[bookmark: _Toc204868749]School Leader’s Guide to the 2025 Accountability Determinations
Background	2
Gradespans	2
Reporting Groups	2
Accountability Indicators	3
Accountability Indicators for All Districts and Schools	3
Accountability Indicators for Districts and Schools Serving High School Grades	5
Accountability Indicators Middle/High or K-12 Districts and Schools	6
Weighting of Accountability Indicators	7
Reported Measures	8
Normative Component	9
Criterion-Referenced Component	10
Student Group Reporting	17
Progress Toward Improvement Targets	17
Student Group Percentiles	18
Assessment Participation	18
Graduation Rates	20
Classification of Schools	20
Schools Requiring Assistance or Intervention	20
Schools Not Requiring Assistance or Intervention	21
Schools of Recognition	21
Insufficient Data	23
Classification of Districts	23
Districts Requiring Assistance or Intervention	23
Districts Not Requiring Assistance or Intervention	23
Insufficient Data	24
Single School Districts	24
Movement Between Categories	25
Understanding Accountability Reports	25
School Accountability Reports	25
District Accountability Reports	26
District and School Reconfigurations and Accountability Determinations	27
Discrepancies and Appeals	27
Discrepancies	28
Accountability Appeals	28
Resources	29
Appendix A: Criteria for Awarding Points for Progress Toward Improvement Targets	30

[bookmark: _Toc204956626]
Background
[bookmark: _Toc134607267]State and federal laws require that the Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education (DESE) implement a system of district and school accountability. The purpose of the accountability system is to provide clear, actionable information to families, community members, and the public about district and school performance. Additionally, the accountability system helps DESE to direct resources and assistance. The framework for our accountability system allows DESE to identify districts and schools that require assistance or intervention, as well as those that are demonstrating success. It maintains a single statewide accountability system that aligns with the Commonwealth’s priorities while meeting federal education requirements. 
[bookmark: _Toc189139915][bookmark: _Toc204868751][bookmark: _Toc204868980][bookmark: _Toc204956627]Gradespans
All schools are classified into one of three gradespan groups based on the grades served in the most recent year: 
· Non-High Schools: Serving a combination of grades 3 through 8
· High Schools: Serving a combination of grades 9 through 12
· Middle/High or K-12 Schools: Serving grade 10 and at least one other grade 3 through 8
Gradespan groups play an important role in accountability determinations in several ways. They determine which indicators are included in the accountability calculations for each district and school and are used to establish comparison groups for the purposes of calculating percentiles, which represent a school’s overall performance relative to other schools that serve similar grades.
[bookmark: _Toc134607268][bookmark: _Toc189139916][bookmark: _Toc204868752][bookmark: _Toc204868981][bookmark: _Toc204956628]Reporting Groups
In addition to reporting results for each district or school as a whole, accountability results are reported for the following 11 student groups: American Indian or Alaska Native; Asian; Black or African American; Hispanic or Latino; Multi-Race, Not Hispanic or Latino; Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander; White; Low Income; Students with Disabilities; English Learners and Former English Learners; and High Needs students (an unduplicated count of students from Low Income, Students with Disabilities, and/or English Learners and Former English Learners student groups). To report data for a student group, there must be results for at least 20 students. 
Data are also reported for each district’s and school’s lowest performing students. While this is not a separate student group, data for these students are factored into the district’s or school’s accountability determination, as described later in this document.
[bookmark: _Toc134607269][bookmark: _Toc189139917][bookmark: _Toc204868753][bookmark: _Toc204868982][bookmark: _Toc204956629]Accountability Indicators
The indicators included in each district’s or school’s accountability determination depend on the grades served in the district or school. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607270][bookmark: _Toc189139918][bookmark: _Toc204868754][bookmark: _Toc204868983][bookmark: _Toc204956630]Accountability Indicators for All Districts and Schools
The indicators used in the accountability determinations for all schools are described below.
[bookmark: _Toc204868984]Achievement in English Language Arts (ELA), Mathematics, and Science
In all schools, each school’s and student group’s MCAS achievement is measured separately by gradespan for ELA, mathematics, and science.[footnoteRef:2] Achievement results are reported as the school’s or group’s average composite scaled score on MCAS assessments. The average composite scaled score includes data for each student who was enrolled in the school as of October 1 of the same school year, and who participated in MCAS or MCAS-Alt assessments, except for first-year ELs.[footnoteRef:3] Students with disabilities who participated in the MCAS-Alt are assigned a scaled score and are included in school and student group achievement results according to the table below.  [2:  Achievement results from the spring 2025 administration of the grade 8 Civics MCAS assessment are not included in the calculation of the 2025 accountability results.]  [3:  English learners in their first year of U.S. schooling are not required to participate in the ELA MCAS assessments. They are required to participate in mathematics and science MCAS assessments for diagnostic purposes, as well as the ACCESS assessment. ] 

Table 1: MCAS Achievement Levels and MCAS-Alt Scaled Scores
	MCAS ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL
	MCAS SCALED SCORE RANGE
	MCAS-ALT
ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL
	MCAS-ALT
SCALED SCORE

	Exceeding Expectations
	530-560
	N/A
	N/A

	Meeting Expectations
	500-529
	Progressing
	500

	Partially Meeting Expectations
	470-499
	Emerging
	485

	Partially Meeting Expectations
	470-499
	Awareness
	470

	Not Meeting Expectations
	440-469
	Portfolio Incomplete
	455



To report achievement results for a school or student group, there must be ELA and mathematics achievement data for at least 20 students. 
[bookmark: _Toc204868985]Growth in ELA and Mathematics 
All districts, schools, and groups are expected to demonstrate progress in student achievement each year. The Department uses Student Growth Percentiles (SGPs) to measure how student-level achievement has grown or changed over time. Student growth percentiles are calculated separately by gradespan for ELA and mathematics and are not calculated for science. At the student level, the SGP represents how an individual student’s achievement compares to that of other students with similar MCAS histories. At the school or student group level, DESE reports the mean SGP, which represents the average student growth percentile for that school or student group, using growth results for each student who was enrolled in the school as of October 1 of the same school year. For growth results to be reported, there must be SGP data for at least 20 students.  
[bookmark: _Toc204868986]Progress Toward English Proficiency
In Massachusetts, “making progress” means that an English learner is on track to attain English proficiency within six years of first entering a Massachusetts school. A district or school may consider a student proficient when they have achieved an overall composite score of Level 4.2 on the ACCESS assessment, based on a score scale that extends from Level 1.0 (the lowest level of proficiency) to Level 6.0. 
Accountability results for districts and schools will include data for the EL progress indicator if the district or school has at least 20 ELs with progress results based on the ACCESS assessment. The EL progress indicator represents the percentage of ELs who meet annual targets that keep them on track to reach English proficiency in six years. Students are included in the annual making progress rate for the district and school in which they were assessed if they are eligible to take either the ACCESS assessment or the Alternate ACCESS assessment for two or more years.
The Department sets student-level growth-to-proficiency targets (i.e., benchmarks) using this six-year period. Each year that a student receives a score on the ACCESS assessment, DESE calculates a future progress target and difficulty index for the following year for the student. The future progress target represents the minimum proficiency level score needed on the following year’s ACCESS test to remain on track to reaching English proficiency within six years. Future progress targets are reported as an ACCESS proficiency level, ranging from Levels 1.0 to 4.2. Students receive annual benchmarks if they are classified as ELs, even if they have earned an ACCESS score of Level 4.2 or higher or have been in a Massachusetts school for longer than six years. 
On an annual basis, DESE uses progress target data to determine what percentage of students in each gradespan in the district or school made the expected progress toward attaining English proficiency. 
[bookmark: _Toc204868987]Chronic Absenteeism
Chronic absenteeism is defined as the percentage of students missing 10 percent or more of their days in membership. In a typical 180-day school year, this is the percentage of students who miss 18 or more days. To calculate the chronic absenteeism rate for a school or student group, DESE determines whether each student is or is not chronically absent based on the student’s total number of days in attendance and their total number of days in membership, as reported by the district in the Student Information Management System (SIMS). The rate is reported as the percentage of students in the school or group who are chronically absent. The chronic absenteeism calculation includes both excused and unexcused absences[footnoteRef:4] and is calculated separately by gradespan (i.e., for students in grades 1 through 8 in non-high schools and grades 9 through 12 in high schools). To be included in a school’s chronic absenteeism rate, a student must be enrolled in the school for at least 20 days at any point in the school year. However, if a student is enrolled in multiple schools within the same district in a single school year, the student is excluded from school-level chronic absenteeism rates but is included in the district rate. Chronic absenteeism rates are reported for each school and student group with at least 20 students enrolled. [4:  For guidance on reporting student attendance in SIMS, please see DESE’s Attendance and Dropout Reporting Guidance.] 

[bookmark: _Toc134607271][bookmark: _Toc189139919][bookmark: _Toc204868755][bookmark: _Toc204868988][bookmark: _Toc204956631]Accountability Indicators for Districts and Schools Serving High School Grades
In addition to the indicators described above, accountability determinations for districts and schools serving high school grades also include the following measures:
[bookmark: _Toc204868989]Four-Year Cohort Graduation Rate 
High school accountability determinations include the four-year cohort graduation rate, which represents the percentage of students in a cohort that graduate in four years or less. The cohort graduation rate is reported for any school and student group with at least 20 students enrolled in the cohort. For accountability determinations in any given year, the cohort graduation rate from the prior school year is used. For example, 2025 accountability measures are based on the four-year rate from the 2024 cohort. The graduation rate from the 2024 cohort is used in accountability determinations because this allows DESE to use a data set that has been thoroughly reviewed by district and DESE staff. The Department will not have complete graduation rate data for the 2025 cohort until late 2025, after the October SIMS reporting period and the 2025 cohort data review period have closed. 
[bookmark: _Toc204868990]Extended Engagement Rate
The extended engagement rate is the total of the five-year cohort graduation rate plus the percentage of students from the cohort who remain enrolled in the school after five years. For accountability determinations in any given year, the extended engagement rate is lagged. For example, the extended engagement rate used in the 2025 accountability determinations incorporates the 2023 five-year cohort graduation rate. The extended engagement rate is reported for any school and student group with at least 20 students enrolled in the cohort.
[bookmark: _Toc204868991]Annual Dropout Rate
High school accountability determinations include the annual dropout rate, which measures the percentage of students in grades 9 through 12 who drop out of school each year. The annual dropout rate is reported for any school and student group with at least 20 students enrolled in grades 9 through 12. For accountability determinations in any given year, the annual dropout rate from the prior year is used. For example, 2025 accountability measures include dropout rate data from 2024.
[bookmark: _Toc204868992]Advanced Coursework Completion
High school accountability determinations include a measure of advanced coursework completion. This indicator is reported as the percentage of all students enrolled in 11th and 12th grades who complete at least one advanced course, based on data provided by districts via the Student Course Schedule (SCS) data collection. Advanced courses include Advanced Placement (AP), International Baccalaureate (IB), Project Lead the Way (PLTW), dual enrollment for post-secondary credit, Chapter 74-approved vocational/technical secondary cooperative education programs and Articulation Agreement courses, and other DESE-selected rigorous courses. Eligible courses extend beyond traditional AP courses and do not necessitate student participation in AP tests. This indicator is included in the results for any school or student group with at least 20 students enrolled in grades 11 and 12. See DESE’s List of Advanced Courses for Accountability Reporting for a more detailed description of the advanced coursework completion measure. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607272][bookmark: _Toc189139920][bookmark: _Toc204868756][bookmark: _Toc204868993][bookmark: _Toc204956632]Accountability Indicators Middle/High or K-12 Districts and Schools
In Massachusetts, most public school districts serve grades Kindergarten through 12. Additionally, there are some schools, referred to as middle/high schools, which serve a combination of non-high school and high school grades (e.g., grades 7 through 12, grades K through 12, etc.). Because results from MCAS tests in grades 3 through 8 cannot be combined with results from the high school MCAS tests, accountability determinations for K-12 districts and middle/high or K-12 schools are made by assessing each district’s, school’s, and student group’s performance on each of the accountability indicators in non-high school and high school grades separately. An example of the indicators used in a K-12 district’s accountability determination is included in the table below. 
Table 2: Indicators for Districts and Schools Serving Non-High School and High School Grades
	INDICATORS FOR
NON-HIGH SCHOOL GRADES
	INDICATORS FOR
HIGH SCHOOL GRADES

	· ELA average composite scaled score
· Mathematics average composite scaled score
· Science average composite scaled score
· ELA mean SGP
· Mathematics mean SGP
· Progress toward English proficiency 
· Chronic absenteeism rate
	· ELA average composite scaled score
· Mathematics average composite scaled score
· Science average composite scaled score
· ELA mean SGP
· Mathematics mean SGP
· Progress toward English proficiency 
· Four-year cohort graduation rate
· Extended engagement rate
· Annual dropout rate 
· Chronic absenteeism
· Advanced coursework completion rate



[bookmark: _Toc134607273][bookmark: _Toc189139921][bookmark: _Toc204868757][bookmark: _Toc204868994][bookmark: _Toc204956633]Weighting of Accountability Indicators 
For 2025 accountability reporting, DESE uses a ratio of achievement to growth of 3 to 1. Depending on the availability of data for each accountability indicator, the actual percentages may vary, as shown in the tables below. 
[bookmark: _Ref14945224]Table 3: Accountability Indicator Weightings for Non-High Schools
	[bookmark: _Hlk204858363]INDICATOR
	MEASURES
	WEIGHTING WITH DATA FOR THE EL PROGRESS INDICATOR
	WEIGHTING WITHOUT DATA FOR THE EL PROGRESS INDICATOR

	Achievement
	· ELA, math, and science achievement
	60%
	67.5%

	Student growth
	· ELA and math SGP
	20%
	22.5%

	Progress toward English proficiency
	· Progress made by students toward attaining English language proficiency
	10%
	N/A

	Additional indicators
	· Chronic absenteeism
	10%
	10%


[bookmark: _Ref14945246]
Table 4: Accountability Indicator Weightings for High Schools 
	INDICATOR
	MEASURES
	WEIGHTING WITH DATA FOR THE EL PROGRESS INDICATOR
	WEIGHTING WITHOUT DATA FOR THE EL PROGRESS INDICATOR

	Achievement
	· ELA, math, and science achievement
	40%
	47.5%

	Student growth
	· ELA and math SGP
	20%
	22.5%

	High school completion
	· Four-year cohort graduation rate
· Extended engagement rate
· Annual dropout rate
	20%
	20%

	Progress toward English proficiency
	· Progress made by students toward attaining English language proficiency
	10%
	N/A

	Additional indicators
	· Chronic absenteeism
· Advanced coursework completion
	10%
	10%



The tables above include two weighting columns: one for schools with data for the EL progress indicator, and one for schools without data for that indicator. In schools without sufficient data for the EL progress indicator, the weight for that indicator is distributed proportionally across achievement and growth to maintain the 3 to 1 ratio. 
The weighting is applied to the indicator (for example, achievement or growth), and each measure within the indicator has an equal share of the weight. For example, if achievement is weighted at 60 percent, then ELA, mathematics, and science are each worth 20 percent. In a school that does not administer the science assessment, ELA and mathematics are each worth 30 percent.
In middle/high and K-12 schools and districts, the weighting in Table 3 is applied to the indicators for non-high school grades and the weighting in Table 4 is applied to the indicators for high school grades. Additionally, at the high school level, the high school completion indicators are considered part of achievement when measuring the ratio of achievement to growth. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607274][bookmark: _Toc189139922][bookmark: _Toc204868758][bookmark: _Toc204868995][bookmark: _Toc204956634]Reported Measures
Accountability determinations consist of a normative component and a criterion-referenced component, which are used to classify districts and schools into accountability categories.  
[bookmark: _Toc134607275][bookmark: _Toc189139923][bookmark: _Toc204868759][bookmark: _Toc204868996][bookmark: _Toc204956635]Normative Component
The normative component, or accountability percentile, measures the performance of all students in a school compared to other schools in the state. This measure is reported as a percentile, from 1 to 99, which is calculated using three years of data for all available accountability indicators for the school. Schools are grouped together by gradespan based on the statewide assessments that they administer: non-high schools, serving a combination of grades 3 through 8; middle/high and K-12 schools, serving one or more grades 3 through 8 and grade 10; and high schools, where the only tested grade is grade 10. 
[bookmark: _Ref15045484]Within the non-high school gradespan group, 2023 data for each individual indicator are separately compared, ranked, and assigned a percentile.[footnoteRef:5] The individual indicator percentiles are then combined and weighted according to the indicator weighting rules described above. The same process is applied to the 2024 and 2025 data for each accountability indicator. The resulting 2023, 2024, and 2025 weighted values are then combined in a weighted average, with 2023 data worth 15 percent, 2024 data worth 25 percent, and 2025 data worth 60 percent. The resulting weighted average is then ranked and assigned a percentile. This final number, the accountability percentile, provides information about how a non-high school is doing compared to all other non-high schools in the state.  [5:  For each of the achievement, growth, and EL progress indicators, data for all non-high schools are compared to one another. For the chronic absenteeism indicator, data are compared within smaller school type categories: elementary schools, elementary/middle schools, and middle schools. These school types are assigned to each non-high school and to the non-high school grades in middle/high and K-12 schools, based on the grades they serve. Comparing chronic absenteeism rates within these smaller school type categories allows DESE to use a more equitable relative measure of chronic absenteeism rates within the percentile calculation. ] 

A similar process is used to calculate high school accountability percentiles; however, the number of indicators and their weights differ, as described above. Additionally, when calculating ranks for the advanced coursework, graduation rate, extended engagement rate, and dropout rate indicators, data for all schools serving high school grades, including middle/high and K-12 schools, are compared. 
To calculate the accountability percentile for middle/high and K-12 schools, DESE calculates the three-year weighted percentiles for the non-high school and high school gradespans separately, as described above. The non-high school and high school values are then combined into a single number by weighting them based on the proportion of the school’s total enrollment in each gradespan. This number is then ranked and assigned a final percentile, which represents the accountability percentile for the middle/high or K-12 school. 
The accountability percentile is calculated only at the school level; it is not calculated at the district level. Additionally, accountability percentiles are not calculated for schools ending in grade 3 or other small schools that do not have sufficient achievement and growth data. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607276][bookmark: _Toc189139924][bookmark: _Toc204868760][bookmark: _Toc204868997][bookmark: _Toc204956636]Criterion-Referenced Component
The criterion-referenced component measures a district’s or school’s progress toward improvement targets. The Department uses data from all students in the district or school and the lowest performing students in the district or school to determine overall progress toward targets. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607277][bookmark: _Toc204868998]Establishing the Lowest Performing Students Group 
To better control for student transiency, DESE measures the performance of each school’s lowest performing students who have been enrolled for multiple years. Schools remain responsible for the annual performance of all students, as aggregate and student group results include all students enrolled in the school as of October 1. However, results for the lowest performing students group include only students meeting specific criteria, such as being enrolled in the same school for two years, not being recent English learners, and having MCAS scores from the standard administration of the assessment in both ELA and mathematics.
The Department uses two approaches to assess this group's progress: the cohort model for schools with multiple tested grades and sufficient student counts, and the year-to-year model for high schools and schools with only one tested grade per gradespan or high schools. The cohort model compares the same students’ performance over two years, while the year-to-year model compares the performance of the lowest performing students from one year to a similar group the following year. Schools serving both non-high school and high school grades have separate groups for each gradespan, using the appropriate model. At the district level, the process is similar but considers students continuously enrolled in the same district rather than the same school, and rankings are done across all non-high school students in the district. 
The Department’s Establishing the Lowest Performing Students Group document describes the detailed methodology used to establish this group. If a district or school does not have test results for enough students to establish a reportable lowest performing students group in each gradespan, the district’s or school’s accountability determination is based on the performance of all students. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607279][bookmark: _Toc204868999]Targets
For each district or school as a whole and for the lowest performing students group, improvement targets are set for each of the accountability indicators as shown in the tables below. 




Table 5: Setting Targets for Accountability Indicators
	INDICATOR
	NON-HIGH SCHOOL –  ALL STUDENTS
	NON-HIGH SCHOOL – LOWEST PERFORMING STUDENTS
	HIGH SCHOOL –  ALL STUDENTS
	HIGH SCHOOL – LOWEST PERFORMING STUDENTS

	ELA achievement
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔

	Math achievement
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔

	Science achievement
	✔
	-
	✔
	✔[footnoteRef:6] [6:  The Department reports high school science achievement results for the lowest performing students group in schools and single-school districts only. ] 


	ELA SGP
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔

	Math SGP
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔

	Four-year cohort graduation rate
	-
	-
	✔
	-

	Extended engagement rate
	-
	-
	✔
	-

	Annual dropout rate
	-
	-
	✔
	-

	EL progress
	✔
	-
	✔
	-

	Chronic absenteeism
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔

	Advanced coursework completion
	-
	-
	✔
	-



In 2025, targets are set only for one year, using 2024 data as the baseline. Increments for 2026-2027 are provided for informational purposes only and are subject to change. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607280][bookmark: _Toc204869000]Target-Setting Methodology
The Department’s 2025 target-setting methodology assigns improvement goals for each accountability indicator using a specific approach tailored to the type of measure reported. For MCAS achievement in ELA, mathematics, and science, districts, schools, and groups were assigned to either the “Recovery Path” (if achievement declined from 2019 to 2022) or the “Path Forward” (if achievement improved or remained steady from 2019 to 2022), and paths are updated based on more recent results relative to 2019. Newly eligible groups are generally assigned to the Path Forward using quartile-based increments.
Other indicators follow distinct methodologies. For student growth in ELA and mathematics, the goal is to achieve or exceed an SGP of 50. English Learner (EL) progress targets are set based on difficulty index quartiles. Targets for graduation rates, extended engagement rates, advanced coursework completion, and chronic absenteeism are based on a multi-year analysis of historical improvement. Finally, dropout rate targets are based on a 10 percent reduction in the annual rate. For each indicator, a district school, or group must have data for at least 20 students in the prior year to receive a 2025 target.
For additional details on how targets are set, see DESE’s target-setting methodology document.
[bookmark: _Toc134607281][bookmark: _Toc204869001]Annual Criterion-Referenced Component Calculation
The annual criterion-referenced target percentage measures each district’s, school’s, and student group’s change in performance from one year to the next. Based on each target and actual performance, DESE assigns points for each indicator as shown in the table below.
Table 6: Criterion-Referenced Point Assignments
	POINTS
	LABEL FOR ACHIEVEMENT, HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETION, EL PROGRESS, AND ADDITIONAL INDICATORS
	LABEL FOR GROWTH INDICATORS

	4
	Exceeded target
	Exceeded Typical Growth

	3
	Met target
	Typical Growth – High

	2
	Improved
	Typical Growth – Low

	1
	No change
	Low Growth

	0
	Declined
	Very Low Growth



Detailed criteria for assigning points for each accountability indicator are described in Appendix A. 
For the district or school, the actual points earned and the total possible points are reported for each indicator. The points earned are combined, weighted according to the weightings described in Tables 3 and 4 above, and calculated into a percentage of possible points for the all students group. The same is done for the lowest performing students group. The percentage of possible points values for the all students group and the lowest performing students group are averaged equally, resulting in the district’s or school’s criterion-referenced target percentage. The goal is to earn a target percentage of 75 or higher, which indicates that on average, the district or school is meeting or exceeding targets for each accountability indicator. An example of this calculation for a non-high school is displayed in the table below. 


Table 7: Sample Annual Criterion-Referenced Target Percentage Calculation, Non-High School
	INDICATOR
	ALL STUDENTS – POINTS EARNED
	ALL STUDENTS – TOTAL POSSIBLE POINTS
	ALL STUDENTS – WEIGHT
	LOWEST PERFORMING STUDENTS – POINTS EARNED
	LOWEST PERFORMING STUDENTS – TOTAL POSSIBLE POINTS
	LOWEST PERFORMING STUDENTS – WEIGHT

	ELA scaled score 
	3
	4
	-
	2
	4
	-

	Math scaled score 
	2
	4
	-
	2
	4
	-

	Science scaled score
	2
	4
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Achievement total
	7
	12
	60%
	4
	8
	67.5%

	ELA SGP
	4
	4
	-
	4
	4
	-

	Math SGP
	3
	4
	-
	4
	4
	-

	Growth total
	7
	8
	20%
	8
	8
	22.5%

	EL progress
	2
	4
	10%
	-
	-
	-

	Chronic absenteeism 
	3
	4
	10%
	4
	4
	10%

	Weighted total
	6.1
	9.6
	-
	4.9
	7.6
	-

	Percentage of possible points
	63.5%
	-
	-
	64.5%
	-
	-

	Annual criterion-referenced target percentage
	64%
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-



The annual criterion-referenced target percentage is calculated by dividing the weighted total points earned by the weighted total possible points:
· Weighted total of points earned = (Total achievement points earned x Achievement weight) + (Total growth points earned x Growth weight) + (Total high school completion points earned x High school completion weight) + (EL progress points earned x EL progress weight) + (Total additional indicator points earned x Additional indicator weight)
· Weighted total of possible points = (Total achievement possible points x Achievement weight) + (Total growth possible points x Growth weight) + (Total high school completion possible points x High school completion weight) + (EL progress possible points x EL progress weight) + (Total additional indicator possible points x Additional indicator weight)
At the high school level, a similar calculation is done using all available indicators and the related indicator weightings. An example of this calculation for a high school is displayed in the table below. 


Table 8: Sample Annual Criterion-Referenced Target Percentage Calculation, High School
	INDICATOR
	ALL STUDENTS – POINTS EARNED
	ALL STUDENTS – TOTAL POSSIBLE POINTS
	ALL STUDENTS – WEIGHT
	LOWEST PERFORMING STUDENTS – POINTS EARNED
	LOWEST PERFORMING STUDENTS – TOTAL POSSIBLE POINTS
	LOWEST PERFORMING STUDENTS – WEIGHT

	ELA scaled score 
	3
	4
	-
	2
	4
	-

	Math scaled score 
	2
	4
	-
	2
	4
	-

	Science scaled score
	2
	4
	-
	1
	4
	-

	Achievement total
	7
	12
	40%
	5
	12
	67.5%

	ELA SGP
	4
	4
	-
	4
	4
	-

	Math SGP
	3
	4
	-
	4
	4
	-

	Growth total
	7
	8
	20%
	8
	8
	22.5%

	4-year cohort graduation rate
	3
	4
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Extended engagement rate
	4
	4
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Annual dropout rate
	3
	4
	-
	-
	-
	-

	High school completion total
	10
	12
	20%
	-
	-
	-

	EL progress
	2
	4
	10%
	-
	-
	-

	Chronic absenteeism
	3
	4
	-
	4
	4
	-

	Advanced coursework completion
	3
	4
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Additional indicators total
	6
	8
	10%
	4
	4
	10%

	Weighted total
	7.0
	10.0
	-
	5.6
	10.3
	-

	Percentage of possible points
	70.0%
	-
	-
	54.1%
	-
	-

	Annual criterion-referenced target percentage
	62%
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-



For middle/high and K-12 schools and districts, progress toward targets for each of the accountability indicators is measured separately for all students and the lowest performing students in non-high school grades and high school grades, resulting in one annual criterion-referenced target percentage for the non-high school gradespan and one for the high school gradespan (combining the calculations shown in Tables 7 and 8). Those values are weighted according to the proportion of enrolled students within each gradespan and are combined into a single, annual criterion-referenced target percentage for the district or school. 
The 2025 accountability results for most districts and schools will include the calculation of two annual criterion-referenced target percentages: one that measures the change in performance from 2023 to 2024, and another that measures the change from 2024 to 2025. These two annual criterion-referenced target percentages are averaged into a single, cumulative criterion-referenced target percentage for each district and school. 
[bookmark: _Toc29198363][bookmark: _Toc204869002]Cumulative Criterion-Referenced Target Percentage
Using the annual criterion-referenced target percentages from 2024 and 2025, DESE produces a single, cumulative criterion-referenced target percentage that represents overall progress towards improvement targets over multiple years. Within this calculation, the annual percentages are combined in a weighted average, giving more weight to the most recent year (e.g., 40 percent for 2024 and 60 percent for 2025). If a district or school only has a 2025 annual criterion-referenced target percentage, that percentage serves as the cumulative target percentage. A sample cumulative criterion-referenced target percentage calculation is shown in the table below.
Table : Sample Cumulative Criterion-Referenced Target Percentage Calculation
	VALUE
	2024
	2025

	Annual criterion-referenced target percentage (%)
	68
	83

	Weight (%)
	40
	60

	Cumulative criterion-referenced target percentage
(2024 x 40%) + (2025 x 60%)
	-
	77%



The cumulative criterion-referenced target percentage is reported as the degree to which targets have been met. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607283][bookmark: _Toc189139925][bookmark: _Toc204868761][bookmark: _Toc204869003][bookmark: _Toc204956637]Student Group Reporting 
While a district’s or school’s accountability determination is primarily based on the performance of the district or school as a whole, DESE also reports accountability results at the student group level.
[bookmark: _Toc134607284][bookmark: _Toc189139926][bookmark: _Toc204868762][bookmark: _Toc204869004][bookmark: _Toc204956638]Progress Toward Improvement Targets
For each student group in a district or school, progress toward improvement targets is reported using the criterion-referenced component described above. The overall accountability determination for a student group is reported as the degree to which targets have been met using results for all students in the student group; DESE does not identify the lowest performing students within a student group. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607285][bookmark: _Toc189139927][bookmark: _Toc204868763][bookmark: _Toc204869005][bookmark: _Toc204956639]Student Group Percentiles
In addition to the criterion-referenced component, each student group with sufficient achievement and growth results also receives a student group percentile. The student group percentile measures the group’s relative standing compared to like groups statewide (e.g., by comparing results from the students with disabilities group in one high school to all other students with disabilities groups in high schools statewide). The student group percentile is calculated using three years of data, using the same process as the normative accountability percentile described above: by ranking 2023, 2024, and 2025 data from all available accountability indicators (including, at a minimum, achievement and growth in both ELA and mathematics), for each student group and combining them into a single, final percentile value, from 1 to 99. This allows DESE to identify schools in which the overall performance of the school may be masking the performance of one or more low-performing groups.
[bookmark: _Toc134607286][bookmark: _Toc189139928][bookmark: _Toc204868764][bookmark: _Toc204869006][bookmark: _Toc204956640]Assessment Participation
State and federal laws require high levels of student participation in statewide assessments. Assessment participation rates are calculated separately for ELA, mathematics, and science,[footnoteRef:7] for each district and school with at least 20 students enrolled in tested grades. Each district and school as a whole is expected to maintain a participation rate of 95 percent or higher for each subject-area test. A sample participation rate calculation for all students in a district or school is shown in the table below.  [7:  Data from the spring 2025 administration of the grade 8 Civics MCAS assessment are not included in the calculation of assessment participation rates used in the 2025 accountability determinations. ] 

Table : Sample Participation Rate Calculation – All Students
	ELA ENROLLED
	ELA ASSESSED
	ELA %
	MATH ENROLLED
	MATH ASSESSED
	MATH %
	SCIENCE ENROLLED
	SCIENCE ASSESSED
	SCIENCE 
%

	1,030
	1,010
	98
	1,033
	1,021
	99
	424
	416
	98



At the student group level, assessment participation is calculated for the group as a whole, with all subjects combined (e.g., measuring the percentage of ELA, mathematics, and science tests combined that were taken by the group). Rates are calculated for each student group that has 20 or more students enrolled in at least one subject. Each district and school is expected to maintain a combined-subject participation rate of 95 percent or higher for each student group. This approach minimizes the effect of a small number of non-participants in small student groups. A sample student group-level participation rate calculation is shown in the table below. 
Table : Sample Participation Rate Calculation – Student Groups
	ELA ENROLLED
	ELA ASSESSED
	MATH ENROLLED
	MATH ASSESSED
	SCIENCE ENROLLED
	SCIENCE ASSESSED
	TOTAL ENROLLED
	TOTAL ASSESSED
	%

	118
	105
	119
	119
	49
	48
	286
	272
	95



Regardless of the reporting level (e.g., overall district or school rates or student group rates), participation is calculated two ways for use in accountability determinations. First, the 2025 participation rate is calculated. If the actual 2025 participation rate is lower than 95 percent, that rate will be compared to the most recent two-year assessment participation rate for the group or subject (e.g., the sum of the 2024 and 2025 tested students, divided by the sum of the 2024 and 2025 enrolled students). The higher of the two resulting rates will be factored into the district’s or school’s overall accountability determination. This two-step approach further minimizes the impact of a small number of non-participants in small student groups.
Participation requirements for each of the assessments are as follows:
· MCAS: State law requires that all students in the tested grades who are educated with Massachusetts public funds participate in grade-level MCAS tests that correspond with the grade in which they are reported in SIMS. This includes students with disabilities, ELs, and students who are educated in outplacement settings. Any student who is absent for one or more test sessions is reported as a nonparticipant and counts against the participation rate calculation for the district or school as a whole and for any student group of which the student is a member, with two exceptions:
· First-year ELs: For students who are in their first year of U.S. schooling, schools have the option of administering ELA MCAS tests to first year ELs. However, first year ELs must participate in mathematics and science MCAS tests for diagnostic purposes. Their achievement results are not included in accountability calculations. 
· Students absent from testing with medical documentation: Students reported as Not Tested Medically Documented Absent (NTM) are excluded from the participation rate calculation for each MCAS subject-area test for which they were absent (with medical documentation). This applies only to the participation rates calculated for the purposes of accountability reporting, and only to those students correctly reported as NTM during the MCAS test administration or discrepancy reporting windows. 
· ACCESS: To comply with federal and state laws, all ELs are required to participate in the ACCESS English language acquisition assessment. ACCESS participation is required for all ELs in addition to each of the MCAS tests scheduled for their grade, regardless of the program and services they are receiving. This includes first-year ELs, who may be exempt from ELA MCAS testing in their first year of U.S. schooling. Any student designated in SIMS as an EL or first-year EL that does not take ACCESS is reported as a nonparticipant and counts against the ELA participation rate calculation in the aggregate and in any student group of which the student is a member.
Detailed guidance related to student participation in statewide assessments is available on DESE’s assessment website. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607287][bookmark: _Toc189139929][bookmark: _Toc204868765][bookmark: _Toc204869007][bookmark: _Toc204956641]Graduation Rates 
Federal law requires states to identify any school that does not graduate two-thirds of its students as requiring support. Therefore, any district or school in which the most recent four-year cohort graduation rate for all students is below 66.7 percent is identified as requiring assistance or intervention, regardless of the district’s or school’s performance on other accountability measures. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607288][bookmark: _Toc189139930][bookmark: _Toc204868766][bookmark: _Toc204869008][bookmark: _Toc204956642]Classification of Schools
School results are reported in two categories: schools requiring assistance or intervention and schools not requiring assistance or intervention. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607289][bookmark: _Toc189139931][bookmark: _Toc204868767][bookmark: _Toc204869009][bookmark: _Toc204956643]Schools Requiring Assistance or Intervention
A school requiring assistance or intervention is identified as:
· In need of broad/comprehensive support, if it is designated underperforming or chronically underperforming at the discretion of the Commissioner of Elementary and Secondary Education; or
· In need of focused/targeted support, if it has not been identified as in need of broad/comprehensive support, and:
· Is among the lowest 10 percent of schools statewide, as measured by the accountability percentile; 
· Has one or more student groups among the lowest performing 5 percent of student groups statewide, as measured by the student group percentile; 
· Has a low graduation rate for all students (below 66.7 percent for the most recent four-year rate); and/or
· Has low assessment participation (below 95 percent) for the school as a whole or for one or more student groups.
[bookmark: _Toc134607290][bookmark: _Toc189139932][bookmark: _Toc204868768][bookmark: _Toc204869010][bookmark: _Toc204956644]Schools Not Requiring Assistance or Intervention
A school that does not meet the criteria listed above is identified as not requiring assistance or intervention. The Department reports results for these schools based on their overall progress toward improvement targets, as measured by the criterion-referenced component of the system. In 2025, schools are reported as: meeting or exceeding targets, if they have a criterion-referenced target percentage of 75 percent or higher; substantial progress toward targets if they have a criterion-referenced target percentage from 50 to 74 percent; moderate progress toward targets if they have a criterion-referenced target percentage from 25 to 49 percent; or limited or no progress toward targets if they have a criterion-referenced target percentage below 25 percent.  
[bookmark: _Toc134607291][bookmark: _Toc189139933][bookmark: _Toc204868769][bookmark: _Toc204869011][bookmark: _Toc204956645]Schools of Recognition
A subset of schools classified as not requiring assistance or intervention are recognized for their performance. Schools of Recognition are identified each fall when official district and school accountability results are released to the public. 
The table below illustrates the accountability categories for schools. 


Table 12: Accountability Categories for Schools
	CATEGORY
	ASSISTANCE REQUIRED
	DESCRIPTION

	Schools of Recognition
	Not requiring assistance or intervention
	· A school demonstrating high achievement, significant improvement, and/or high growth, and
· Does not meet any conditions for Focused/Targeted Support or Broad/Comprehensive Support

	Meeting or Exceeding Targets
	Not requiring assistance or intervention
	· Criterion-referenced target percentage: 75-100, and
· Does not meet any conditions for Focused/Targeted Support or Broad/Comprehensive Support

	Substantial Progress Toward Targets
	Not requiring assistance or intervention
	· Criterion-referenced target percentage: 50-74, and
· Does not meet any conditions for Focused/Targeted Support or Broad/Comprehensive Support

	Moderate Progress Toward Targets
	Not requiring assistance or intervention
	· Criterion-referenced target percentage: 25-49, and
· Does not meet any conditions for Focused/Targeted Support or Broad/Comprehensive Support

	Limited or No Progress Toward Targets
	Not requiring assistance or intervention
	· Criterion-referenced target percentage: 0-24, and
· Does not meet any conditions for Focused/Targeted Support or Broad/Comprehensive Support

	Focused/Targeted Support
	Requiring assistance or intervention
	A school that meets any of the following conditions, and none of those for Broad/Comprehensive Support:
· Accountability percentile 1-10
· Low graduation rate
· One or more low performing student groups, as measured by the student group percentile
· Low assessment participation

	Broad/Comprehensive Support
	Requiring assistance or intervention
	A school that has been designated as one of the following by the Commissioner:
· Underperforming school
· Chronically underperforming school


[bookmark: _Toc134607292][bookmark: _Toc189139934][bookmark: _Toc204868770][bookmark: _Toc204869012][bookmark: _Toc204956646]Insufficient Data
Each year, a small number of schools are assigned an accountability classification of Insufficient data. Schools with this classification generally do not serve tested grades or are too new or too small to calculate the results needed to produce an accountability determination. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607293][bookmark: _Toc189139935][bookmark: _Toc204868771][bookmark: _Toc204869013][bookmark: _Toc204956647]Classification of Districts
Each district is classified based on the results of all students in the district and its lowest performing students. District results are reported in two categories: districts requiring assistance or intervention and districts not requiring assistance or intervention. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607294][bookmark: _Toc189139936][bookmark: _Toc204868772][bookmark: _Toc204869014][bookmark: _Toc204956648]Districts Requiring Assistance or Intervention
A district requiring assistance or intervention is identified as:
· In need of broad/comprehensive support, if, upon the recommendation of the Commissioner, it is designated underperforming or chronically underperforming by the Board of Elementary and Secondary Education; or
· In need of focused/targeted support, if it has not been identified as in need of broad/comprehensive support, and has:
· A low graduation rate for all students (below 66.7 percent for the most recent four-year rate), and/or
· Low assessment participation (below 95 percent) for the district as a whole or for one or more student groups.
[bookmark: _Toc134607295][bookmark: _Toc189139937][bookmark: _Toc204868773][bookmark: _Toc204869015][bookmark: _Toc204956649]Districts Not Requiring Assistance or Intervention
A district that does not meet the criteria listed above is identified as not requiring assistance or intervention. The Department reports results for these districts based on their overall progress toward improvement targets, as measured by the criterion-referenced component of the system. In 2025, districts are reported as: meeting or exceeding targets, if they have a criterion-referenced target percentage of 75 percent or higher; substantial progress toward targets if they have a criterion-referenced target percentage from 50 to 74 percent; moderate progress toward targets if they have a criterion-referenced target percentage from 25 to 49 percent; or limited or no progress toward targets if they have a criterion-referenced target percentage below 25 percent. 
The table below illustrates the accountability categories for districts. 


Table 13: Accountability Categories for Districts
	[bookmark: _Toc134607296]CATEGORY
	ASSISTANCE REQUIRED
	DESCRIPTION

	Meeting or Exceeding Targets
	Not requiring assistance or intervention
	· Criterion-referenced target percentage: 75-100, and
· Does not meet any conditions for Focused/Targeted Support or Broad/Comprehensive Support

	Substantial Progress Toward Targets
	Not requiring assistance or intervention
	· Criterion-referenced target percentage: 50-74, and
· Does not meet any conditions for Focused/Targeted Support or Broad/Comprehensive Support

	Moderate Progress Toward Targets
	Not requiring assistance or intervention
	· Criterion-referenced target percentage: 25-49, and
· Does not meet any conditions for Focused/Targeted Support or Broad/Comprehensive Support

	Limited or No Progress Toward Targets
	Not requiring assistance or intervention
	· Criterion-referenced target percentage: 0-24, and
· Does not meet any conditions for Focused/Targeted Support or Broad/Comprehensive Support

	Focused/Targeted Support
	Requiring assistance or intervention
	A district that meets either of the conditions below, and neither of those for Broad/Comprehensive Support:
· Low graduation rate
· Low assessment participation

	Broad/Comprehensive Support
	Requiring assistance or intervention
	A district that has been designated as one of the following:
· Underperforming district
· Chronically underperforming district



[bookmark: _Toc189139938][bookmark: _Toc204868774][bookmark: _Toc204869016][bookmark: _Toc204956650]Insufficient Data
Each year, a small number of districts are assigned an accountability classification of Insufficient data. Districts with this classification generally do not serve tested grades or are too new or too small to calculate the results needed to produce an accountability determination. 
[bookmark: _Toc134607297][bookmark: _Toc189139939][bookmark: _Toc204868775][bookmark: _Toc204869017][bookmark: _Toc204956651]Single School Districts
Public school districts in Massachusetts that consist of only one school are referred to as single school districts. For 2025 accountability reporting, single school districts receive two accountability reports: one for the school and one for the district. The difference between district and school results for single school districts are likely small and are related to the data used in the calculations. 
At the school level, the accountability percentile and criterion-referenced measures include only those students who are enrolled and educated in the school as of October 1, while district-level criterion-referenced data include results for all students enrolled in the district, including students who enrolled after October 1 and students who are educated in outplacement settings. As a result, baselines, indicator-level results, targets, and assigned points may vary. Additionally, accountability percentiles are only calculated for the school, using school-level data. 
[bookmark: _Toc495670317][bookmark: _Toc134607298][bookmark: _Toc189139940][bookmark: _Toc204868776][bookmark: _Toc204869018][bookmark: _Toc204956652]Movement Between Categories
In general, districts and schools can move between categories from year to year based on their progress toward targets and, at the school level, their accountability percentile. An underperforming or chronically underperforming school is designated as such by the Commissioner of Elementary and Secondary Education and can only be removed from that status by the Commissioner. Similarly, an underperforming or chronically underperforming district is designated as such by the Board of Elementary and Secondary Education and can only be removed from that status by the Board.[footnoteRef:8] [8:  M.G.L. c. 15, § 55A and c. 69, §§ 1J and 1K, and 603 CMR 2.00] 

[bookmark: _Toc435178326][bookmark: _Toc435178532][bookmark: _Toc495670318][bookmark: _Toc134607299][bookmark: _Toc189139941][bookmark: _Toc204868777][bookmark: _Toc204869019][bookmark: _Toc204956653]Understanding Accountability Reports
Accountability reports for the state and its districts and schools are updated annually. Once official results are released to the public, they can be found on DESE’s School and District Profiles website.
[bookmark: _Toc435178327][bookmark: _Toc435178533][bookmark: _Toc495670319][bookmark: _Toc134607300][bookmark: _Toc189139942][bookmark: _Toc204868778][bookmark: _Toc204869020][bookmark: _Toc204956654]School Accountability Reports
Accountability results for schools contain four parts:
· Summary information about the school, including grades served and Title I status; the school’s accountability determination and the reason(s) for the classification; a percentile from 1 to 99 indicating the school’s overall performance relative to other schools that serve similar grades; the criterion-referenced target percentage for the school; and a notation indicating whether the school met its targets. 
· Information about how criterion-referenced target percentages for the school are calculated. This information can be viewed by clicking the Overall Results tab.
· Student group-level information, including student group percentiles and criterion-referenced target percentages for each group for which there is sufficient data. This information can be accessed by clicking the Student Group Results tab and selecting a group from the dropdown menu. 
· Detailed data for each accountability indicator used in the criterion-referenced component of the system. This section of the report also shows detailed assessment participation rates for all groups in the school. To view this part of the report, click the tab titled Detailed Data for Each Indicator.
In addition to the information described above, school accountability reports include an indication of whether the school has been assigned a federal accountability designation. The federal Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) requires states to identify schools as: in need of comprehensive support and improvement (CSI) if they have a graduation rate below 66.7 percent or if they are among the lowest performing 5 percent of Title I schools statewide; or in need of targeted support and improvement (TSI) if they have one or more consistently low performing student groups. A consistently low performing student group is defined as a group with a student group percentile of 5 or below in both 2024 and 2025. A subset of TSI schools may be identified as requiring additional targeted support and improvement (ATSI) if one or more of their consistently low performing student groups demonstrates performance below that of the 5th percentile Title I school. If a school is assigned a federal designation, it is displayed in the Organization Information section at the top of the accountability report. Schools with any of these federal designations may have additional planning requirements. 
[bookmark: _Toc435178328][bookmark: _Toc435178534][bookmark: _Toc495670320][bookmark: _Toc134607301][bookmark: _Toc189139943][bookmark: _Toc204868779][bookmark: _Toc204869021][bookmark: _Toc204956655]District Accountability Reports
Accountability results for districts are reported the same way as for schools, with a few important differences: 
· An accountability percentile is not displayed. The Department does not calculate accountability percentiles for districts. 
· Summary information for each school in the district is available from the district report, on the tab titled Schools in this District. The inclusion of this information allows interested parties to quickly access individual school reports.  
In addition, there may also be a difference in some of the figures displayed in the district accountability report from those in the school accountability report(s). District accountability reports typically include data for more students than school reports:
· District reports include the assessment results of all students in the district, including those who are educated in private settings and educational collaboratives for the purpose of receiving special education or other services, while school reports only include students enrolled in the school. 
· In some cases, a student group in a school may not qualify for an accountability determination because fewer than 20 students in the group were assessed on ELA, mathematics, or science tests, but when the assessment results for all the students in the group across the district are combined, the group is large enough to be included on the district’s report. 
· District reports include all students enrolled in the district during the testing window,[footnoteRef:9] while calculations for an individual school only include students enrolled in the school as of October 1 and tested in the same school during the testing window (the period between the March and June SIMS submissions). [9:  At the district level, achievement results include all students enrolled in the district at the time of testing, regardless of whether they were enrolled in the district on October 1. District-level growth results, however, include only students who were enrolled in the district as of October 1 of the same school year. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc435178329][bookmark: _Toc435178535][bookmark: _Toc495670321][bookmark: _Toc134607302][bookmark: _Toc189139944][bookmark: _Toc204868780][bookmark: _Toc204869022][bookmark: _Toc204956656]District and School Reconfigurations and Accountability Determinations
Each year a number of Massachusetts schools open, close, merge, split, and otherwise change the grades they serve. With less frequency, districts may merge or be newly created. The Department has established business rules that govern how districts and schools that are new or have reconfigured grades are included in the state’s accountability system. In general, DESE aims to ensure that accountability data accurately represent the past and present performance of an organization, and to report accountability data for as many districts and schools as possible each year.
The Department uses data from pre-existing districts and schools wherever possible to establish baselines upon which to measure performance and issue accountability determinations. When there is no valid and reliable way to establish baseline data, as in the case of a new Commonwealth charter school, a school may be classified as having Insufficient data until sufficient data exists.
[bookmark: _Toc435178330][bookmark: _Toc435178536][bookmark: _Toc495670322][bookmark: _Toc134607303][bookmark: _Toc189139945][bookmark: _Toc204868781][bookmark: _Toc204869023][bookmark: _Toc204956657]Discrepancies and Appeals
The Department has a discrepancy reporting system in place which allows districts the opportunity to review their preliminary assessment data for accuracy before it is included in official accountability reports and released to the public. In certain circumstances, DESE will also consider a district’s or school’s appeal of their accountability determination. 
[bookmark: _Toc435178331][bookmark: _Toc435178537][bookmark: _Toc495670323][bookmark: _Toc134607304][bookmark: _Toc189139946][bookmark: _Toc204868782][bookmark: _Toc204869024][bookmark: _Toc204956658]Discrepancies 
Accountability calculations are performed using MCAS and ACCESS data provided by DESE’s Student Assessment office. District and school leaders were asked to review their preliminary ACCESS, MCAS, and MCAS-Alt data and report potential discrepancies to DESE. The deadline for reporting ACCESS discrepancies was June 13, 2025, and the deadline for reporting MCAS discrepancies was August 12, 2025. There is no separate discrepancy reporting process for accountability.
For the non-assessment accountability indicators, DESE uses SIMS and SCS data that were previously reviewed, submitted, and certified by districts. Certified data are considered final, cannot be changed, are publicly reported, and are incorporated into accountability calculations. As such, it is imperative that districts ensure that their data submissions are accurate and on time.  
[bookmark: _Toc435178332][bookmark: _Toc435178538][bookmark: _Toc495670324][bookmark: _Toc134607305][bookmark: _Toc189139947][bookmark: _Toc204868783][bookmark: _Toc204869025][bookmark: _Toc204956659]Accountability Appeals
Beyond the correction of discrepancies, DESE has established a process for appealing a district’s or school’s accountability determination. An appeal is a formal request to change an accountability determination that is based on factually correct data. 
An accountability appeal request is considered only if the acceptance of the appeal will improve the district’s or school’s accountability determination. If an appeal is accepted, DESE may adjust the accountability determination of the appealing district or school; related accountability data such as indicator-level results, percentiles, criterion-referenced target percentages, participation rates, and other measures are not recalculated. The most common appeal requests are related to assessment participation rates and their impact on district and school accountability results.
The accountability appeal window opens once district and school leaders have embargoed access to their preliminary accountability results. Appeals must be filed via an electronic form, which the superintendent or a designee can request by emailing the Office of District and School Accountability Reporting at ElementarySecondaryEd.Act@mass.gov. To ensure privacy, requests appeals should not include student names or other personally identifiable information. Appeals submitted by Thursday, September 11, 2025 will likely be addressed prior to the public release of accountability data; appeals filed after September 11 will be addressed when DESE updates official accountability reports in late fall. The final deadline for filing an accountability appeal is Friday, October 3, 2025.
[bookmark: _Toc435178333][bookmark: _Toc435178539][bookmark: _Toc495670325][bookmark: _Toc134607306][bookmark: _Toc189139948][bookmark: _Toc204868784][bookmark: _Toc204869026][bookmark: _Toc204956660]Resources
· Contact information: ElementarySecondaryEd.Act@mass.gov 
· Accountability resources and data files: https://www.doe.mass.edu/accountability/ 
· Reports: https://profiles.doe.mass.edu/state_report/accountability.aspx
· DESE Security Portal: https://gateway.edu.state.ma.us/
· School and District Profiles: https://profiles.doe.mass.edu/
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[bookmark: _Appendix_A:_Criteria][bookmark: _Toc134607307][bookmark: _Toc189139949][bookmark: _Toc204868785][bookmark: _Toc204869027][bookmark: _Toc204956661]Appendix A: Criteria for Awarding Points for Progress Toward Improvement Targets
Table A-1: Point Assignments for Non-High School Grades
	REASON/ POINTS
	MCAS ACHIEVEMENT 
(ELA, MATH, SCIENCE),
GRADES 3-8
	STUDENT GROWTH 
(ELA, MATH), 
GRADES 4-8
	PROGRESS TOWARD ENGLISH LANGUAGE PROFICIENCY, GRADES 1-8
	CHRONIC ABSENTEEISM RATE, 
GRADES 1-8

	Exceeded Target
(4 Points)
	· Met scaled score of 90th percentile for all students in grades 3-8 statewide; or
· Exceeded target by more than 0.5 scaled score points
	Mean SGP of 60.0 or higher (reported as Exceeded Typical Growth)
	· Met the 90th percentile making progress rate within difficulty index quartile; or
· Exceeded making progress rate target by more than 3.0 percentage points
	· Exceeded target by more than 0.5 percentage points; or
· Met the chronic absenteeism rate of 90th percentile for all students statewide

	Met Target
(3 Points)
	· Within +/- 0.5 scaled score points of target; or 
· Met scaled score of 90th percentile for the group in grades 3-8 statewide; or 
· Met scaled score of 80th percentile for all students in grades 3-8 statewide
	Mean SGP of 50.0 to 59.9 (reported as Typical Growth – High)

	· Met the 80th percentile making progress rate within difficulty index quartile; or
· Within +/-3.0 percentage points of making progress rate target
	· Within +/- 0.5 percentage points of the target; or 
· Met the chronic absenteeism rate of 80th percentile for all students statewide

	Improved Below Target
(2 Points)
	Improved from prior year up to 0.5 scaled score points below the target
	Mean SGP of 40.0 to 49.9 (reported as Typical Growth – Low)
	Improved from prior year up to 3.0 percentage points below the target
	Improved from prior year up to 0.5 percentage points below the target

	No Change
(1 Points)
	· No change from prior year; or
· Up to 0.5 scaled score points decline from prior year
	Mean SGP of 30.0 to 39.9 (reported as Low Growth)
	· No change from prior year; or
· Up to 3.0 percentage point decline from prior year’s making progress rate
	Up to 0.5 percentage points above prior year’s rate

	Declined
(0 Points)
	Decline of more than 0.5 scaled score points from prior year
	Mean SGP of 1.0 to 29.9 (reported as Very Low Growth)
	Decline of more than 3.0 percentage points from prior year’s making progress rate
	Increase of more than 0.5 percentage points from prior year






Table A-2: Point Assignments for High School Grades
	REASON/ POINTS
	MCAS ACHIEVEMENT (ELA, MATH, SCIENCE), GRADE 10
	STUDENT
GROWTH
(ELA, MATH), GRADE 10
	FOUR-YEAR COHORT GRADUATION RATE
	EXTENDED ENGAGEMENT RATE
	ANNUAL DROPOUT RATE
	PROGRESS TOWARD ENGLISH LANGUAGE PROFICIENCY, GRADES 9-12
	CHRONIC ABSENTEEISM RATE, GRADES 9-12
	ADVANCED COURSEWORK COMPLETION RATE, 
GRADES 11-12

	Exceeded Target
(4 Points)
	· Met scaled score of 90th percentile for all students in grade 10 category statewide; or
· Exceeded target by more than 0.5 scaled score points
	Mean SGP of 60.0 or higher (reported as Exceeded Typical Growth)
	· Exceeded target by more than 0.5 percentage points; or
· Met the four-year cohort graduation rate of 90th percentile for all students statewide
	· Exceeded target by more than 0.5 percentage points; or
· Met the extended engagement rate of 90th percentile for all students statewide
	· Dropout rate of 0.0 percent; or
· Reduced dropout rate by 20 percent or more from prior year
	· Met the 90th percentile making progress rate within difficulty index quartile; or
· Exceeded making progress rate target by more than 3.0 percentage points
	· Exceeded target by more than 0.5 percentage points; or
· Met the chronic absenteeism rate of 90th percentile for all students statewide
	· Exceeded target by more than 1.0 percentage points; or
· Met the advanced coursework completion rate of 90th percentile for all students statewide

	Met Target
(3 Points)
	· Within +/- 0.5 scaled score points of target; or 
· Met scaled score of 90th percentile for the group in grade 10 statewide; or
· Met scaled score of 80th percentile for all students in grade 10 statewide

	Mean SGP of 50.0 to 59.9 (reported as Typical Growth – High)

	Within +/- 0.5 percentage points of the target

	Within +/- 0.5 percentage points of the target

	· Dropout rate equal to the target; or
· Dropout rate of 1.0 percent or less (but greater than 0.0 percent); or 
· Reduced dropout rate by 10.0 percent or more (up to 19.9 percent) from prior year
	· Met the 80th percentile making progress rate within difficulty index quartile; or
· Within +/-3.0 percentage points of making progress rate target
	· Within +/- 0.5 percentage points of the target; or
· Met the chronic absenteeism rate of 80th percentile for all students statewide
	· Within +/- 1.0 percentage points of the target; or
· Met the advanced coursework completion rate of 80th percentile for all students statewide

	Improved Below Target
(2 Points)
	Improved from prior year up to 0.5 scaled score points below the target
	Mean SGP of 40.0 to 49.9 (reported as Typical Growth – Low)

	Improved from prior year up to 0.6 percentage points below the target
	Improved from prior year up to 0.6 percentage points below the target
	Dropout rate greater than 1.0 percent, & reduced rate by 5.0 percent or more (up to 9.9 percent)
	Improved from prior year up to 3.0 percentage points below the target
	Improved from prior year up to 0.5 percentage points below the target
	Improved from prior year up to 1.1 percentage points below the target

	No Change
(1 Points)
	No change from prior year; or
Up to 0.5 scaled score points decline from prior year
	Mean SGP of 30.0 to 39.9 (reported as Low Growth)
	Up to 0.5 percentage points below prior four-year rate
	Up to 0.5 percentage points below prior year’s rate
	· Dropout rate greater than 1.0 percent, & reduced rate by up to 4.9 percent from prior year; or
· Dropout rate greater than 1.0 percent & no more than 5.0 percent increase from prior year
	· No change from prior year; or
· Up to 3.0 percentage point decline from prior year’s making progress rate
	Up to 0.5 percentage points above prior year’s rate
	Up to 1.0 percentage points below prior year’s rate

	Declined
(0 Points)
	Decline of more than 0.5 scaled score points from prior year
	Mean SGP of 1.0 to 29.9 (reported as Very Low Growth)
	Decline of more than 0.5 percentage points from prior year
	Decline of more than 0.5 percentage points from prior year
	Dropout rate greater than 1.0 percent, & more than 5.0 percent increase from prior year’s rate
	Decline of more than 3.0 percentage points from prior year’s making progress rate
	Increase of more than 0.5 percentage points from prior year
	Decline of more than 1.0 percentage points from prior year
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