Federal and State
Accountability




ESEA Waiver Performance
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Comparison points

In-depth analysis at the school level with principals and staff
Values shown are for all students - instructional power is at the
individual and subgroup level

ESEA - uses a growing target (AMO) and identifies subgroups
SC Report Card - uses constant value for met and only measures
all students together

SC Report Card will be information only for the next two years
Legislation specifies one accountability system




