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Appendix A: Measurements of Interim Progress 
 
Instructions: Each SEA must include the measurements of interim progress for academic achievement, graduation rates, and English language proficiency consistent with the long-term goals described in Section 1 
for all students and separately for each subgroup of students (except that measurements of interim progress for English language proficiency must only be described for English Learners), consistent with the state's 
minimum number of students. For academic achievement and graduation rates, the state’s measurements of interim progress require greater rates of improvement for subgroups of students that are lower-achieving 
or graduating at lower rates, respectively. 
 
A. Academic Achievement 

 
The baseline for the long-term goals and measurements of interim progress use 2016 PARCC results for English/Language Arts and mathematics. The data for grades 9-12 is unable to be disaggregated insofar 
as the 2016 administration of the PARCC exam in ELA and Mathematics occurred at the end of specific courses.1  From this baseline, measures of interim progress for all learners in Illinois were 
determined.    These measures of interim progress are not the result of a three-year composite average of data.  As indicated previously, once a three-year composite average are available for academic 
indicators, ISBE will revisit and revise the measurements of interim progress currently identified in the ESSA State Plan for Illinois.   

Benchmark and Measurement of Interim Progress: English Language Arts Grades 3-8 

ELA  All Male Female White Black Hispanic Asian 
Hawaiian/ 

Pacific 
Islander 

Native 
American 

Two or 
More 

Races 
LEP 

Not 
LEP 

Migrant IEP 
Not 
IEP 

Low 
Income 

Not 
Low 

Income 

2016 Grade3-8 36.5 30.0 43.2 45.9 18.1 25.0 66.4 49.3 29.0 39.4 9.7 39.1 6.7 7.9 40.8 21.9 51.7 
2019 Grade3-8 46.5 41.3 52.0 54.2 31.6 37.2 70.8 56.9 40.4 48.9 24.8 48.6 22.3 23.3 50.0 34.7 58.9 
2022 Grade3-8 56.6 52.5 60.8 62.4 45.1 49.4 75.3 64.6 51.9 58.4 39.8 58.2 37.9 38.7 59.3 47.4 66.1 
2025 Grade3-8 66.6 63.8 69.5 70.7 58.5 61.6 79.7 72.2 63.3 67.9 54.9 67.7 53.6 54.1 68.5 60.2 73.2 
2028 Grade3-8 76.6 75.0 78.3 79.0 72.0 73.8 84.1 79.8 74.8 77.4 69.9 77.3 69.2 69.5 77.7 73.0 80.4 
2031 Grade3-8 86.7 86.3 87.1 87.2 85.5 85.9 88.5 87.5 86.2 86.8 85.0 86.8 84.8 84.9 86.9 85.7 87.6 
2032 Grade3-8 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0                    

2016 Grade 3 35.5 31.3 39.8 44.8 19.9 23.9 65.0 55.3 29.4 39.1 18.7 39.8 3.2 11.0 39.2 22.1 51.0 
2019 Grade 3 45.7 42.3 49.2 53.3 33.0 36.3 69.7 61.8 40.8 48.6 32.1 49.2 19.5 25.8 48.7 34.8 58.3 
2022 Grade 3 55.9 53.3 58.6 61.8 46.2 48.7 74.4 68.3 52.1 58.2 45.4 58.6 35.8 40.6 58.3 47.6 65.6 
2025 Grade 3 66.2 64.3 68.0 70.2 59.3 61.1 79.1 74.8 63.5 67.7 58.8 68.0 52.0 55.4 67.8 60.3 72.9 
2028 Grade 3 76.4 75.3 77.5 78.7 72.5 73.5 83.8 81.3 74.9 77.3 72.2 77.5 68.3 70.3 77.3 73.0 80.3 
2031 Grade 3 86.6 86.3 86.9 87.2 85.6 85.9 88.4 87.8 86.2 86.8 85.5 86.9 84.6 85.1 86.8 85.8 87.6 

                                                                 
1 Beginning in 2017, Illinois administers the SAT at no cost and during the school day to every student in the 11th grade. 



2032 Grade 3 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0                    

2016 Grade 4 36.9 31.8 42.2 47.2 18.7 24.3 66.1 47.8 28.3 41.8 6.1 40.4 0.0 10.2 41.1 22.0 53.5 
2019 Grade 4 46.9 42.7 51.2 55.2 32.1 36.6 70.6 55.7 39.9 50.8 21.8 49.7 16.9 25.2 50.3 34.8 60.3 
2022 Grade 4 56.8 53.6 60.1 63.3 45.4 48.9 75.1 63.6 51.4 59.9 37.6 59.0 33.8 40.1 59.4 47.5 67.2 
2025 Grade 4 66.8 64.5 69.1 71.3 58.8 61.3 79.5 71.5 63.0 68.9 53.3 68.3 50.6 55.1 68.6 60.3 74.0 
2028 Grade 4 76.7 75.5 78.1 79.3 72.2 73.6 84.0 79.5 74.6 78.0 69.0 77.6 67.5 70.1 77.8 73.0 80.9 
2031 Grade 4 86.7 86.4 87.0 87.3 85.5 85.9 88.5 87.4 86.1 87.0 84.8 86.9 84.4 85.0 86.9 85.8 87.7 
2032 Grade 4 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0                    

2016 Grade 5 35.3 29.7 41.3 45.3 16.3 22.8 66.6 41.8 24.6 38.4 2.9 37.9 2.9 7.4 39.7 20.0 51.5 
2019 Grade 5 45.6 41.0 50.4 53.7 30.1 35.4 71.0 50.8 36.9 48.1 19.2 47.7 19.2 22.9 49.1 33.1 58.7 
2022 Grade 5 55.8 52.3 59.6 62.1 43.9 48.0 75.4 59.9 49.1 57.8 35.6 57.4 35.6 38.4 58.6 46.3 65.9 
2025 Grade 5 66.1 63.6 68.7 70.4 57.8 60.6 79.8 68.9 61.4 67.4 51.9 67.2 51.9 53.9 68.0 59.4 73.2 
2028 Grade 5 76.3 74.9 77.8 78.8 71.6 73.2 84.2 78.0 73.7 77.1 68.2 77.0 68.2 69.4 77.4 72.5 80.4 
2031 Grade 5 86.6 86.2 87.0 87.2 85.4 85.8 88.5 87.0 85.9 86.8 84.6 86.7 84.6 84.8 86.9 85.6 87.6 
2032 Grade 5 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0                    

2016 Grade 6 34.9 27.6 42.5 44.3 16.0 23.7 63.8 48.3 29.1 37.2 2.2 36.7 9.7 5.9 39.3 20.4 49.6 
2019 Grade 6 45.2 39.3 51.4 52.9 29.9 36.1 68.7 56.1 40.5 47.1 18.7 46.7 24.8 21.7 48.8 33.5 57.2 
2022 Grade 6 55.6 51.0 60.3 61.4 43.8 48.6 73.6 63.9 51.9 57.0 35.1 56.7 39.8 37.4 58.3 46.5 64.8 
2025 Grade 6 65.9 62.7 69.2 70.0 57.6 61.0 78.5 71.8 63.4 66.9 51.6 66.7 54.9 53.2 67.8 59.6 72.3 
2028 Grade 6 76.2 74.4 78.1 78.6 71.5 73.4 83.5 79.6 74.8 76.8 68.1 76.7 69.9 69.0 77.3 72.6 79.9 
2031 Grade 6 86.6 86.1 87.0 87.1 85.4 85.9 88.4 87.4 86.2 86.7 84.5 86.7 85.0 84.7 86.8 85.7 87.5 
2032 Grade 6 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0                    

2016 Grade 7 37.3 28.8 46.3 46.4 17.7 26.2 68.6 50.0 31.6 39.2 2.9 39.1 17.9 6.3 42.0 22.3 52.0 
2019 Grade 7 47.2 40.3 54.5 54.6 31.3 38.2 72.6 57.5 42.6 48.7 19.2 48.6 31.4 22.0 51.0 35.0 59.1 
2022 Grade 7 57.1 51.8 62.7 62.8 44.8 50.1 76.6 65.0 53.5 58.3 35.6 58.2 44.9 37.7 60.0 47.7 66.3 
2025 Grade 7 66.9 63.2 70.9 70.9 58.4 62.1 80.6 72.5 64.5 67.8 51.9 67.7 58.5 53.4 69.0 60.4 73.4 
2028 Grade 7 76.8 74.7 79.1 79.1 71.9 74.1 84.7 80.0 75.4 77.3 68.2 77.3 72.0 69.1 78.0 73.1 80.5 
2031 Grade 7 86.7 86.2 87.3 87.3 85.5 86.0 88.7 87.5 86.4 86.8 84.6 86.8 85.5 84.8 87.0 85.8 87.6 
2032 Grade 7 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0                    

2016 Grade 8 39.1 30.8 47.7 47.4 19.6 29.5 68.8 53.1 31.4 41.1 3.4 40.9 7.7 6.5 43.8 25.0 52.4 



2019 Grade 8 48.6 41.9 55.6 55.4 32.8 40.8 72.8 60.0 42.4 50.3 19.6 50.1 23.1 22.2 52.5 37.2 59.5 
2022 Grade 8 58.2 53.0 63.6 63.4 46.0 52.2 76.8 66.9 53.4 59.4 35.9 59.3 38.6 37.8 61.1 49.4 66.5 
2025 Grade 8 67.7 64.1 71.5 71.4 59.2 63.5 80.7 73.9 64.4 68.6 52.1 68.5 54.0 53.5 69.8 61.6 73.6 
2028 Grade 8 77.3 75.2 79.4 79.4 72.4 74.9 84.7 80.8 75.4 77.8 68.4 77.7 69.4 69.1 78.5 73.8 80.6 
2031 Grade 8 86.8 86.3 87.4 87.3 85.6 86.2 88.7 87.7 86.3 86.9 84.6 86.9 84.9 84.8 87.1 85.9 87.7 
2032 Grade 8 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 

 

Benchmark and Measurement of Interim Progress: Mathematics Grades 3-8 

Math  All Male Female White 
 

Black 
 

Hispanic 
Asian 

Hawaiian/ 
Pacific 

Islander 

 
Native 

American 

 
Two or 
more 
races 

 
LEP 

 
Not 
LEP 

Migrant 
 

IEP 
 

Not IEP 

 
Low 

Income 

 
Not Low 
Income 

2016 Grade3-8 31.6  30.9 32.4 40.7 12.4 20.5 66.5 43.2 24.2 33.5 13.1 33.5 9.4 8.3 35.2 17.4 46.6 
2019 Grade3-8 42.6 42.0 43.2 49.9 27.0 33.5 70.9 52.0 36.5 44.1 27.5 44.1 24.5 23.6 45.5 31.0 54.7 
2022 Grade3-8 53.5 53.1 54.0 59.2 41.5 46.6 75.3 60.8 48.9 54.7 41.9 54.7 39.6 38.9 55.8 44.6 62.9 
2025 Grade3-8 64.5 64.1 64.8 68.4 56.1 59.6 79.7 69.5 61.2 65.3 56.4 65.3 54.7 54.3 66.0 58.2 71.0 
2028 Grade3-8 75.4 75.2 75.6 77.7 70.6 72.6 84.1 78.3 73.6 75.9 70.8 75.9 69.9 69.6 76.3 71.9 79.2 
2031 Grade3-8 86.4 86.3 86.4 86.9 85.2 85.7 88.5 87.1 85.9 86.5 85.2 86.5 85.0 84.9 86.6 85.5 87.3 
2032 Grade3-8 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0                    

2016 Grade 3 39.6 39.4 39.8 50.7 19.1 27.9 73.5 49.1 30.3 41.5 25.7 43.2 12.9 15.9 43.2 25.0 56.7 
2019 Grade 3 49.1 48.9 49.2 58.1 32.4 39.5 76.6 56.8 41.5 50.6 37.8 52.0 27.4 29.8 52.0 37.2 62.9 
2022 Grade 3 58.5 58.4 58.6 65.4 45.7 51.2 79.7 64.4 52.7 59.7 49.8 60.8 41.8 43.7 60.8 49.4 69.2 
2025 Grade 3 68.0 67.9 68.0 72.8 59.0 62.8 82.8 72.1 63.9 68.8 61.9 69.5 56.3 57.6 69.5 61.6 75.4 
2028 Grade 3 77.4 77.4 77.5 80.2 72.3 74.5 85.9 79.8 75.1 77.9 73.9 78.3 70.7 71.5 78.3 73.8 81.7 
2031 Grade 3 86.9 86.8 86.9 87.5 85.6 86.1 89.0 87.4 86.3 87.0 86.0 87.1 85.2 85.4 87.1 85.9 87.9 
2032 Grade 3 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0                    

2016 Grade 4 30.5 30.4 30.6 40.3 11.8 18.3 64.6 41.7 22.3 33.5 6.7 33.3 0.0 10.0 33.7 16.1 46.5 
2019 Grade 4 41.7 41.6 41.7 49.6 26.5 31.7 69.4 50.8 35.0 44.1 22.3 43.9 16.9 25.0 44.3 30.0 54.7 
2022 Grade 4 52.8 52.8 52.9 58.9 41.1 45.2 74.1 59.8 47.7 54.7 37.9 54.6 33.8 40.0 54.8 43.8 62.8 
2025 Grade 4 64.0 63.9 64.0 68.3 55.8 58.6 78.9 68.9 60.4 65.3 53.6 65.2 50.6 55.0 65.4 57.7 71.0 
2028 Grade 4 75.1 75.1 75.2 77.6 70.5 72.1 83.7 77.9 73.1 75.9 69.2 75.8 67.5 70.0 75.9 71.5 79.1 
2031 Grade 4 86.3 86.3 86.3 86.9 85.1 85.5 88.4 87.0 85.8 86.5 84.8 86.5 84.4 85.0 86.5 85.4 87.3 
2032 Grade 4 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 



                   

2016 Grade 5 31.7 31.0 32.5 40.8 12.2 20.3 67.8 42.8 24.5 32.5 5.4 33.9 14.3 7.8 35.4 17.0 47.2 
2019 Grade 5 42.6 42.1 43.3 50.0 26.8 33.4 72.0 51.7 36.8 43.3 21.3 44.4 28.5 23.2 45.6 30.7 55.2 
2022 Grade 5 53.6 53.1 54.1 59.3 41.4 46.4 76.1 60.5 49.1 54.1 37.1 54.9 42.7 38.6 55.9 44.4 63.3 
2025 Grade 5 64.5 64.2 64.8 68.5 56.0 59.5 80.3 69.4 61.3 64.8 53.0 65.5 56.9 54.0 66.1 58.1 71.3 
2028 Grade 5 75.4 75.3 75.6 77.7 70.6 72.6 84.5 78.2 73.6 75.6 68.9 76.0 71.1 69.5 76.4 71.8 79.3 
2031 Grade 5 86.4 86.3 86.4 86.9 85.1 85.6 88.6 87.1 85.9 86.4 84.7 86.5 85.3 84.9 86.6 85.4 87.3 
2032 Grade 5 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0                    

2016 Grade 6 28.7 28.2 29.2 37.7 9.5 17.4 63.4 37.8 22.1 30.5 3.8 30.2 12.9 5.7 32.2 14.2 43.4 
2019 Grade 6 40.2 39.8 40.6 47.5 24.6 31.0 68.4 47.6 34.8 41.7 20.0 41.4 27.4 21.5 43.0 28.4 52.1 
2022 Grade 6 51.7 51.4 52.0 57.3 39.7 44.6 73.4 57.4 47.6 52.8 36.1 52.6 41.8 37.3 53.9 42.6 60.9 
2025 Grade 6 63.2 63.0 63.4 67.1 54.8 58.2 78.4 67.2 60.3 64.0 52.3 63.8 56.3 53.1 64.7 56.8 69.6 
2028 Grade 6 74.7 74.6 74.8 76.9 69.9 71.9 83.4 77.0 73.0 75.1 68.5 75.1 70.7 68.9 75.6 71.1 78.4 
2031 Grade 6 86.2 86.1 86.2 86.7 85.0 85.5 88.3 86.7 85.8 86.3 84.6 86.3 85.2 84.7 86.4 85.3 87.1 
2032 Grade 6 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0                    

2016 Grade 7 27.3 26.0 28.7 35.0 9.4 17.2 63.3 37.9 22.5 29.0 3.3 28.6 13.8 4.7 30.7 13.7 40.6 
2019 Grade 7 39.1 38.0 40.2 45.3 24.5 30.9 68.3 47.7 35.2 40.4 19.6 40.1 28.1 20.7 41.8 28.0 49.9 
2022 Grade 7 50.8 50.0 51.7 55.6 39.6 44.5 73.3 57.4 47.8 51.9 35.8 51.6 42.4 36.7 52.9 42.3 59.1 
2025 Grade 7 62.6 62.0 63.2 65.9 54.7 58.2 78.3 67.2 60.5 63.3 52.1 63.1 56.7 52.7 64.1 56.6 68.4 
2028 Grade 7 74.3 74.0 74.7 76.3 69.9 71.8 83.3 77.0 73.1 74.8 68.3 74.7 71.0 68.7 75.2 70.9 77.7 
2031 Grade 7 86.1 86.0 86.2 86.6 85.0 85.5 88.3 86.7 85.8 86.2 84.6 86.2 85.2 84.7 86.3 85.2 86.9 
2032 Grade 7 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0                    

2016 Grade 8 31.8 30.3 33.5 40.4 11.9 21.6 66.4 49.2 22.5 32.6 5.0 33.3 0.0 5.2 35.9 17.6 45.5 
2019 Grade 8 42.7 41.5 44.1 49.7 26.5 34.4 70.8 56.9 35.2 43.4 20.9 43.9 16.9 21.1 46.0 31.2 53.8 
2022 Grade 8 53.6 52.7 54.7 59.0 41.2 47.3 75.3 64.5 47.8 54.1 36.9 54.6 33.8 37.0 56.2 44.8 62.2 
2025 Grade 8 64.5 63.9 65.3 68.3 55.8 60.1 79.7 72.2 60.5 64.9 52.8 65.2 50.6 52.9 66.3 58.3 70.5 
2028 Grade 8 75.5 75.1 75.9 77.6 70.5 72.9 84.1 79.8 73.1 75.7 68.8 75.8 67.5 68.8 76.5 71.9 78.9 
2031 Grade 8 86.4 86.3 86.5 86.9 85.1 85.7 88.5 87.5 85.8 86.4 84.7 86.5 84.4 84.7 86.6 85.5 87.2 
2032 Grade 8 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 

 

 



Benchmark and Measure of Interim Progress: High School English Language Arts   

All Male Female White Black Hispanic Asian 
Hawaiian/ 

Pacific 
Islander 

Native 
American 

 
Two or 
more 
races 

LEP 
Not 
LEP 

Migrant IEP 
Not 
IEP 

Low 
Income 

 
Not 
Low 

Income 
2016 Grade9-12 34.1 27.1 41.4 42.8 14.7 22.9 61.2 45.0 26.0 39.0 3.1 35.5 0.0 6.3 37.6 20.3 44.8 
2019 Grade9-12 44.6 38.9 50.5 51.7 28.8 35.5 66.6 53.4 38.0 48.6 19.4 45.7 16.9 22.0 47.4 33.4 53.3 
2022 Grade9-12 55.1 50.7 59.6 60.5 42.9 48.1 72.0 61.9 50.0 58.1 35.7 55.9 33.8 37.7 57.3 46.4 61.8 
2025 Grade9-12 65.5 62.5 68.7 69.4 57.1 60.6 77.4 70.3 62.0 67.7 52.0 66.2 50.6 53.4 67.1 59.5 70.2 
2028 Grade9-12 76.0 74.3 77.9 78.2 71.2 73.2 82.8 78.8 74.0 77.3 68.3 76.4 67.5 69.1 76.9 72.6 78.7 
2031 Grade9-12 86.5 86.1 87.0 87.1 85.3 85.8 88.2 87.2 86.0 86.8 84.6 86.6 84.4 84.8 86.7 85.6 87.2 
2032 Grade9-12 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 

 
 

Benchmark and Measures of Interim Progress: High School Mathematics   

All Male Female White Black Hispanic Asian 
Hawaiian/ 

Pacific 
Islander 

Native 
American 

Two or 
more 
races 

LEP 
Not 
LEP 

Migrant IEP 
Not 
IEP 

Low 
Income 

Not 
Low 

Income 

2016 Grade9-12 21.8 20.7 22.9 28.3 8.7 16.4 44.3 33.6 18.3 24.2 6.0 22.9 12.5 4.5 24.0 13.5 29.7 
2019 Grade9-12 34.6 33.7 35.5 39.9 23.9 30.2 52.9 44.2 31.7 36.5 21.8 35.5 27.0 20.5 36.4 27.8 41.0 
2022 Grade9-12 47.4 46.7 48.1 51.4 39.2 44.0 61.4 54.8 45.2 48.9 37.5 48.1 41.6 36.6 48.8 42.2 52.3 
2025 Grade9-12 60.2 59.7 60.6 63.0 54.4 57.8 70.0 65.3 58.6 61.2 53.3 60.6 56.1 52.6 61.1 56.5 63.6 
2028 Grade9-12 73.0 72.7 73.2 74.6 69.7 71.6 78.6 75.9 72.1 73.6 69.0 73.2 70.6 68.6 73.5 70.9 74.9 
2031 Grade9-12 85.7 85.7 85.8 86.1 84.9 85.4 87.1 86.5 85.5 85.9 84.8 85.8 85.2 84.7 85.9 85.2 86.2 
2032 Grade9-12 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 

 
 
B. Graduation Rates 
 

The baseline data provided in the chart does not include data from the college and career readiness indicator.  ISBE will have a three-year average for the four-year, five-year, and six-year 
adjusted graduation rate at the conclusion of the 2017-2018 for most subgroups (the former English Learners and children formally with a disability subgroups will have a three-year average in 
2020).  Once a three-year average for the four-year graduation rates is available, ISBE will revisit and revise the measurements of interim progress currently identified in the ESSA State Plan for 
Illinois.  

Benchmark and Measures of Interim Progress: 4-Year Graduation Rate 



4-Year Graduation All White Black Hispanic Asian 
Hawaiian/ 

Pacific Islander 
Native 

American 
Two or More 

Races 
LEP IEP 

Low 
Income 

2016 85.5 90.4 74.6 81.3 93.6 84.8 79.3 84.7 71.9 70.6 76.7 
2019 86.3 90.0 77.5 82.9 90.0 85.8 81.3 85.7 75.3 74.2 79.2 
2022 87.2 90.0 80.4 84.6 90.0 86.8 83.3 86.7 78.7 77.9 81.7 

2025 88.0 90.0 83.3 86.2 90.0 87.7 85.3 87.7 82.1 81.5 84.2 
2028 88.9 90.0 86.2 87.8 90.0 88.7 87.3 88.7 85.5 85.2 86.7 

2031 89.7 90.0 89.0 89.5 90.0 89.7 89.3 89.7 88.9 88.8 89.2 
2032 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 

 
ISBE will also utilize five-year and six-year extended cohort graduation rates as a part of its accountability system. Moreover, including the five and six year graduation rates ensures that those students who 
require additional time to graduate are recognized. The baseline data provided in the chart does not include data from the college and career readiness indicator.  ISBE will have a three-year average for the five-
year and six-year adjusted graduation rate at the conclusion of the 2017-2018 for most subgroups (the former English Learners and children formally with a disability subgroups will have a three-year average in 
2020).  Once a three-year average for the five-year and six-year graduation rates is available, ISBE will revisit and revise the measurements of interim progress currently identified in the ESSA State Plan for Illinois.  
 

Benchmark and Measures of Interim Progress: 5-Year Adjusted Cohort Graduation Rate 

5-Year Graduation All White Black Hispanic Asian 
Hawaiian/ Pacific 

Islander 
Native 

American 
Two or More 

Races 
LEP IEP 

Low 
Income 

2016 85.5 91.4 79.2 84.2 95.5 88.4 82.4 87.3 77.8 75.1 81.8 
2019 88.1 90.0 81.2 85.3 90.0 88.7 83.8 87.8 80.1 77.9 83.3 

2022 88.6 90.0 83.3 86.4 90.0 89.0 85.3 88.3 82.4 80.7 84.9 
2025 89.0 90.0 85.3 87.5 90.0 89.3 86.7 88.8 84.7 83.5 86.4 

2028 89.4 90.0 87.3 88.6 90.0 89.6 88.1 89.3 87.0 86.3 88.0 
2031 89.9 90.0 89.3 89.6 90.0 89.9 89.5 89.8 89.2 89.1 89.5 

2032 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 
 
 

Benchmark and Measures of Interim Progress: 6-Year Adjusted Cohort Graduation Rate 

6-Year Graduation All White Black Hispanic Asian 
Hawaiian/ Pacific 

Islander 
Native 

American 
Two or More 

Races 
LEP IEP 

Low 
Income 

2016 87.7 91.6 79.9 85.0 95.9 84.5 90.6 88.3 78.8 76.5 82.2 

2019 88.5 90.0 81.8 85.9 90.0 85.5 90.0 88.6 80.9 79.0 83.7 
2022 88.9 90.0 83.7 86.9 90.0 86.6 90.0 88.9 83.0 81.6 85.1 

2025 89.2 90.0 85.6 87.8 90.0 87.6 90.0 89.3 85.1 84.1 86.6 



2028 89.6 90.0 87.5 88.8 90.0 88.6 90.0 89.6 87.2 86.6 88.1 

2031 89.9 90.0 89.4 89.7 90.0 89.7 90.0 89.9 89.3 89.2 89.5 
2032 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0 

 
C. English Language Proficiency  
 
The target of 90 percent readiness is based on the goals adopted by the Board in September of 2015.  The long-term goals adopted by ISBE in September 2015 are significantly more ambitious than previous board 
goals insofar as the goals are more comprehensive, inclusive of all student populations, and identify targets for readiness and achievement throughout the continuum of each and every child’s P-12 schooling. A 
baseline will be established for required state content assessments over the most recent three years of ELP assessment data in consideration of WIDA’s standard setting.   

The measures of interim progress for all learners in Illinois shared below is not the result of a three-year composite average of data. As indicated previously, once a three-year composite average are available for 
academic indicators, ISBE will revisit and revise the measurements of interim progress currently identified in the ESSA State Plan for Illinois. 

Once the baseline for ACCESS of ELs within each school has been established, the 90 percent targets to 2032 will be back mapped with the timeline of interim goals determined by the State Board. 

ELP Assessment All - EL 

2016 63.0 
2017 22.1 
2020 35.7 
2023 49.3 
2026 62.9 
2029 76.5 
2032 90.0 
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ESSA STAKEHOLDER ENGAGAMENT  

December	10,	2015		 	 ESSA	passed	

1. January	19,	2016		 	 DuPage	Congressional	Briefing	
2. January	29		 	 Webinar	with	ROE	4	
3. February	22	 	 NCLB	Conference	–	ESSA	Overview	Presentation	
4. February	23	 	 NCLB	Conference	–	ESSA	Overview	Presentation	
5. February	24	 	 NCLB	Conference	–	ESSA	Overview	Presentation	
6. February	24	 	 Consolidated	Committee	of	Practitioners	
7. February	29	 	 Balanced	Accountability	Measure	Committee	
8. March	2	 	 	 State	Homeless	Conferences	
9. March	7	 	 	 P‐20	Council		
10. March	9	 	 	 Balanced	Accountability	Measure	Committee	
11. March	14		 	 	 Federal	Congressional	Briefing	Call	
12. March	22	 	 	 Stakeholders	Meeting	(IPA,	IFT,	IEA,	IASA,	IARSS,	LEND,	IASBO,	LUDA,	

and	ED‐RED)	
13. April	3	–	6	 	 	 ESSA	Implementation	Workshop	
14. April	11	 	 	 Gifted	Webinar	
15. April	12		 	 	 Title	I	Association	Meeting	
16. April	18	 	 	 ROE	50	St.	Clair	County	Listening	Tour	
17. April	18	 	 	 ROE	4	Boone/Winnebago	Listening	Tour	
18. April	19	 	 	 Consortium	for	Education	Change	Think	Tank	on	ESSA	
19. April	19		 	 	 South	Cook	ISC	Listening	Tour	
20. April	21			 	 	 ROE	19	DuPage	Listening	Tour	
21. April	21	 	 	 ROE	9	Champaign	Ford	Listening	Tour	
22. April	25			 	 	 ROE	3	Bond,	Christian,	Effingham,	Fayette,	Montgomery	Listening	Tour	
23. April	26			 	 	 North	Cook	ISC	Listening	Tour	
24. April	27			 	 	 ROE	51	Listening	Tour	
25. April	27	 	 	 ROE	26	Fulton,	Hancock,	McDonough,	Schuyler	Listening	Tour	
26. May	3	 	 	 NCLB/ESSA	Technical	Assistance	Meeting	Alsip	
27. May	4	 	 	 NCLB/ESSA	Technical	Assistance	Meeting	Rockford	
28. May	5		 	 	 NCLB/ESSA	Technical	Assistance	Meeting	Arlington	Heights	
29. May	5	 	 	 Balanced	Accountability	Measure	Committee	
30. May	10		 	 	 NCLB/ESSA	Technical	Assistance	Meeting	Peoria	
31. May	11		 	 	 NCLB/ESSA	Technical	Assistance	Meeting	Springfield	
32. May	12		 	 	 NCLB/ESSA	Technical	Assistance	Meeting	Effingham	
33. May	17			 	 	 ROE	21	Effingham	Listening	Tour	
34. May	19		 	 	 City	of	Chicago	Listening	Tour	
35. May	23	 	 	 ESSA	meeting	with	Schusterman	Family	Foundation	
36. June	6	 	 	 Webinar	with	ROE	3	
37. June	6	 	 	 Meeting	with	Illinois	Network	of	Charter	Schools	
38. June	7	 	 	 Stakeholders	Meeting	(IPA,	IFT,	IEA,	IASA,	IASB,	IASA,	IASB,	IASBO,	LUDA,		

	 	 	 	 and	IARSS)	
39. June	8	 	 	 Presentation	at	ROE	8	
40. June	14	 	 	 ESSA	Stakeholder	Meeting	(IPA,	IFT,	IEA,	IASA,	IARSS,	LEND,	IASBO,	LUDA,		

and	ED‐RED)	 	
41. June	13	 	 	 P20	Council	
42. June	14	 	 	 Stakeholder	Webinar	
43. June	17	 	 	 House	Elementary	and	Secondary	Education	Curriculum	and	Policy		

	 	 	 	 Committee	Subject	Matter	hearing		
44. June	29	 	 	 Meeting	with	children’s	and	aid	on	foster	care	provisions	
45. July	8	 	 	 Accountability	Workgroup	
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ESSA STAKEHOLDER ENGAGAMENT  

46. July	22	 	 	 Accountability	Workgroup	
47. August	4	 	 	 Special	Education	Directors	Conference	
48. August	15	 	 	 Accountability	Workgroup	
49. August	29	 	 	 Balanced	Accountability	Measure	Committee	
50. August	30		 	 	 P20	Council	
51. September	6	 	 Stakeholders	Meeting	(IPA,	IFT,	IEA,	IASA,	IARSS,	LEND,	IASBO,	LUDA,	ED‐RED)	
52. September	6	 	 Freeport	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
53. September	7	 	 Moline‐Coal	Valley	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
54. September	8	 	 Spring	Valley	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
55. September	9	 	 ESSA	Stakeholder	Meeting	(IPA,	IFT,	IEA,	IASA,	IARSS,	LEND,	IASBO,	LUDA,	ED‐RED)		
56. September	9	 	 Mini‐Accountability	Working	Group	
57. September	12	 	 P20	Council	
58. September	13	 	 Bloomington	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
59. September	15	 	 Mundelein	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
60. September	16	 	 DELL	Conference	
61. September	19	 	 Carbondale	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
62. September	19‐21	 	 Title	I	Directors	Conference	intensive	ESSA	workshops	
63. September	20	 	 Effingham	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
64. September	20	 	 Effingham	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
65. September	21	 	 Quincy	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
66. September	21	 	 Balanced	Accountability	Measure	Committee	
67. September	22	 	 Peoria	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
68. September	22	 	 Consolidated	Committee	of	Practitioners	
69. September	23	 	 Will	County	ROE	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
70. September	26	 	 Lockport	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
71. September	27	 	 East	St.	Louis	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
72. September	27	 	 Chicago	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
73. September	28	 	 U46	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
74. September	30	 	 Illinois	Reading	Conference	
75. October	5	 	 	 DeKalb	Listening	Tour	including	meetings	with	local	legislators	
76. October	6	 	 	 LUDA	Conference	
77. October	25		 	 Balanced	Accountability	Meeting	
78. November	7	 	 ESSA	Meeting	–	Department	of	Juvenile	Justice	–	Harrisburg	
79. November	15	 	 House	Subcommittee	Meeting	on	ESSA	
80. November	28	 	 Jacksonville	Listening	Tour		
81. November	28	 	 Balanced	Accountability	Meeting	
82. December	1	 	 Aurora	Listening	Tour		
83. December	5	 	 Forest	Park	Listening	Tour		
84. December	5	 	 Balance	Accountability	Meeting	
85. December	6	 	 Austin	Town	Hall	Listening	Tour,	Chicago	
86. December	7	 	 Crystal	Lake	Listening	Tour	
87. December	7	 	 IASA	Advisory	Committee	
88. December	7	 	 Galesburg	Listening	Tour	
89. December	8	 	 Decatur	Listening	Tour		
90. December	12	 	 P20	Council	
91. December	14	 	 Stakeholders	Meeting	
92. December	16	 	 Balanced	Accountability	Meeting	
93. December	20	 	 Partners	4	Meeting	
94. January	11		 	 P20	Council	
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PARCC Language Table 
 
 
 
 

 
   

Language CO DC IL MD NJ NM RI TOTALS

Amharic 952 691 1,161 2,804

Year 1

2014‐2015

Year 2

2015‐2016

Arabic 1,928 127 6,658 950 1,227 540 185 11,615 1 Spanish Spanish

Bengali 64 357 421 2 Arabic Arabic

Cape Verdean 0 3 Navajo Navajo

Chinese Mandarin 1,183 219 2,963 1,293 592 176 6,426 4 Chinese Mandarin Chinese Mandarin
Creoles & Pidgins 

(Portuguese‐Based) 214 466 680 5 Vietnamese Vietnamese

French 640 397 1,837 68 2,942 6 Portugese Portugese

German 55 55 7 Haitian Creole Polish

Gujarati 1,701 490 2,191 8 Polish Haitian Creole

Haitian Creole 1,448 1,448 9 Somali Urdu

Hindi 0 10 Marshallese Russian

Hmong 0 AR,  CO,  DC,  IL,  M A,  M D,  NJ,  NM ,  M S,  OH,  RI CO,  DC,  IL,  M A,  M D,  NJ,  NM ,  RI

Igbo 0

Japanese 0

Karen 0 s

Keres 1,841 1,841

Khmer/Khmai 145 145

Korean 720 1,093 653 531 173 3,170

Laotian 52 52

Marshallese 0

Marshallese 0

Navajo 14,032 14,032

Nepali 894 894

Polish 6,615 6,615

Portugese 618 266 884

Punjabi 0

Russian 1,236 113 1,359 2,708

Somali 1,006 1,006

Spanish 106,022 10,759 168,736 44,869 47,694 83,054 8,167 469,301

Tagalog 95 1,856 508 2,459

Telugu 0

Tewa 390 390

Towa 248 248

Twi 0

Ukraine 0

Urdu 2,936 812 314 4,062

Vietnamese 2,163 122 1,321 950 821 39 5,416

Wolof 51 51

Yiddish 0

Zuni 1,065 1,065

 Year 3 PARCC Top 10 Native Languages 

FY15‐FY16 Data ‐ Native Languages

TOP 10 Languages
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APPENDIX D: EDUCATOR EQUITY DIFFERENCES IN RATES  
Instructions: Each SEA must complete the appropriate table(s) below.  Each SEA calculating and reporting student-
level data must complete, at a minimum, the table under the header “Differences in Rates Calculated Using Student-
Level Data”. 
 
DIFFERENCES IN RATES CALCULATED USING STUDENT-LEVEL DATA 
 

STUDENT 
GROUPS 

Rate at 
which 

students 
are taught 

by an 
ineffective 

teacher  

Differences 
between rates 

Rate at 
which 

students are 
taught by an 
out-of-field 

teacher 

Differences 
between rates 

Rate at which 
students are 
taught by an 

inexperienced 
teacher 

Differences 
between rates 

Low-
income 
students 
enrolled in 
schools 
receiving 
funds under 
Title I, Part 
A 

Box A: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box A) – (Box B) 

Box E: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box E) – (Box F) 

Box I: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box I) – (Box J) Non-low-

income 
students 
enrolled in 
schools not 
receiving 
funds under 
Title I, Part 
A 

Box B: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage 

Box F: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Box J: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Minority 
students 
enrolled in 
schools 
receiving 
funds under 
Title I, Part 
A 

Box C: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box C) – (Box D) 

Box G: 
enter rate as 
a percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box G) – (Box H) 

Box K: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box K) – (Box L) Non-

minority 
students 
enrolled in 
schools not 
receiving 
funds under 
Title I, Part 
A 

Box D: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage 

Box H: 
enter rate as 
a percentage 

Box L: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

 
If the SEA has defined other optional key terms, it must complete the table below.  
 



STUDENT 
GROUPS 

Rate at 
which 

students are 
taught by 
ENTER 
STATE-

IDENTIFI
ED TERM 

1 

Differences 
between rates 

Rate at 
which 

students are 
taught by 
ENTER 
STATE-

IDENTIFIE
D TERM 2 

Differences 
between rates 

Rate at which 
students are 

taught by 
ENTER 
STATE-

IDENTIFIED 
TERM 3 

Differences 
between rates 

Low-income 
students 
enrolled in 
schools 
receiving 
funds under 
Title I, Part 
A 

Box A: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box A) – (Box B) 

Box E: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box E) – (Box F) 

Box I: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box I) – (Box J) Non-low-

income 
students 
enrolled in 
schools not  
receiving 
funds under 
Title I, Part 
A 

Box B: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage 

Box F: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Box J: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Minority 
students 
enrolled in 
schools 
receiving 
funds under 
Title I, Part 
A 

Box C: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box C) – (Box D) 

Box G: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box G) – (Box H) 

Box K: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box K) – (Box L) Non-

minority 
students 
enrolled in 
schools not 
receiving 
funds under 
Title I, Part 
A 

Box D: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage 

Box H: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

Box L: enter 
rate as a 
percentage 

 
 
  



 
APPENDIX D: EDUCATOR EQUITY EXTENSION 
Instructions:  If an SEA requests an extension for calculating and reporting student-level educator equity data under 
34 C.F.R. § 299.13(d)(3), it must: (1) provide a detailed plan and timeline addressing the steps it will take to 
calculate and report, as expeditiously as possible but no later than three years from the date it submits its initial 
consolidated State plan, the data required under 34 C.F.R. § 299.18(c)(3)(i) at the student level and (2) complete the 
tables below. 
 
DIFFERENCES IN RATES CALCULATED USING DATA OTHER THAN STUDENT-LEVEL DATA 
 

STUDENT 
GROUPS 

Rate at 
which 

students 
are taught 

by an 
ineffective 

teacher1  

Differences 
between rates 

Rate at 
which 

students are 
taught by an 
out-of-field 

teacher2 

Differences 
between rates 

Rate at which 
students are 
taught by an 

inexperienced 
teacher3 

Differences 
between rates 

Low-income 
students 

Box A: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage Enter value of   

(Box A) – (Box B) 

1.8 

.1.8 

8.5 

4.1 

Non-low-
income 
students 

Box B: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage 

0 4.4 

Minority 
students  

Box C: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage 

Enter value of   
(Box C) – (Box D) 

1.7 

1.6 

8.6 

3.2 

Non-
minority 
students  

Box D: 
enter rate 
as a 
percentage 

 

.1 

 

5.4 

 

 

                                                                 
1 The 2016-17 school year was the first year in which all schools must collect data on teacher effectiveness that 
includes both teacher practice and student growth. Thus, data for the differences between differences the rates in 
which low-income and non-low income students and minority and non-minority students are taught by ineffective 
teachers will be available in October 2017.  
2 2014 school level data was used for these calculations. 
3 2014 district level data was used for these calculations.   
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 Comparison of Accountability Recommendations on the ESSA State Plan for Illinois 
 
ISBE has approached the development of the ESSA State Plan for Illinois as an opportunity to hear from the field and those interested in public education.  This 
opportunity has assisted ISBE staff in refining their thinking in order to develop a state plan that is durable and representative of thinking of stakeholders 
throughout Illinois. For the purposes of this document, that thinking comes both from those with an interest in developing a state plan that meets the needs of the 
whole child and from those with technical expertise in accountability. Moreover, it is only through the deep and ongoing consideration of the ideas from 
stakeholders as well as the recommendations contained herein from the Illinois balanced Accountability Measure workgroup (IBAM) and Governor Rauner, that 
ISBE staff is able to provide its recommendations. So too, ESSA requires states agencies to review, revise, and renew their state plan no less than every four years.  
 
The overreaching purpose of the accountability system in ESSA is to provide parents, caregivers, and the general public insight into school performance as well as 
identify schools that require additional support.  This insight is premised upon specific goals approved the Illinois State Board of Education in September 2015:  
More specifically, the following serve as the long-term goals for the ESSA State Plan for Illinois: 
 

• Ninety percent or more of third-grade students are reading at or above grade level. 
• Ninety percent or more of fifth-grade students meet or exceed expectations in mathematics. 
• Ninety percent or more of ninth-graders are on track to graduate with their cohort. 
• Ninety percent or more of students graduate from high school ready for college and career. 

 
In draft #3, ISBE identified that a 15-year timeline will be used, with a three-year benchmark period, in order to establish interim goals.  The Department of 
Education (ED) has indicated that both long-term and interim goals should be based upon the new accountability system a state is developing for the purposes of 
ESSA.   
 
This document contains the recommendations of ISBE staff, the Illinois Balanced Accountability Measure workgroup (IBAM), and Governor Rauner. In 
particular, IBAM received recommendations from the P20 Council and the Technical Steering Committee in the development of their recommendations. ESSA 
also requires that the Governor receive a 30-day review period in which to develop recommendations.  The recommendations of Governor Rauner as of February 
21, 2017, are included.  
 
The specific recommendations in this document focus in the following areas: ‘n’ size, overall weighting between academic indicators and school quality/student 
success indicators, weighting of the academic indicators, identification of a growth metric, identification of school quality/student success indicators, weighting of 
the school quality/student success indicators, and levels of student performance. 
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The following recommendations are a result of feedback received through listening tours, written feedback, the recommendations of IBAM, Governor 
Rauner, and ISBE staff deliberations. 

 ISBE Staff Recommendation IBAM Recommendation Governor’s Recommendation 
‘n’ size 

20 30 10 

Overall Weighting 
between academic 
indicators and school 
quality/student 
success indicator 

75% Academic Indicators 
25% School Quality Indicators 

51% Academic Indicators 
49% School Quality Indicators 

80% Academic Indicators 
20% School Quality Indicators 

Weighting of 
academic Indicators 

P-8 (75%) 
 Academic Attainment1 – 20% 
 Academic Growth2 – 50% 
 EL Proficiency3 – 5%  

 
9-12 (75%) 

 Academic Attainment – 20% 
 Graduation Rate4 – 50% 
 EL Proficiency – 5%  

P-8 (51%5) 
 Academic Attainment  
 Academic Growth  
 EL Proficiency – no more than 

15% 
 
9-12 (51%) 

 Academic Attainment  
 Graduation Rate  
 EL Proficiency – no more than 

15% 

K-8 (80%)  
 Academic Attainment – 20% 
 Academic Growth – 50% 
 EL Proficiency – 5% 
 [Science]6 – 5% 

 
9-12 (80%) 

 Academic Attainment – 15% 
 [Growth]7 – 50% 
 Graduation Rate – 5% 
 EL Proficiency – 5% 

                                                            
1 ESSA requires that academic attainment is measured in ELA and Mathematics. 
2 Insofar as growth receives over twice as much weight as attainment in the accountability system, ISBE will provide each school with a growth designation on the Illinois Report 
Card beginning in the 2019‐2020 school year.  This designation will provide parents, caregivers, and community members additional information on the interrelationship 
between growth and attainment as well as highlight those schools that have made substantial gains in growth. There will be a comparison of like schools and an all school 
comparison on annual growth to proficiency.  In both cases, the assigned grade for growth will use an A‐F scale. The different levels for the growth designation will be 
determined by the Technical Advisory Council. 
3 As suggested by stakeholder and recommended by the Governor, ISBE will use a five‐year timeline for proficiency, this timeline will begin no earlier than first grade (students 

can receive services in P and K settings), and proficiency will be calculated using a growth to proficiency metric. Also, ISBE will follow former and report on former ELs through 
grade 12. 
4 Until a means of measuring growth is established in grades 9‐12, ISBE recommends comparing ninth grade on track by cohort to graduation rate.  Schools that have 90% or 

greater of 9th grade student on‐track and, in four years, graduate 90% or more of those students will receive the highest designation.  Schools in which the graduation rate is 
below 67% will be eligible for comprehensive support and receive the designation indicating this eligibility regardless of the percentage of the ninth grade cohort on‐track. 
5 The IBAM report indicated that members were not able to reach a consensus on weighting.  However, members did believe that the weight between the required academic 

indicators should be distributed and not equal among required indicators.  
6 Proposed for inclusion after the Illinois Science Assessment has undergone standard setting. 
7 ESSA does not require that growth is measured in grades 9 – 12.  However, Illinois stakeholders have made it clear that a way of measuring growth is important and P20 

recommended that the administration of a second high school assessment is the most accurate way to achieve this.  Moreover, the Governor’s proposal places the greatest 
value on student growth. In order to measure this, the state must invest in a yearly high school assessment. Governor Rauner will commit to finding the funds to pay for this 
assessment. 
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The following recommendations are a result of feedback received through listening tours, written feedback, the recommendations of IBAM, Governor 
Rauner, and ISBE staff deliberations. 

 ISBE Staff Recommendation IBAM Recommendation Governor’s Recommendation 
 [Science] – 5% 

Growth Metric Simple linear regression model (i.e., 
current test scores are regressed on last 
year’s test scores).8 
 
 

Regression model  Student Growth Percentiles and Growth to 
Proficiency/Target 

                                                            
8 During the first three years of implementation (2017‐2018 school year through 2019‐2020 school year), ISBE will also run different statistical treatments on data in order to 

ensure/identify the most appropriate treatment once there is stable data (e.g., HLM, growth to proficiency, value tables, student growth percentiles).  ISBE recommends simple 
linear regression as there is a lack of prior year data as well as lack or similar performance levels across the various assessments administered in Illinois.  Simple linear regression 
can more easily support these limitations as the accountability system is first implemented. 
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The following recommendations are a result of feedback received through listening tours, written feedback, the recommendations of IBAM, Governor 
Rauner, and ISBE staff deliberations. 

 ISBE Staff Recommendation IBAM Recommendation Governor’s Recommendation 
Identification of 
School Quality/School 
Success Indicators9 

P-810 
 Chronic Absenteeism 
 Climate Survey 
 Fine Arts Participation 
  [8th Grade On Track] 
  [P-2 Indicator]11 

 
9-12 

 Chronic Absenteeism12 
 College and Career Readiness13 
 9th Grade On track 
 Climate Survey 
 Fine Arts Participation  

 
 

P-814 
 Chronic Absenteeism15 
 [8th Grade on Track] 

 
9-12 

 Chronic Absenteeism 
 9th Grade On Track 
 [College and Career Readiness] 

 

K-8 
 Chronic Absenteeism 
 Climate Surveys 
 [Broad-based curriculum 

indicator] 
 [K-2 indicator] 

 
9-12 

 Chronic Absenteeism 
 Climate Survey 
 9th Grade on Track 
 [College and Career Readiness] 
 [Broad-based curriculum indicator 

by 2018-2019: AP/IB, Dual 
Credit; arts coursework; 
coursework in three of the five 
curricular areas – CTE, fine arts, 
world languages, 
technology/computer sciences, and 
science or social studies] 

 

                                                            
9 The recommendations submitted by IBAM were developed through the work of the IBAM committee as well as that committee’s consideration of recommendations submitted 

to IBAM by the P20 Council. 
10 As recommended by the P20 Council, ISBE intends to capture the gap in resources allocation and its impact on student outcomes and opportunities in the school report card. 
11 P20 recommended an early grades indicator be developed to serve as a school quality/student success indicator. 
12 P20 recommended Chronic Absenteeism as a school quality/student success indicator.  
13 P20 recommended a multi‐faceted measure of college and career readiness as a school quality/student success indicator. The Governor’s Office is currently working with 

employers and faculty from higher education to refine the framework shared in draft #2 of the ESSA State Plan for Illinois. The inclusion of the post‐secondary faculty aligns with 
the recommendation received from the Illinois Board of Higher education (IBHE). 
14 Additional indicators recommended by P20 school quality indicators include: science/STEM, early warning, surveys, secondary to post secondary transitions. 
15 The report submitted by IBAM also indicated that the IBAM Quality Framework should, at this time, be used as a “gateway to services” for school support. P20 recommended 
that the IBAM Quality Framework should be used to conduct a needs assessment for schools identified for services through the ESSA accountability system.  ISBE is using the 
IBAM Quality Framework for this purpose through IL‐EMPOWER. 
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The following recommendations are a result of feedback received through listening tours, written feedback, the recommendations of IBAM, Governor 
Rauner, and ISBE staff deliberations. 

 ISBE Staff Recommendation IBAM Recommendation Governor’s Recommendation 
Weighting of school 
quality/student 
success indicator 

P-8 (25%) 
 Chronic Absenteeism – 10% 
 Climate Survey – 5% 
 Fine Arts Participation – 0% 
 [8th Grade On Track]16 – 5% 
 [P-2 Indicator] – 5% 

 
9-12 (25%) 

 Chronic Absenteeism – 7.5% 
 College and Career Readiness – 

6.25% 
 9th Grade On track – 6.25% 
 Climate Survey – 5% 
 Fine Arts Participation – 0% 

 

No Recommendation Provided K-8 (20%) 
 Chronic Absenteeism – 5% 
 Climate Surveys – 5% 
 [Broad-based curriculum 

indicator] – 5% 
 [K-2 indicator] – 5% 

 
9-12 (20%) 

 Chronic Absenteeism – 4% 
 Climate Survey – 4% 
 9th Grade on Track – 4% 
 [College and Career Readiness] – 

4% 
 [Broad-based curriculum indicator 

by 2018-2019: AP/IB, Dual 
Credit; arts coursework; 
coursework in three of the five 
curricular areas – CTE, fine arts, 
world languages, 
technology/computer sciences, and 
science or social studies] – 4% 

 

                                                            
16 Depending upon school configuration and until such a time when indicators identified parenthetically are available, the total weight of the school quality/school success 

indicator will be placed upon the available indicator(s) for the school configuration. 
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The following recommendations are a result of feedback received through listening tours, written feedback, the recommendations of IBAM, Governor 
Rauner, and ISBE staff deliberations. 

 ISBE Staff Recommendation IBAM Recommendation Governor’s Recommendation 
Levels of School 
Performance 

4 levels of performance17 based upon the 
accountability system.  Schools receiving 
a Tier 1 or Tier 2 summative rating18 are 
eligible to offer peer to peer support 
services to schools that have been 
identified to receive either comprehensive 
(Tier 4) or targeted services (Tier 3).19 
 
Tier 4: Lowest-Performing – Schools 
eligible for Comprehensive Services 
Tier 3: Underperforming – Schools 
eligible for Targeted Services 
Tier 2: Commendable – Schools not 
identified as underperforming or lowest-
performing but also not in the top 10% of 
schools as identified through the 
accountability system 
Tier 1: Exemplary – The top 10% of 
schools identified through the 
accountability system.  
 
Schools that have one or more low 
performing subgroups will not be able to 
receive a Tier 1 or Tier 2 designation. 
 
 

5 levels and a recommendation that ISBE 
think about descriptors rather than cut 
scores. 

A 100 point scale that emphasizes growth 
over attainment, has a greater weight for 
core academic measures, and measures the 
extent to which every district in the state is 
closing the achievement gap. 
 
Rating System 
A: Exceeds 85 or above [cannot be a 
targeted school or have less than 
95%participation] 
B: Above 75-84 
C: Meet 65-74 
D: Approaching 55-64 
F: Below – Below a score of 55 
 
An overall performance score results from 
a combination of the score out of 100(.75) 
of the accountability system added to an 
equity score 100(.25) derived from 
“closing the gap” metrics each with a 
individual weight. Each indicator in the 
accountability system has its respective 
“closing the gap” metric and weight (e.g., 
closing the gap between ELA and Math 
attainment high needs students and other 
students and/or closing the chronic 
absenteeism gap between high needs 
students and other students).  
 
 
 
 

                                                            
17 The ISBE staff recommendation for levels of school performance reflects feedback from the field on draft #3. 
18 A color scheme will be used for the purposes of data visualization (please see pages 77‐82 of the ESSA State Plan for Illinois).  More specifically, for each indicator within the 

accountability system, a school will receive a color indication.  Additionally, each subgroup within the school and for each indicator will receive a color indication.  In this way, 
parents, caregivers, and community members will be able to see all school performance on each indicator as well as individual subgroup performance. 
19 In addition to highlighting the expertise that exists in Illinois schools, this approach aligns with a recommendation from the College and Career Readiness subcommittee of the 

P20 Council. 
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