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Adequate Yearly Progress

AYP reports show the progress schools and 
districts are making toward having all 
students reach proficiency by the year 2014-
the principal goal of the No Child Left Behind 
Act (NCLB).

AYP determinations are issued each year 
separately for English language arts/reading 
and mathematics. (Grades 3-5,6-8,9-12)

Please note this report reflects ELA and Mathematics MCAS 
Data only. Science MCAS Tests are a requirement for 
graduation but not part of AYP at this time.
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Adequate Yearly Progress- Facts

• For each subject there are multiple AYP 
determinations - for all students and for student 
subgroups. Students are counted in each student 
group to which they belong.

• Schools and districts that do not make AYP for two or 
more consecutive years in the same subject identified 
for improvement, corrective action, or restructuring 
and must follow a required course of action to 
improve school performance.

• District AYP determinations are based on grade-span 
results (3-5; 6-8; 9-12). Positive results for all groups 
in any grade-span yields a positive AYP 
determination. “No Status”
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A + (B or C) + D = AYP

Table 1 – How Are AYP Determinations Calculated? 

A + (B or C) + D = AYP 

Participation Rate:  
A 95% or greater participation in Massachusetts Comprehensive Assessment System 

(MCAS) & MCAS-Alternate Assessment (MCAS-Alt) tests 

+  

Performance: 
B 85.4 or greater Composite Performance Index (CPI) in ELA 

76.5 or greater CPI in mathematics 

or  

Improvement: 

C Meet or exceed 2008 improvement target 
(Specific to districts, schools and student groups) 

+  

Additional Indicator: 

Grades 1-8: 92% or higher attendance rate, or 1% improvement over 2007 
D 

High School: 60% or higher graduation rate for 2007 cohort, or 2% improvement 
over 2006 cohort 
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State Performance Targets

State Performance Targets, 2001-2014
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Tucker School
AYP Sample - ELA

 

Student Group (A) Participation (B) Performance  (C) Improvement (D) Attendance   

Did at least 95% of 

students participate in 
MCAS? 

Did student group meet 

or exceed state 
performance target? 

Did student group meet or 

exceed its own 
improvement target? 

Did student group meet 92% 

attendance (G1-8) or 60% 
graduation rate target (G9-

12)? 

ENGLISH 
LANGUAGE 

ARTS 

Met 
Target 

Actual Met 
Target 

(85.4) 

Actual Met 
Target 

Change from 
2007 

Met 
Target 

Actual AYP 
2008 

Aggregate  Yes  100  No  83.3  No  -4.0  Yes  96.4  No  

Lim. English 
Prof.  

-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  

Special 

Education  
-  -  -  67.5  -  -  -  -  -  

Low Income  Yes  100  No  70.8  No  -5.6  Yes  95.4  No  

Afr. 

Amer./Black  
Yes  100  No  73.2  No  -7.6  Yes  96.7  No  

Asian or Pacif. 

Isl.  
-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  

Hispanic  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  

Native 

American  
-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  

White  Yes  100  Yes  96.0  Yes  0.5  Yes  96.3  Yes  

100% of students participated in 

the MCAS testing. 

Participation Target met.

Subgroups did not obtained 85.4 target 

points on the 2008 MCAS tests.

State set target = 85.4

Performance Targets NOT met.

Groups did not obtain target points to fall 

in the designated improvement target 

range.

Improvement Target NOT met.  

Attendance rate from SIMS data. 

Minimum Attendance Requirement 

is 92%

Attendance target Met.

AYP 

Designation



http://profiles.doe.mass.edu/ayp/ayp_report/school.aspx?linkid=31&orgcode=01890005&fycode=2008&orgtypecode=6&



http://profiles.doe.mass.edu/ayp/ayp_report/school.aspx?linkid=31&orgcode=01890007&fycode=2008&orgtypecode=6&



http://profiles.doe.mass.edu/ayp/ayp_report/school.aspx?linkid=31&orgcode=01890010&fycode=2008&orgtypecode=6&



http://profiles.doe.mass.edu/ayp/ayp_report/school.aspx?linkid=31&orgcode=01890020&fycode=2008&orgtypecode=6&



http://profiles.doe.mass.edu/ayp/ayp_report/school.aspx?linkid=31&orgcode=01890410&fycode=2008&orgtypecode=6&



http://profiles.doe.mass.edu/ayp/ayp_report/school.aspx?linkid=31&orgcode=01890505&fycode=2008&orgtypecode=6&



http://profiles.doe.mass.edu/ayp/ayp_report/district.aspx?linkid=30&orgcode=01890000&fycode=2008&orgtypecode=5&



NCLB Accountability Status and 
Requires Actions (School Level)

Years Not 

Making AYP

NCLB  Accountability Status Required Actions

0-1 No Status None

2 Improvement ( Year  1)
Parent/ Guardian notification, Improvement Planning, 

School Choice*

3 Improvement ( Year 2)
Above requirements (plus SES & 10 % of schools Title 1 

Allocation for PD)*

4 Corrective Action Above requirements plus district  takes 1+corrective action

5 Restructuring ( year 1)
Above requirements plus district plans for fundamental 

reform

5+ Restructuring ( Year 2) Above required actions plus district restructuring school

* School Choice and Supplemental Services (SES) apply to Title 1 Schools only (Tucker)
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NCLB Accountability Status and 
Required Actions (District Level)

Years Not 

Making AYP NCLB Accountability Status Required Actions

0-1 No Status None

2 Improvement ( Year 1) Parent/Guardian Notification

Improvement Planning

10% set aside of Title 1 Funds for PD

Limitations on transferability of federal funds

3 Improvement ( Year 2) Same as above

4+ Corrective Action Same as above

Prohibition on transfer of federal funds

State takes at least 1 corrective action
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School Improvement Planning
Tucker – Aggregate and Subgroup ELA

Schools identified for improvement must revise their 2-year 

improvement plan to address the subjects, grade levels and 

student groups in which the school did not make AYP.  In 

developing or revising this plan, the school must consult with 

parents, the school staff, and others. The plans must be completed 

no later that 3 months after the school has been identified, and

districts should be prepared to make these plans available to the 

DESE upon request.
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School In Corrective Action
Pierce – Subgroups ELA

Parent/Guardian Notification

School Improvement Planning

Corrective Actions for schools specified by the stature may 
include the following:
� Curriculum and Professional Development-Institute a new curriculum 

relevant to the school’s low performance

� Extended Time – extend the length of the school year or school day

� Staffing – Replace the school staff who are deemed relevant to the 

school not making AYP

� Management Authority – Significantly decrease management authority 

at the school

� School Structure – restructure the internal organization of the school

� Expert Assistance in Planning and Implementation: Appoint 1 or more 

outside experts to advise the school

1. How to revise and strengthen the improvement plan created while in 
school improvement status

2. How to address the specific issues underlying the school’s continued 
inability to make AYP
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School in Restructuring Requirements
Pierce – Subgroups MATH

The intent of Restructuring under NCLB is to significantly 
alter school governance and/or structures to ensure that 
student learning and performance results are sufficiently 
improved. 

Plan for Fundamental Reforms:

The district, in concert with teachers and parents must analyze 
the school’s needs and develop a plan for fundamental reforms, 
including change in the schools governance and/or staffing, to 
improve student performance in the school
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