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Arkansas Code Annotated ÄÄ6-11-105, 6-15-431, 6-15-437, 25-15-201

Arkansas Department of Education Rules Governing the Arkansas 

Comprehensive Testing, Assessment and Accountability Program (ACTAAP)

ÅAcademic Standards (Curriculum Frameworks)

ÅProfessional Development (Alignment)

ÅExpectations (Examination Achievement Levels)

ÅPoint In Time Intervention (Remediation)

ÅReporting

ÅCompliance With Federal And State Law 

And State Board Of Education Policies 

ÅAccountability for Results
ÅResearch Based Practices
ÅParental Options

ÅLocal Control And Flexibility

ACCOUNTABILITY

Elementary And Secondary Education Act
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Calculating Adequate Yearly Progress Starting Points and Annual 

Expected Performance Levels

[AYP Status Chart]

Revised June 2006

ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Starting Point K -5 K -5 6-8 6-8 9-12 

Math

9-12

Math Literacy Math Literacy Literacy

2005 -2006 40 42.4 29.1 35.2 29.2 35.5

2006 -2007 47.5 49.6 37.96 43.3 38.05 43.56

2007 -2008 55 56.8 46.83 51.4 46.9 51.63

2008 -2009 62.5 64 55.69 59.5 55.75 59.69

2009 -2010 70 71.2 64.55 67.6 64.6 67.75

2010 -2011 77.5 78.4 73.41 75.7 73.45 75.81

2011 -2012 85 85.6 82.28 83.8 82.3 83.88

2012 -2013 92.5 92.8 91.14 91.9 91.15 91.94

2013 -2014 100 100 100 100 100 100
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Ninety-five (95) percent of all students and of students 

in each applicable subgroup must participate in the assessments; 

Each subgroup or population must meet or exceed the annual measurable 

performance levels based on the percentages of students scoring proficient or 

above on the assessments, overall and for each applicable subgroup; 

Alternatively, if the total group or any subgroup does not meet the annual 

measurable performance levels, demonstrate that the percentage of students 

in that subgroup who did not meet the proficient level for that year decreased 

by 10 percent of that percentage from the preceding school year and that the 

subgroup made progress on one additional academic indicator; and 

Progress for all students must be shown on an additional academic indicator, 

-- graduation rate for high schools and 

-- percent attendance for elementary and middle schools.  

Subgroups must be included in the school/school district data disaggregation: 

Students with Disabilities, Students who are English Language Learners, 

Economically Disadvantaged Students, Ethnic Subgroups: Caucasian, African

American, Hispanic
The Arkansas Department of Education will determine for each school in the state the percent of students performing at the proficient or advanced levels.

This percentage will be determined by computing the sum of students proficient or advanced for the current year or the most recent three years across

each grade for which there is a criterion-referenced assessment. That sum is divided by the total number of students assessed for that year or across

those three years and grades. This number shall include students taking alternate assessments.  The percentage shall be determined separately for

mathematics and reading/literacy. 

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Determination
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Performance Levels on the  

Augmented Benchmark and End of Course Exams

Å Proficient: Proficient students demonstrate solid academic performance for 
the grade tested and are well-prepared for the next level of schooling. They 
can use Arkansas established reading, writing, and mathematics skills and 
knowledge to solve problems and complete tasks on their own. Students 
can tie ideas together and explain the ways their ideas are connected.

Å Advanced: Advanced students demonstrate superior performance well 
beyond proficient grade level performance. They can apply Arkansas 
established reading, writing, and mathematics skills to solve complex 
problems and complete demanding tasks on their own. They can make 
insightful connections between abstract and concrete ideas as well as 
provide well-supported explanations and arguments.

Å Basic: Basic students show substantial skills in reading, writing, and 
mathematics; however, they only partially demonstrate the abilities to apply 
these skills. They demonstrate a need for some additional assistance, 
commitment or study to reach the proficient level.

Å Below Basic: Below basic students fail to show sufficient mastery of skills 
in reading, writing, and mathematics to attain the basic level.



7

The Arkansas Smart Accountability plan allows the state to better differentiate interventions and resources 

to schools most in need. The model distinguishes among schools by applying different labels, interventions 

and consequences to schools appropriate to their actual school improvement status based on the 2009 

Arkansas Benchmark Scores.  These categories of improvement are: 
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Adequate Yearly Progress Classifications

Å Conway High School East: Targeted Improvement Year 2 -- the Economically Disadvantaged 
and African - American population did not meet the proficiency level in Literacy.

Å Conway High School West:  Targeted Improvement Year 2 -- the Economically Disadvantaged 
and African - American population did not meet the proficiency level in Literacy.

Å Carl Stuart Middle School: Achieving

Å Bob Courtway Middle School: Whole School Intensive Improvement Year 5 -- Students With 
Disabilities and African - American populations did not meet the proficiency level in Literacy.  
The Students With Disabilities population did not meet the proficiency level in Mathematics.

Å Ruth Doyle Intermediate: Alert -- Students With Disabilities population did not meet the 
proficiency level in Mathematics and Literacy.

Å Raymond and Phyllis Simon Intermediate: Targeted Improvement  Year 2 -- the Students With 
Disabilities, African - American, Economically Disadvantaged populations did not meet the 
proficiency level in Literacy.   

Å Ida Burns Elementary: Achieving

Å Sallie Cone Elementary: Alert -- Combined, African - American, and Economically Disadvantaged 
populations did not meet the proficiency level in Literacy.

Å Ellen Smith Elementary: Achieving

Å Julia Lee Moore Elementary: Achieving

Å Florence Mattison Elementary: Alert -- African - American population did not meet the 
proficiency level in Literacy.

Å Marguerite Vann Elementary: Alert -- Students With Disabilities and African - American 
populations did not meet the proficiency level in Literacy. 

Å Jim Stone Elementary: Achieving

Å Theodore Jones Elementary: Achieving

Å Woodrow Cummins Elementary: Achieving
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Cut Scores Performance Categories 

3.23 ï4.0 Schools of excellence 

2.79 ï3.22 Schools exceeding the 

standards 

2.21 ï2.78 Schools meeting standards 

1.719 ï2.20 Schools approaching the 

standards (alert) 

1.0 ï1.718 Schools in need of 

immediate improvement 

Number of 

Students 

Scoring Category Points Assigned to 

Categories 

Total 

10 Advanced 4 40 

30 Proficient 3 90 

40 Basic 2 80 

20 Below Basic 1 20 

Total points for the school for all categories 230 
Points 
Received 

Number of 

Students 

Rating 

230 100 2.3 

Arkansas School Recognition Program
Each school meeting the requirements shall receive performance-based funding in the amount 

of one hundred dollars ($100) per student who participated in the schoolôs augmented, criterion-

referenced assessment program in grades 3-8.  Numerical values to be used as weighting factors 

can be assigned to each studentsôperformance category (Advanced = 4; Proficient = 3; Basic = 

2; Below Basic = 1).  With these weights assigned to the performance levels, a performance 

index for the school can be computed by multiplying the weights of the performance levels times 

the number of students scoring in the performance category. The sum of the weighted student 

performance for each subject and grade in the school is divided by the total number of students 

testing the subjects and grades. The resulting average for the school is an index of performance 

that will range between 1.0 and 4.0.   Assigned the following points: 4 points per student scoring 

in the advanced category, 3 points per student scoring in the proficient category; 2 points per 

student scoring in the basic category, 1 point per student scoring in the below basic category.

Example
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Ruth Doyle Intermediate: 5 $64,300.00          

Marguerite Vann Elementary: 4               $7,300.00          

Ray &Phyllis Simon Intermediate: 4             $56,200.00          

Ida Burns Elementary: 3

Ellen Smith Elementary: 3

Carl Stuart Middle School: 3  

Julia Lee Moore Elementary: 3

Jim Stone Elementary: 3

Bob Courtway Middle School: 3

Sallie Cone Elementary: 2

Florence Mattison Elementary:           2

Theodore Jones  Elementary:             1
5ðSchools of Excellence for Improvement 

4--Schools Exceeding Improvement Standards

3-- Meeting improvement standards

2-- Approaching standards (Alert)

1-- In need of immediate improvement

Schools Recognized in 2009
Arkansas School Recognition Program



2009 -2010 District Strategies 

for Technical Assistance and Support 

Å Before and after school tutoring will be provided at schools in need of Tier II and III 

intervention.

Å Literacy specialists and Literacy Instructional Facilitators will enhance literacy efforts 

at each school.

Å Reading Recovery teachers and classroom teachers will use research -based 

instructional strategies for improving reading skills.

Å Reading recovery and model classroom programs will be maintained: literacy core and 

mentor texts for book rooms and Smart Boards and other technology equipment will be 

provided.

Å Vertical and Horizontal curriculum teams will resolve key transition points between 

grade level transitions and address vertical curriculum issues. Consultants in core 

content areas will be used to assist with alignment. 

Å Teachers will attend additional professional training applicable to student deficit areas.  

Å Plato Learning (prescriptive, personalized instruction, technology -based teaching tools, 

and standards -driven assessment and data management to facilitate continuous 

academic improvement) for K -12 students acceleration, remediation and guided 

practice.

Å School libraries will be upgraded with 21st century technology to support improved 

student learning with a constructive approach being used as students construct 

content area projects using the technology. Teachers will receive professional 

development in the use of the added technology. 11
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Augmented Benchmark (Criterion-

referenced) and End of Course Results

2009
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Conway School District Averages by Grade (Combined 

Populations)  on the Augmented Benchmark Exams

MATH LITERACY

State Averages 2009

81% Proficient and Above in  Grade 3 Mathematics

67% Proficient and Above in Grade 3 Literacy

78% Proficient and Above in  Grade 4 Mathematics

70% Proficient and Above in Grade 4 Literacy

70% Proficient and Above in  Grade 5 Mathematics

68% Proficient and Above in Grade 5 Literacy

79% Proficient and Above in  Grade 6 Mathematics

67% Proficient and Above in Grade 6 Literacy

68% Proficient and Above in  Grade 7 Mathematics

63% Proficient and Above in Grade 7 Literacy

61% Proficient and Above in  Grade 8 Mathematics

71% Proficient and Above in Grade 8 Literacy

Conway students 

scored above the 

state average in 

every grade on the  

2009 Benchmarks!
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End of Course Exams
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CONWAY LITERACY  11 EXAM 
2009

15% above 

state average

4% above state 

average

Arkansas
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14% above state average

STATEWIDE AVERAGES GEOMETRY
(Percent Proficient and Advanced )End of Course Exams

10% above 

state 

average
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