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Accountability: Big Picture
 Multiple Systems

 Multiple Purposes
 Multiple Users

Measuring Outcomes
 Common Measures

 Common Ratings

 Linking accountability and funding

Outline



Multiple Systems

Source: New Jersey ESSA plan submission, 2017



Accountability: Multiple Purposes & Users

School Performance

 Measure

 Report

 Improve
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Accountability: Balancing Tradeoffs 

Source: Council of Chief State School Officers, 2016
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Common Accountability Measures

Achievement

Growth

High school graduation rate 

 English language proficiency/progress

 School quality/student success
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Idaho’s Framework

• School quality/student success

• Grade 8 students enrolled in pre-algebra or higher

• Grade 9 students enrolled in algebra I or higher

• Satisfaction and engagement survey

• Communication with parents 

• College and career readiness

• Weighting measures



 A-F 

 Descriptive (Excellent, Average, Needs Improvement)

 Index (0-100, 1-5)

 1-5 Stars 

 Dashboard/No Summative 

Common Rating Systems



Common Rating Systems
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 Per-pupil spending for each school & district

 Includes teacher salaries

 Explore the connection between money spent 

and student achievement

 Challenges and opportunities

ESSA Funding Transparency Requirement



Potential Pathways

• Support low-performing schools

• Reward high-performing schools

• Engage local control

• Systemic connections



 Funding

 Up to 7% of Title I funds 

 Technical support, research, governance 

Support Low-Performing Schools



Funding
 Arkansas (A.C.A. § 6-15-2107)

 Alabama (Ala. Code § 16-6C-3)

 Arizona ($38 million for high achieving 
districts based only on student test scores)

Flexibility
 Tennessee (T. C. A. § 49-2-703)

 North Dakota (NDCC, 15.1-06-08.1)

Reward High-Performing Schools



District Plans

 California – Local Control Accountability Plans

 Maryland – Comprehensive Master Plans (MD 

Ed Code § 5-401)

 Local Councils

 Colorado’s school and district accountability 

committees (C.R.S.A. § 22-11-402) 

 Massachusetts’s school councils 

Engage Local Control



Create a system rewarding high-

performing systems

Require districts to submit plans

Design the funding formula around the 

states accountability system

Connecting State Accountability Systems 

and School Funding Formulas



 As part of the state’s new funding system all districts 

are required to produce a “Local Control & 

Accountability Plan”

 The plans must report on goals and provide 
specific actions and services to meet those 

goals (Ed. Code 52060(d) or 52066(d))

Require District Plans
California



 When a new funding formula was adopted in 2002 the 
state required all districts to produce a “Master Plan” for 
education

 A report from the state recently recommended that the 
Master Plans be updated 

 New plans should be designed to “…find, hire, train, and 
provide working conditions that would attract highly 
qualified teachers and enable them to do the best work 
of which they are capable”

 In addition, they recommended that “a meaningful 
amount of new funding” should be tied to a district’s plan 
being approved

Require District Plans
Maryland - District Master Plans



Redesigned Formula
Massachusetts 



How would you like to connect Idaho’s 

new accountability system with a new 

school funding formula?

Discussion



 50-State Accountability Database 

 Funding Transparency Under ESSA

 Turnaround Strategies 

 Process is Key to State Plans

 ESSA Quick Guides

 Equity: Key Questions to Consider

Links to Key ECS Resources

https://www.ecs.org/50-state-comparison-states-school-accountability-systems/
https://www.ecs.org/wp-content/uploads/Funding_Transparency_Under_ESSA.pdf
https://www.ecs.org/wp-content/uploads/12139.pdf
https://www.ecs.org/ec-content/uploads/ESSA_Two_Pager_1.pdf
http://www.ecs.org/ec-content/uploads/ESSA-Quick-guides-on-top-issues.pdf
https://www.ecs.org/ec-content/uploads/Equity_in_Education_Key_questions_to_consider.pdf


Mike Griffith – mgriffith@ecs.org

Emily Parker – eparker@ecs.org

Julie Woods – jwoods@ecs.org
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