress for the Hispanic accountability subgroup.

6. For accountability subgroups identified for graduation rate, the 2009 4-year or the 2008 5-year graduation rate is above the cut point of identification and the gap is reduced by 10 percent or more from the 2008 4-year to the 2009 4-year cohort.

Example: District F is identified for graduation rate for the Multiracial accountability subgroup. The subgroup’s 2008 4-year graduation rate was 48 and 2009 4-year graduation rate was 55 – which is above the cut point for identification. The gap reduction graduation rate target is 53.2 (48 + .10(100-48)). Since the subgroup’s 2009 4-year graduation rate is above the cut point for identification and meets the 10 percent gap reduction target, the district met the progress goal for the Multiracial accountability subgroup. 

If a district has met the progress goals for all of its accountability subgroups on all measures for which it is identified and no other accountability subgroup is performing at or below the cut point for Focus District identification based on 2013-14 combined ELA and mathematics PI or 2009 4-year cohort graduation results, unless the subgroups that are at or below the cut point for PI and graduation rate meet one or more of the progress filters, and each subgroup for which the district is accountable meet the ELA and Mathematics participation rate requirement of 95 percent, then the district has made progress for the 2013-14 school year. Districts must have all accountable subgroups’ 2009 4-year or 2008 5-year graduation rate above the cut point. 
For a Focus District identified solely because of the presence of a Priority School, the district has made progress if there is no accountability subgroup at or below the cut point for identification of a Focus District based on 2013-14 school year results, unless the subgroups that are at or below the cut point for PI and graduation rate meet one of the aforementioned progress filters, and each subgroup for which the district is accountable met the participation requirement. The Focus District must have all accountable subgroups’ 2009 4-year or 2008 5-year graduation rate above the cut point.

Removal from Focus District Status

To be removed from Focus District status the district must meet the following criteria:

The district must make two consecutive years of progress and:

1. In 2013-14, the PI for all the accountability subgroups in ELA and mathematics must be above the cut point of identification, and;

2. In 2012-13, the 2008 4-year or 2007 5-year graduation rate for all the accountability subgroups must have been above the cut point of identification, and;

3. The 2009 4-year graduation rate for all the accountability subgroups must be above the cut point of identification, and;

4. All Focus Schools in the district must make two consecutive years of progress, meet the minimum standards and participation requirements for removal, and be removed from Focus status (please see “Progress of Focus Schools  Methodology” document for more details), and;
5. All Priority Schools in the district (if any) must make two consecutive years of progress meet the minimum standards and participation requirements for removal, and be removed from Priority status.
Note: If a district makes progress but does not meet the removal criteria because of failure to achieve minimum standards or meet participation rate requirements, the district may be removed from identification the following year if it again makes progress and meets all the removal criteria. 
Progress Cut Points for Focus Districts/Focus Schools
	
	Cut Points for Identification
	Cut Points for Making Progress

	Subgroup
	2010-11 EM & HS Combined ELA & math PI  
	2013-14 EM Combined ELA & math PI *
	2006 4 Yr Grad Rate  
	2013-14 EM Combined ELA & math PI  
	2013-14 HS Combined ELA & math PI  
	2009 4 Yr/ 2008 5 Yr Grad Rate  

	 
	(at or below)
	(at or below)
	(at or below)
	(at or above)
	(at or above)
	(at or above)

	Am. Indian
	112
	46
	54
	56
	122
	64

	Asian
	112
	46
	54
	56
	122
	64

	Black
	112
	46
	54
	56
	122
	64

	Hispanic
	112
	46
	54
	56
	122
	64

	White
	112
	46
	54
	56
	122
	64

	Multiracial
	112
	46
	54
	56
	122
	64

	Students with Disabilities
	70
	15
	26
	25
	80
	36

	Limited English Proficient
	77
	18
	28
	28
	87
	38

	Low-Income
	122
	55
	56
	65
	132
	66


* These are the comparable EM cut points scaled to 2013-14 standards. These cut points will be used only to identify new subgroups in existing Focus Districts/Focus Schools that are at or below the cut points in 2013-14.
Progress Filters for Focus Districts/Focus Schools
	Subgroup
	2012-13 & 2013-14 EM Combined ELA & Math SGP State Average 
	2009 4-year cohort graduation rate 
	2008 5-year cohort graduation rate 

	Am. Indian
	50.01
	65
	67

	Asian
	58.98
	84
	87

	Black
	49.10
	64
	69

	Hispanic
	50.81
	64
	68

	White
	52.35
	88
	89

	Multiracial
	51.26
	76
	79

	Students with Disabilities
	48.27
	53
	55

	Limited English Proficient
	53.15
	45
	55

	Low-Income
	50.88
	69
	73



