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Criteria to Identify Schools with 
“Below Average” Performance During 
Arizona’s Accountability Transition 



Laws 2015, Chapter 76 
(SB1289) Requirements 



Approved Method to 
Identify “Below Average” 

Growth 

Percent
Passing

CCRI Grad
Points

Less than 100 points = “D” Letter Grade = 
“BELOW AVERAGE Level of Performance” 

= Up to 209 A-F Points 



Updated ESEA Flexibility 
Criteria for Title I Schools 

No A-F 
Requires state-

developed method 
to identify, 

differentiate 
schools 

Target support to 
LOWEST 

PERFORMING 
schools based on 

A-F Grades, Points 

No AYP 

Impact to schools 
with less than 

100% proficient 
by 2014 

Additional 
accountability 

criteria required to 
ensure opportunity 

for ALL students 

No AIMS 

Evaluate student 
achievement for 
all schools based 
on uniform criteria 

Transition by using 
disaggregated 

performance data 



Updated Criteria to Identify  
“Below Average” 

CY Percent 
Passing 

25% 

25% 

25% 

25% 

25% 

25% 

25% 

25% 

CY All students 
Growth 

Decreased index 
score based on 
4, 5, 6, 7 year 
graduation & 

persistence rates 

25% 

25% 

25% 

Percent Passing  
Last TWO years 
(includes AIMS) 

OR AND AND  
(All High Schools) 

25% 25% 



Dropout  
Rate 

4-year  
Grad Rate  

(CY) 

4-year  
Grad Rate  

(2 PYs) 

4-year  
Grad Rate  
(Prior Year) 

25% 

25% 

25% 

25% 

Grad 
Rate 

<60%  

Grad 
Rate 

<60%  

Grad 
Rate 

<60%  

AND AND AND 

Updated Criteria to Identify  
“Below Average” 



REVISED 
ACCOUNTABILITY SYSTEM 

Use this transition period to develop Arizona’s…  



Process to Collect Input & 
Develop New System 

• Method of holding schools accountable in interim 
will provide actionable, disaggregated data to 
schools, public  
• Promote self-evaluation to inform a new 

accountability system 

• ADE will develop new accountability system 
based on guiding principles and best practices 
• Continued collaboration & vetting by accountability 

advisory group of external stakeholders 
• Documented consultation with other state education 

agencies and experts in the field 



Recommendation 

Replace A-F points used to identify all schools 
which may demonstrate a “below average level 

of performance” in the 2014-2015 and 2015-
2016 school years with established criteria as 
developed and described by the Department 
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