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National Dropout Prevention Center for Students with Disabilities 

FAQ – PART B INDICATORS 1 AND 2 
 
 

1. What school year’s graduation and dropout data are States required to report in the February 2011 
APR submission? 

The revised Part B Indicator Measurement Table indicates that States should report the same data as 
reported under Title I of the ESEA (Table 1.8.1, page 48 of the Consolidated State Performance Report).  

 

B2_-_1820-0624_B_meas_table_proposed_tech_edits_10-06-10.doc 
Downloaded from SPP-APR Calendar 10-15-2010 

 

 

2. Should States lag their reporting of their Exiting data? 

The Department of Education instituted a one-year lag to align Special Education data with the ESEA 
data, since most States submit their ESEA data lagged one year. For example, in the February 2011 APR 
submission, States should report their graduation and dropout data from the 2008-2009 school year. 

 

FFY APR Submission CSPR Submission SY Data State Targets for Comparison 

2009 February 1, 2011 January 31, 2011 2008-09 2008-09 

2010 February 2012 January 2012 2009-10 2009-10 

2011 February 2013 January 2013 2010-11 2010-11 

2012 February 2014 January 2014 2011-12 2011-12 

 

http://spp-apr-calendar.tadnet.org/getfile/view/id/892
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3. The EdFacts Calendar says States should report graduation and dropout data from school year 
2009-2010 in the 2010 submission. We thought we were supposed to lag the data by a year in the 
APR. What are we supposed to report in the February 2011 APR? 

The CSPR Part I guidance (dated September 20, 2010) advises States to report their graduation and 
dropout data from the previous school year (SY 2008-09). Dropout data are to be reported in the 
N/X032 Dropouts table; data on graduates/completers should be reported in Table N/X040; and 
graduation rate data should be reported in Table N/X041.  
 
 
4. What is the formula for the new adjusted cohort graduation rate calculation? 

 
Adjusted Cohort Graduation Rate Calculation 

 
# of youth with IEPs who graduate in 4 years with a regular high school diploma 

_________________________________________________ 
# of youth with IEPs who entered high school 4 years earlier (adjusting for transfers in and out, emigrants, and 

deceased youth) 
 
 
5. How should States revise their graduation rate targets? 

Last year (the 2010 APR submission) was initially intended to represent a baseline for the new 
graduation rate calculation method; however, depending upon when a State adopted the new rate 
calculation, they may be revising their graduation rate calculation using the 2008-09 data or in a future 
year. 
 
States needing to revise their graduation-rate targets because of a change to their graduation rate 
calculation may base their new targets on improvement observed in previous years of the APR 
submission. If a State lacks trend data from previous years (because of the change in calculation 
method, data source, etc.) the preferred method for developing performance targets would be to 
identify the desired improvement across all the years of the State Performance Plan and divide that 
amount of improvement by the number of years remaining in the plan. 
 
There may be reasons however, unique to a particular State, which contraindicate the aforementioned 
method. For example, if a State undertakes a statewide school-completion initiative, they should expect 
to see improvements in data related to dropout (i.e., attendance, behavior (Indicator 4A), academic 
performance (Indicator 3A) within a year of consistent implementation of evidence-based 
interventions. Improvements in dropout rates should begin to appear after two years of consistent 
implementation and improvements in graduation rates should manifest after three years. 
 
 
6. How should we proceed if our State’s ESEA graduation rate targets are set at a constant value 

across several years (i.e., are flat)? 

In this situation, the State should report its ESEA targets in the APR and explain that this is consistent 
with the ESEA graduation rate targets. States may wish to revise their targets. If this is the case, they 
should do so and report this in their revised SPP (and APR).  
 
 

http://www2.ed.gov/about/inits/ed/edfacts/edfacts-calendar.doc
http://www2.ed.gov/about/inits/ed/edfacts/att_part_i_cspr_09-10_9-20-10-master.doc
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7. For Indicator 1, if our State does not have a specific numerical target for each year in our 
Accountability Workbook, how do we reflect those targets in the SPP? For example, our 
accountability workbook says that districts with a graduation rate between x% and y% will 
increase by 2%, and districts below x% will increase 5% per year. How should we reflect that in the 
SPP?   

If a State uses tiered targets such as these in their Accountability Workbook, they can probably use 
these targets in the SPP/APR but should be sure to include a detailed description of this in the State 
Performance Plan. The description should explain how the State developed its performance targets and 
how they are applied. Whatever the format used to describe projected improvement, progress from the 
baseline should be indicated in the APR.  
 
 
8. Are States required to report the dropout rate for Indicator 2 for the February 2011 submission 

using an event rate or a cohort rate? What are the data requirements for Indicator 2?  

 

B2_-_1820-0624_B_meas_table_proposed_tech_edits_10-06-10.doc 
Downloaded from SPP-APR Calendar 10-15-2010 

 
The instructions for completing the Consolidated State Performance Report instruct States to provide 
the dropout rates calculated using the annual event school dropout rate for students leaving school in a 
single year determined in accordance with the National Center for Education Statistic’s (NCES) 
Common Core of Data (CCD) for the previous school year (i.e., dropout rate data for SY 2008-09 are 
due on 12/17/2010). Data should be disaggregated for the groups listed below. 
 

Student Group Dropout Rate 

All students   

American Indian or Alaska Native   

Asian or Pacific Islander   

Black, non-Hispanic    

Hispanic    

White, non-Hispanic   

Children with disabilities (IDEA)   

Limited English proficient   

Economically disadvantaged   

Migratory students   

Male   

Female   
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This said, some States are employing various methods of calculating their dropout rates other than the 
NCES event rate. Until States are better able to coordinate their data reporting, these States should 
continue using the calculation they have used in the past and clearly document their methods in the 
APR and the reason for using such method.  
 
NDPC-SD recommends that States should, if possible, report both an event and a cohort dropout rate, 
as each provides a unique piece of information (i.e., short-term and longer-term data) about student 
performance. The event rate is useful as a snapshot of a year’s performance related to dropout and can 
inform States about the efficacy of improvement activities in targeted districts or subgroups of 
students. The cohort rate provides an indication of how many students remain in school for four years 
and how many exit prematurely. It is an overall indication of the holding power of a State’s schools.  
  
 
9. Our State is expecting approval for a 6-year graduation cohort. How will this affect our reporting 

for Indicator 1?   

States should report the standard 4-year cohort rate AND any extended cohort rates that have been 
approved by the Department of Education. Until approval is received for the additional cohort(s), 
States should continue reporting using their currently approved method. Once an extended cohort has 
been approved, the State should begin reporting with the extended cohort rate and targets.  
 
 
10. What should be included in the SPP as the State target for dropout (Indicator B2) if the State does 

not have an ESEA target?  

If States lack dropout-rate targets under ESEA (which most States do), they will have to establish 
dropout targets in the SPP. A logical way to approach this would be to base the new targets on the 
amount of improvement seen in previous years’ submissions of dropout rate data.  
 
Another logical approach would be to consider the state graduation targets and the dropout rate. 
Because the graduation rate and dropout rate are inversely related, lowering the dropout rate should 
yield an increase in the graduation rate. Consider the amount of improvement from year to year that is 
specified in the graduation targets and use that information to inform your new dropout targets.  
 
 
11. Is there a source document that describes what States are required to report in their CSPRs under 

Title I—specifically the definitions and related calculations and required targets for graduation 
and dropout rates and any related requirements for disaggregating these data by subgroups? 

 
There are several documents that provide useful information about the CSPR data submission:  
Consolidated State Performance Report: Part I for Reporting on School Year 2009-10; Attachment B-1: 
Overview of EDFacts Data for School Years 2010-11, 2011-12, and 2012-13 ; the EDFacts Calendar; the 
SPP-APR Calendar; and the Part B Indicator Measurement Table.  
 

http://www2.ed.gov/about/inits/ed/edfacts/att_part_i_cspr_09-10_9-20-10-master.doc
http://www2.ed.gov/about/inits/ed/edfacts/edfacts-calendar.doc
http://spp-apr-calendar.tadnet.org/
http://spp-apr-calendar.tadnet.org/getfile/view/id/892

