2010 Arkansas Adequate Yearly Progress: District Improvement Report

Report Completed 11/02/2010
District Descriptive Information

District: ASHDOWN SCHOOL DISTRICT
LEA: 4101
Superintendent: JOSEPH WALKER

Address: 511 N. SECOND

City: ASHDOWN, AR 71822
County: LITTLE RIVER

Phone: (870)898-3208

Overall District AYP Information

2010 AYP Status: Alert

K -5 Math Status: A K -5 Literacy Status: SI M
6 - 8 Math Status: SI 1 6 - 8 Literacy Status: SI M
9 - 12 Math Status: A 9 - 12 Literacy Status: MS

Prior Year AYP Status: School Improvement: MS

Attendance Goal: 91.13 Met Attendance Goal: YES
Minimum N*: 77 Qtrs. 1-3 Average ADM: 1535
Met Graduation Target of 70%: YES Met Graduation Goal of 85%: YES

Percent Tested Results by AYP Group for Overall and Sub-Groups

K-5 Combined African Caucasian Hispanic Economically LEP Students with
American Disadvantaged a Disability

LITERACY YES YES YES YES YES NA YES
MATH YES YES YES YES YES NA YES

6-8
LITERACY YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
MATH YES YES YES YES YES YES YES

9-12
LITERACY YES YES YES YES YES NA YES
MATH YES YES YES YES YES NA NO

*Note: Minimum N is the minimum number of non-mobile students that a district needs to have in a subgroup for the subgroup to be accounted for
in AYP determinations.
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2010 Arkansas Adequate Yearly Progress: District Improvement Report

ASHDOWN SCHOOL DISTRICT Report Completed: 11/02/2010
K-5 Math Status: A K-5 Literacy Status: SI M
K-5 Math AMO: 70 K-5 Literacy AMO: 71.2

K-5 SUB-GROUP AYP STATUS AND SAFE HARBOR ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION

3-year
2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010 2007-2010
Math Lit Math Lit Math Lit Math Lit

-
COMBINED POPULATION

# Proficient 247 174 250 184 223 197 720 555

# Attempted 340 340 337 337 297 297 974 974

% Proficient 72.6 51.2 74.2 54.6 75.1 66.3 73.9 57

AYP Status MS SI M MS SI 2 MS SI M MS SI M
AFRICAN-AMERICAN POPULATION

# Proficient 65 33 62 36 59 49 186 118

# Attempted 113 113 106 106 98 98 317 317

% Proficient 57.5 29.2 58.5 34 60.2 50 58.7 37.2

AYP Status MS SI 2 A SI 3 ST 1 SI M ST 1 SI M
HISPANIC POPULATION

# Proficient 4 3 8 7 7 7 19 17

# Attempted 6 6 11 11 9 9 26 26

% Proficient NA NA 72.7 63.6 77.8 77.8 73.1 65.4

AYP Status NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
CAUCASIAN POPULATION

# Proficient 177 137 178 140 153 138 508 415

# Attempted 220 220 218 218 186 186 624 624

% Proficient 80.5 62.3 81.7 64.2 82.3 74.2 814 66.5

AYP Status MS MS MS MS MS MS MS MS
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED POPULATION

# Proficient 109 67 132 84 121 106 362 257

# Attempted 184 184 207 207 185 185 576 576

% Proficient 59.2 36.4 63.8 40.6 65.4 57.3 62.8 44.6

AYP Status MS SI M MS SI 2 A SI M A SI M
LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT POPULATION

# Proficient 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1

# Attempted 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1

% Proficient NA NA 100 100 NA NA 100 100

AYP Status NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

# Proficient 10 3 6 4 5 3 21 10

# Attempted 40 40 30 30 26 26 96 96

% Proficient NA NA 20 13.3 19.2 115 21.9 10.4

AYP Status NA NA NA NA NA NA A A
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2010 Arkansas Adequate Yearly Progress: District Improvement Report

ASHDOWN SCHOOL DISTRICT Report Completed: 11/02/2010

K-5 Math Status: A
K-5 Math AMO: 70

K-5 Literacy Status: SI M
K-5 Literacy AMO: 71.2

If AYP goals are not met, Safe Harbor(SH) can be enacted if eligibility is met for: Attendance Goal (91.13%) , Percent Tested (95.0%) and Prof.

Change 09-10.

COMBINED POPULATION Math Eligible? Literacy Eligible?

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NO( 0.90) YES

2009-2010 AYP STATUS MS SI_M(SH)
AFRICAN-AMERICAN POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NO( 1.70) YES

2009-2010 AYP STATUS SI 1 SI_M(SH)
HISPANIC POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 YES YES

2009-2010 AYP STATUS NA NA
CAUCASIAN POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NO( 0.60) YES

2009-2010 AYP STATUS MS MS (SH)
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NO( 1.60) YES

2009-2010 AYP STATUS A SI_M(SH)
LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT POPULATION

Percent Tested NA NA

Prof. Change 09-10 NA NA

2009-2010 AYP STATUS NA NA
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NO(-0.80) NO(-1.80)

2009-2010 AYP STATUS NA NA

* (SH) indicates that Safe Harbor has been applied to status determination.
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2010 Arkansas Adequate Yearly Progress: District Improvement Report

ASHDOWN SCHOOL DISTRICT Report Completed: 11/02/2010
6-8 Math Status: SI 1 6-8 Literacy Status: SI M
6-8 Math AMO: 64.55 6-8 Literacy AMO: 67.6

6-8 SUB-GROUP AYP STATUS AND SAFE HARBOR ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION

3-year
2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010 2007-2010
Math Lit Math Lit Math Lit Math Lit

-
COMBINED POPULATION

# Proficient 217 207 240 196 218 214 675 617

# Attempted 368 368 372 372 364 364 1104 1104

% Proficient 59 56.3 64.5 52.7 59.9 58.8 61.1 55.9

AYP Status MS MS MS A A MS A MS
AFRICAN-AMERICAN POPULATION

# Proficient 49 42 51 35 51 47 151 124

# Attempted 118 118 117 117 120 120 355 355

% Proficient 415 35.6 43.6 299 42.5 39.2 42.5 349

AYP Status MS SI 2 A SI 3 ST 1 SI M ST 1 SI M
HISPANIC POPULATION

# Proficient 5 5 7 4 5 5 17 14

# Attempted 7 7 8 8 8 8 23 23

% Proficient NA NA 87.5 50 62.5 62.5 73.9 60.9

AYP Status NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
CAUCASIAN POPULATION

# Proficient 162 159 177 153 158 158 497 470

# Attempted 242 242 241 241 232 232 715 715

% Proficient 66.9 65.7 73.4 63.5 68.1 68.1 69.5 65.7

AYP Status MS MS MS MS MS MS MS MS
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED POPULATION

# Proficient 82 78 103 77 102 101 287 256

# Attempted 182 182 203 203 205 205 590 590

% Proficient 45.1 429 50.7 37.9 49.8 49.3 48.6 434

AYP Status A ST 1 MS SI 2 A SI M A SI M
LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT POPULATION

# Proficient 1 1 0 0 1 1 2 2

# Attempted 1 1 0 0 1 1 2 2

% Proficient NA NA NA NA 100 100 100 100

AYP Status NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

# Proficient 5 1 7 2 7 8 19 11

# Attempted 51 51 50 50 47 47 148 148

% Proficient NA NA 14 4 14.9 17 12.8 7.4

AYP Status NA NA NA NA NA NA A MS
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2010 Arkansas Adequate Yearly Progress: District Improvement Report

ASHDOWN SCHOOL DISTRICT Report Completed: 11/02/2010

6-8 Math Status: SI 1
6-8 Math AMO: 64.55

6-8 Literacy Status: SI M
6-8 Literacy AMO: 67.6

If AYP goals are not met, Safe Harbor(SH) can be enacted if eligibility is met for: Attendance Goal (91.13%) , Percent Tested (95.0%) and Prof.

Change 09-10.

COMBINED POPULATION Math Eligible? Literacy Eligible?

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NO(-4.60) YES

2009-2010 AYP STATUS A MS (SH)
AFRICAN-AMERICAN POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NO(-1.10) YES

2009-2010 AYP STATUS SI 1 SI_M(SH)
HISPANIC POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NO(-25.0) YES

2009-2010 AYP STATUS NA NA
CAUCASIAN POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NO(-5.30) YES

2009-2010 AYP STATUS MS MS (SH)
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NO(-0.90) YES

2009-2010 AYP STATUS A SI_M(SH)
LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NA NA

2009-2010 AYP STATUS NA NA
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

Percent Tested YES YES

Prof. Change 09-10 NO( 0.90) YES

2009-2010 AYP STATUS NA NA

* (SH) indicates that Safe Harbor has been applied to status determination.
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2010 Arkansas Adequate Yearly Progress: District Improvement Report

ASHDOWN SCHOOL DISTRICT Report Completed: 11/02/2010
9-12 Math Status: A 9-12 Literacy Status: MS
9-12 Math AMO: 64.6 9-12 Literacy AMO: 67.75

9-12 SUB-GROUP AYP STATUS AND SAFE HARBOR ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION

3-year
2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010 2007-2010
Math Lit Math Lit Math Lit Math Lit

-
COMBINED POPULATION

# Proficient 91 42 144 44 167 57 402 143

# Attempted 193 112 213 100 232 96 638 308

% Proficient 47.2 37.5 67.6 44 72 5904 63 46.4

AYP Status MS ST 1 MS SI M MS SI M MS SI M
AFRICAN-AMERICAN POPULATION

# Proficient 24 10 44 3 40 19 108 32

# Attempted 70 37 76 25 69 39 215 101

% Proficient NA NA 57.9 12 58 48.7 50.2 31.7

AYP Status NA NA NA NA NA NA A MS
HISPANIC POPULATION

# Proficient 2 0 6 1 7 2 15 3

# Attempted 3 0 7 2 12 3 22 5

% Proficient NA NA 85.7 50 58.3 66.7 68.2 60

AYP Status NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
CAUCASIAN POPULATION

# Proficient 65 31 94 40 116 36 275 107

# Attempted 120 74 129 72 147 54 396 200

% Proficient 54.2 NA 72.9 55.6 78.9 66.7 69.4 53.5

AYP Status MS NA MS NA MS NA MS MS
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED POPULATION

# Proficient 37 10 66 10 58 21 161 41

# Attempted 100 36 109 44 105 49 314 129

% Proficient 37 NA 60.6 22.7 55.2 42.9 51.3 31.8

AYP Status MS NA MS NA A NA A MS
LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT POPULATION

# Proficient 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0

# Attempted 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0

% Proficient NA NA 100 NA NA NA 100 0

AYP Status NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

# Proficient 2 2 3 2 0 0 5 4

# Attempted 25 16 23 11 16 7 64 34

% Proficient NA NA 13 18.2 0 0 7.8 11.8

AYP Status NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
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2010 Arkansas Adequate Yearly Progress: District Improvement Report

ASHDOWN SCHOOL DISTRICT Report Completed: 11/02/2010
9-12 Math Status: A 9-12 Literacy Status: MS
9-12 Math AMO: 64.6 9-12 Literacy AMO: 67.75

If AYP goals are not met, Safe Harbor(SH) can be enacted if eligibility is met for: Graduation Target (70.0%) , Percent Tested (95.0%) and Prof.
Change 09-10.

COMBINED POPULATION Math Eligible? Literacy Eligible?
Percent Tested YES YES
Prof. Change 09-10 YES YES
2009-2010 AYP STATUS MS (SH) SI_M(SH)

AFRICAN-AMERICAN POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES
Prof. Change 09-10 NO( 0.10) YES
2009-2010 AYP STATUS NA NA

HISPANIC POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES
Prof. Change 09-10 NO(-27.4) YES
2009-2010 AYP STATUS NA NA

CAUCASIAN POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES
Prof. Change 09-10 YES YES
2009-2010 AYP STATUS MS (SH) NA

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED POPULATION

Percent Tested YES YES
Prof. Change 09-10 NO(-5.40) YES
2009-2010 AYP STATUS A NA

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT POPULATION

Percent Tested NA NA
Prof. Change 09-10 NA NA
2009-2010 AYP STATUS NA NA

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

Percent Tested NO(89%) YES
Prof. Change 09-10 NO(-13.0) NO(-18.2)
2009-2010 AYP STATUS NA NA

* (SH) indicates that Safe Harbor has been applied to status determination.
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2010 Arkansas Adequate Yearly Progress: District Improvement Report

ASHDOWN SCHOOL DISTRICT Report Completed: 11/02/2010
2010 AYP Status: Alert

SUBGROUP DETAILS FOR GROWTH USED IN AYP 2010

K-5 Math K-5 Literacy
Percent Percent Percent Percent
Prof.Adv Prof.Adv Prof.Adv Prof.Adv
2010 Met AMO 2010 with Met AMO 2010 Met AMO 2010 with Met AMO
Status** Status? Growth* Growth? Status** Status? Growth* Growth?
Combined 75.1 Yes 76.4 Yes 66.3 No 75.1 Yes
Af Amer. 60.2 No 62.2 No 50 No 68.4 No
Hispanic 77.8 NA 77.8 NA 77.8 NA 88.9 NA
Caucasian 82.3 Yes 83.3 Yes 74.2 Yes 77.4 Yes
Econ.Dis. 65.4 No 67.6 No 57.3 No 70.3 No
LEP NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Stud.Dis. 19.2 NA 26.9 NA 115 NA 26.9 NA
6-8 Math 6-8 Literacy
Percent Percent Percent Percent
Prof.Adv Prof.Adv Prof.Adv Prof.Adv
2010 Met AMO 2010 with Met AMO 2010 Met AMO 2010 with Met AMO
Status** Status? Growth* Growth? Status** Status? Growth* Growth?
Combined 59.9 No 61.8 No 58.8 No 60.7 No
Af Amer. 42.5 No 442 No 39.2 No 41.7 No
Hispanic 62.5 NA 62.5 NA 62.5 NA 62.5 NA
Caucasian 68.1 Yes 70.3 Yes 68.1 Yes 69.8 Yes
Econ.Dis. 49.8 No 52.2 No 49.3 No 52.2 No
LEP 100 NA 100 NA 100 NA 100 NA
Stud.Dis. 149 NA 14.9 NA 17 NA 17 NA
9-12 Math 9-12 Literacy
Percent Percent Percent Percent
Prof.Adv Prof.Adv Prof.Adv Prof.Adv
2010 Met AMO 2010 with Met AMO 2010 Met AMO 2010 with Met AMO
Status** Status? Growth* Growth? Status** Status? Growth* Growth?
Combined 72 Yes 72 Yes 59.4 No 59.4 No
Af Amer. 58 NA 58 NA 48.7 NA 48.7 NA
Hispanic 58.3 NA 58.3 NA 66.7 NA 66.7 NA
Caucasian 78.9 Yes 78.9 Yes 66.7 NA 66.7 NA
Econ.Dis. 55.2 No 55.2 No 42.9 NA 42.9 NA
LEP NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Stud.Dis. 0 NA 0 NA 0 NA 0 NA

*Note 1: The number of below proficient students who met their growth increment are added to the number of students proficient/advanced in the

numerator of the percent proficient calculation for the growth step for AYP.

**Note 2: The lower bound of a confidence interval is applied to the Status Percent Proficient/Advanced. The confidence interval is not applied to
the Growth Percent Proficient/Advanced. In rare cases districts will meet AMO with status and not meet AMO with growth due to the
application of the confidence interval.
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