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Common Problems

• Security
• Feeder Codes and FAY
• Provisional and Growth
• District AYP
• Student Data File



3



4

http://www.michigan.gov/ayp
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Proficiency Index

• The difference between the percent proficient and the 
grade level target is computed for each grade level

• The difference is weighted by the number tested at 
each grade

• The weighted differences are summed across grades
• The school meets the state objective if the 

Proficiency Index is 0 or more
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Index ELA

Grade Target Number
Tested

Number
Proficient

Percent
Proficient

Difference 
From 

Target

Grade 
Level 

Weight

Proficiency
Index

3 60% 30 25 83.3% 23.3 0.09 2.10
4 59% 40 30 75.0% 16.0 0.11 1.76
5 57% 100 60 60.0% 3.0 0.29 0.87
6 56% 10 3 30.0% -26.0 0.03 -0.78
7 54% 30 25 83.3% 29.3 0.09 2.64
8 53% 40 30 75.0% 22.0 0.11 2.42
11 61% 100 60 60.0% -1.0 0.29 -0.29

Total 350 233 66.6% 1.01 8.72
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AYP Reliability - Margin of Error

• Provisionally Proficient
– Would the student score the same if tested 

again?
• Conditional Standard Error of 

Measurement
– Differs by grade, subject and form
– Applies to “partially proficient” students on 

MEAP
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Progress/Growth
• Frustration with the assessment data used for AYP

– classifies a student at a single point in time (status)
• Teachers often work students and make improvements in 

achievement
• Status models alone do not allow student improvement, which 

may be attributable to teacher intervention, to be tracked
• Growth Model gives credit in the AYP decision for growth from 

year-to-year by demonstrating that improvement in the student’s 
achievement is on a trajectory such that the student is expected
to attain proficiency within the next three years. 
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MEAP Progress Value Table

Low Mid High Low Mid High Low Mid High Low Mid High
Low N I I SI SI SI SI SI SI SI SI SI
Mid D N I I SI SI SI SI SI SI SI SI
High D D N I I SI SI SI SI SI SI SI
Low SD D D N I I SI SI SI SI SI SI
Mid SD SD D D N I I SI SI SI SI SI
High SD SD SD D D N I I SI SI SI SI
Low SD SD SD SD D D N I I SI SI SI
Mid SD SD SD SD SD D D N I I SI SI
High SD SD SD SD SD SD D D N I I SI
Low SD SD SD SD SD SD SD D D N I I
Mid SD SD SD SD SD SD SD SD D D N I
High SD SD SD SD SD SD SD SD SD D D N

SD = Significant Decline N = No Change I = Improvement
D = Decline SI = Significant Improvement 

Grade X MEAP 
Achievement

Grade X + 1 MEAP Achievement
Not Proficient Partially Proficient Proficient Advanced

Advanced

Proficient

Not 
Proficient

Partially 
Proficient
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“On Trajectory” Toward Proficiency
Fall 2007 Achievement ELA

Not Proficient Partially Proficient

Low Mid High Low Mid High

Low 412 232 180 113

Mid 521 272 150

High 2,738 1,817

Low 4,636 3,996

Mid 6,635

High

Low

Mid

High

Low

Mid

High

Advanced

Proficient

Partially Proficient

Not Proficient

Fall 2006 Achievement
ELA
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“On Trajectory” Toward Proficiency 

Fall 2007 ELA 
Achievement

Emerging

Low Mid High

Low 53 43

Mid 176

High

Low

High

Low

Mid

High

Surpassed

Attained

Emerging

Fall 2006 ELA 
Achievement
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Growth Model Message

• Focus on “improvement”
–Don’t work only with “bubble” students
–Getting from 4-L to 3-L is enough 

improvement to be “on trajectory”

• The growth models provides modest 
adjustments
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Multiple Year Averaging

• Can only help a school or district
• Can be used for participation or 

achievement
• Only used when the school or district 

doesn’t meet AYP using current year data
• Doesn’t create a subgroup
• Achievement targets are still the same
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Safe Harbor

• An additional way to meet the AYP 
achievement target

• Achievement must improve from year to 
year

• Provisionally proficient students counted in 
both the prior year and the current year
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Safe Harbor Example
2008-09 2009-10

Percent 
Proficient

41.3% 44.6%

Percent 
NOT

Proficient
58.7% 52.7%

10% of 
Prior Year

5.9%

Safe 
Harbor 
Target

52.8%

Safe 
Harbor 

Met
TRUE
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Student Attendance

• Student attendance is taken from the 
End-of-Year SRSD submission of the 
prior school year

• Attendance is computed by summing 
the scheduled and actual days of 
attendance and then dividing the sum 
of the actual by the sum of scheduled
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District AYP

• Treats the district as one big school
• May have different group size
• Only done if district has more than 

one school
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District AYP

• Elementary Range
– Grades 3-5

• Middle School Range
– Grades 6-8

• High School Range
– Grade 11

• Ranges used for District AYP regardless of 
School Configurations
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District AYP

• Some students are counted as district 
FAY and school LTFAY if the student 
moves from school to school within 
the district

• District is considered to make AYP if it 
makes AYP at least at one grade 
range
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Group Size

• ALL schools are given an AYP status
• Group Size applies to subgroups –

NOT to all students
• Small school procedure

–Improved reliability for small schools
–At least one student must be proficient
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Group Size

• Minimum Group Size – Across Grades 
Tested is 30

• If total enrollment is more than 3,000
– 1% Percent of Total Enrollment (district or 

school)
– District AYP
– Maximum subgroup size is 200
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Student Data File

• Enrollment
– Students counted from SRSD

• Participation
– MEAP, MME, MI-Access, and ELPA

• Proficiency
– Full Academic Year
– Feeder Codes for grades 3-9
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Student Data File

Less Than 
Full 

Academic 
Year

Corrected Duplicate 
Student

Not My 
Student - 
Mistake

District 
Code 

Where 
Tested

Building 
Code 

Where 
Tested

UIC LastName FirstName

01010 00001 6501771017 Granderson Curtis
01010 00001 7289456586 Polanco Placido
01010 00002 1893342870 Sheffield Gary
01010 00001 3314488156 Ordoňez Magglio
01010 00001 0964790519 Guillen Carlos
01010 00001 8669691197 Rodriguez Ivan
01010 00001 8556553987 Inge Brandon
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Enrollment in Data File

• Enrollment
• Enrollment District Code
• Enrollment Building Code
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Enrollment in Data File

UIC LastName FirstName Grade Tested Enrollment
Enrollment 

District 
Code

Enrollment 
Building 

Code

6501771017 Granderson Curtis 3 TRUE 01010 00001
7289456586 Polanco Placido 4 TRUE 01010 00001
1893342870 Sheffield Gary 4 FALSE 01010 00002
3314488156 Ordoňez Magglio 5 TRUE 01010 00001
0964790519 Guillen Carlos 5 TRUE 01010 00001
8669691197 Rodriguez Ivan 4 TRUE 01010 00001
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Participation in Data File

• District Code Where Tested
• Building Code Where Tested
• ELA valid
• Math valid
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Participation in Data File

District 
Code 

Where 
Tested

Building 
Code 

Where 
Tested

UIC LastName FirstName Grade Tested ELA 
Assessment

ELA 
PL

ELA 
SS

ELA 
Valid

01010 00001 6501771017 Granderson Curtis 3 MEAP 2 317 1
01010 00001 7289456586 Polanco Placido 4 MEAP 0 0
01010 00001 1893342870 Sheffield Gary 4 MEAP 2 316 1
01010 00001 3314488156 Ordoňez Magglio 5 MEAP 1 448 1
01010 00002 0964790519 Guillen Carlos 5 MEAP 2 338 1
01010 00001 8669691197 Rodriguez Ivan 4 MEAP 1 343 1
01010 00001 8556553987 Inge Brandon 5 P/SI 1 1
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Proficiency in Data File

• Feeder Codes (school and district)
• Previous Feeder Codes (school and 

district)
• FAY designation
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Proficiency in Data File

UIC Last Name First 
Name

Grade 
Tested

meap 
Feeder 
DCODE

meap 
Feeder 
BCODE

District 
FAY

School 
FAY ELAPL ELASS

6501771017 Granderson Curtis 3 01010 00001 TRUE TRUE 2 317
7289456586 Polanco Placido 4 01010 00001 TRUE TRUE 1 347
1893342870 Sheffield Gary 4 01010 00002 TRUE TRUE 2 316
3314488156 Ordoňez Magglio 5 01010 00001 TRUE TRUE 1 548
0964790519 Guillen Carlos 5 01010 00001 TRUE TRUE 2 538
8669691197 Rodriguez Ivan 4 01010 00001 TRUE TRUE 1 443
8556553987 Inge Brandon 5 01010 00001 TRUE FALSE 1 557
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Proficiency in Data File

UIC Last Name First 
Name

Grade 
Tested

meap 
Feeder 
BCODE

Building 
Code 
EOY 
2006

Building 
Code 

Spring 
2006

Building 
Code 

Fall 2005

School 
FAY

6501771017 Granderson Curtis 3 00001 00001 00001 00001 TRUE
7289456586 Polanco Placido 4 00001 00001 00001 00001 TRUE
1893342870 Sheffield Gary 4 00002 00002 00002 00001 TRUE
3314488156 Ordoňez Magglio 5 00001 00001 00001 00001 TRUE
0964790519 Guillen Carlos 5 00001 00001 00001 00001 TRUE
8669691197 Rodriguez Ivan 4 00001 00001 00001 00001 TRUE
8556553987 Inge Brandon 5 00001 00001 00001 00002 FALSE
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District FAY

UIC Last Name First 
Name

Grade 
Tested

meap 
Feeder 
DCODE

District 
Code 
EOY 
2006

District 
Code 

Spring 
2006

District 
Code 
Fall 
2005

District 
FAY

6501771017 Granderson Curtis 3 01010 01010 01010 01010 TRUE
7289456586 Polanco Placido 4 01010 01010 01010 01010 TRUE
1893342870 Sheffield Gary 4 01010 01010 01010 01010 TRUE
3314488156 Ordoňez Magglio 5 01010 01010 01010 01010 TRUE
0964790519 Guillen Carlos 5 01010 01010 01010 01010 TRUE
8669691197 Rodriguez Ivan 4 01010 01010 01010 01010 TRUE
8556553987 Inge Brandon 5 01010 01010 01010 01010 TRUE
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Corrections to Data File

Less Than 
Full 

Academic 
Year

Corrected Duplicate 
Student

Not My 
Student - 
Mistake

District 
Code 

Where 
Tested

Building 
Code 

Where 
Tested

UIC LastName FirstName

01010 00001 6501771017 Granderson Curtis
01010 00001 7289456586 Polanco Placido
01010 00002 1893342870 Sheffield Gary
01010 00001 3314488156 Ordoňez Magglio
01010 00001 0964790519 Guillen Carlos

X 01010 00001 8669691197 Rodriguez Ivan
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Contact Information

Paul Bielawski
Office of Educational Assessment and Accountability
Michigan Department of Education
PO Box 30008
Lansing, MI 48909
(517) 335-5784
bielawskip@michigan.gov
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