
Site Team SMART Goal Southwest Elementary School 

District Outcome: Highest Student Achievement - Math Skills 

Site Team Goal: Students will achieve 80% accuracy for 100 math facts at 5 
minute timings at grade level and 80% of 3rd & 5th grade students will score in Levels 3 -
4 & 5 on the Math section of the Minnesota Comprehensive Assessment tests. 

Benchmarks: 

November December January February March April May 

Staff Individual Implement lnservice to Practice MCA& Data 
discussion goal setting "Math evaluate tests for 3rd MAP testing analysis 
& planning by students Fridays" Math data & 5th grades 

building 
wide 

*Monthly = staff updates for classroom progress & data profiles 

Implications of this New Goal: 

Consistent use of mandated curriculum. Daily math lesson taught. Monthly 

Teachers discussion at staff meetings to review student progress and goals. 

Incorporate "Math Fridays" in the computer lab and library. Certificate awards 
Non-teaching and recognition for Math Facts In A Flash program success. 

Staff 

Staff development for grade level "math strategies" 
Budget PTC support for math game purchases - classrooms & library. 

Technology/ Computer lab program support for monthly classroom profiles. 
Pedagogy/ District projected time lines for curriculum completion. 

Facility "Math Buddies" across grade levels. 

Communicate goal through building "goal" brochure, monthly "math tips" and 
Community classroom parent letters. 

Set individual goals for personal improvement in math skills (80% target) 
Students 



Site Team SMART Goal ... Southwest Elementary School 

District Outcome: Highest Student Achievement - Writing Skills 

Site Team Goal: Students will increase writing skill to be at or above grade level 
as determined by the Minnesota Comprehensive Assessment tests for 5th grade ( a 2% 
reduction in the number of students scoring in Level I & 11 will be seen over the next 
three years 2005, 2006 & 2007 for all writing catagories) 

Benchmarks: 

November December January February March April May 

Staff Rubistar MCA writing "Four Review Data 
discussion (web based style Blocks" quarterly analysis 
& strategy rubric) site inservice writing writing 
plan training process portfolio 

"Goal" in service process 
brochure 
out to 
parents 

Monthly = Specialty writing projects with "writing buddies" 

Implications of this New Goal: 

Teachers Enhanced activities & emphasis on writing through specialty projects. 
Four "standardized" samples per student will create a "writing portfolio" scored 
on a 1-2-3-4 rubric criteria. 
lnservice opportunities. 

Non-teaching Set up "writing folders" for K - 5th grades in the cum folder. 
Staff 

Budget Staff development for "The Four Blocks Way 

Technology/ Rubistar site training - writing rubrics 
Pedagogy/ 

Facility 

Community Share goal expectations with P.T.C. and parents through parent letters, a SW 
brochure and tip sheets. 

Students Students will use rubrics to improve writing strategies. 



Site Team SMART Goal .. Southwest Elementary School 

District Outcome: Safe Environment - Every student has a right to be 
educated in a positive environment. 

_Site Team Goal: Students will show a 10% reduction in the number of 
discipline tickets, detention sessions and peer mediations by 2007. 
(3 ~ 4% reduction /year) 

Benchmarks: 

November December January February March April May 

Staff & Classroom Staff & Parent Data Site team Determine 
E.S.P. discussions student information analysis review of need for 
Discussion surveys on bullying "Bullying I specialty 

Principal (Policy Social program 
Parent discussion "Goal" mandates) Skills" implementation 

Surveys with brochure programs 
students distribution 

Implications of this New Goal: 

Teachers Responsive Classroom strategies & procedures for playground issues. 
Weekly student "morning meeting" discussion. 

Non-teaching 
Staff 

Budget 

Technology/ 
Pedagogy/ 

Facility 

Community 

Students 

Consistent procedure to deal with "lunch I recess" issues. 

Educational support personnel implement responsive classroom strategies for 
playground issues & inservice 

Staff development for inservice needs 

Responsive Classroom philosophy & strategies become a "standard" at SW 

Communicate goal through SW Goal Brochure. Parent information through 
monthly newsletters regarding "Bullying" and social skills. 

Personal & classroom goal setting to reach building goal 
Student surveys 1st - 5th grades 
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Princeton Schools - Overview of MAP Use 

• 

• 
• 
• 

• 
• 

• 

Students are tested in grades two through eight 
Tests are given in both reading and math 
We test in the fall and spring 
A small number of students are testing in the winter at the middle school level 
We can use a short version to test when students register to assist in placement and 
give us additional background information on the student 
The test we use is taken on the computer 
We are able to get valuable data within 24 hours of each testing session 
Teachers, parents and students set goals in the fall for the year 
There are many online tools available for teachers - including a learning continuum, 
lexile information (readability levels for books), and access to individual, class and 
grade level achievement and growth reports 
The data are used for differentiating instruction, flexible grouping, student growth, 
teacher development, predicting success on state tests, selection of supplemental 
instructional materials, and school improvement planning 

Handouts 
Page 3 
Page 4 
Page 5, 6 
Page 7, 8 
Page 9 
Page 10 

Individual Student Growth 
Class Report 
Understanding Achievement and Growth Target Class Report- Fall and Spring 
Learning Continuum 
Lexile Framework 
Cut Scores from 16 other State Assessments 

All of this information can be found or linked to from the NWEA web site, which is 
www.nwea.org. 



Sample Portion of Individual Student Growth Report 

Reading 

Season/ Student 
Year Grade Score Range 

F04 4 216- 219 -222 
S04 3 214- 217 -220 
W04 3 213- 216 -220 
F03 3 195- 198 -201 
S03 2 195- 198 -201 
F02 2 1 84- 187 -1 90 

Reading 
230 

220 

210 

200 

190 

180 

170 

160 
F02 803 

--student 

Dist. Norm Student 
Avg Group Student Typical %ile 
RIT Avg. Growth Growth Range 

197 198 90- 94 -97 
199 197 19 9.4 86- 93 -95 
194 193 91- 96 -97 
188 189 62- 70 -80 
189 187 11 13 67- 74 -83 
174 178 62- 69 -76 

F03 W04 804 F04 F05 

Dist. Avg RIT Norm Group Avg. 

Reading Goals Performance - Fall 2004 

Word Recognition 
Literal Comprehension 
Interpretive Comprehension 
Evaluative Comprehension 
Literature 

Lexile Range: 842-992 

High 
High 
High 

HiAvg 
High 



Class Report - Mathematics Spring 2001 
Goal Performance 

• «I 
~t:: rf1 
o..:Q -e 

0. f i °' t.) ~ 2 t: C!J:::: Ill> - 8 ~tj·; 
111 0 ~ c:: ti) 0.. 8 ~ 

Test Test Std RJT %ilie § § 
O',I ..o~~ .D. 
~ 2 ~ ::: E Student ID Name 111-ri Type Date RIT Err Range: %ile Range 'IP o:i 

t) z CJ ~ 0..0-d; 0... 0... 

S,iG May 3 190 3.1 187-193 12 9-16 LO LO LO LO LO LO LO 
Ii S,tG May T 192 3.1 189-195 15 11-19 LO LO AV LO LO LO LO 
... SIG May 3 193 3.1 19G-196 Hl 12-21 AV LO LO LO LO AV LO 
... SIG May 7 198 3.5 194-2<J1 25 18-31 LO AV LO LO AV AV LO 

"" 
S.rG May 3 199 3.2 196-2{]2 27 21-34 LO LO LO AV HI LO LO 
S.'G Apr27 2{]0 3.1 197-2fl3 29 23-31 LO AV LO LO LO AV LO 

~ 
SIG May 2 2{10 3.5 196-2{]3 29 21-37 AV LO LO LO LO HI LO ... SIG May 1 2{10 3.0 197-2fl3 29 23-37 LO LO LO AV AV HI LO 

IL SlG May J 201 3.2 197-2<J4 31 23-40 LO AV LO AV LO AV LO 

" SIG May 2 2:01 3.0 19S-2fl4 31 25-40 LO AV AV LO HI LO LO 

""' SIG May 3 2{11 3.1 19EJ,..2<J5 31 25-42 LO AV LO AV LO AV HI .., SIG May 2 2{12 3.1 199-205 34 27-42 LO LO AV LO HI LO AV 
J. ..; SlG May 1 203 3.0 20G-2<J6 31 2'9-45 AV AV AV LO AV LO AV 

-ii SIG May 3 21()5 3.1 202-2{18 42 34-51 LO LO HI HI LO HI LO 
..,., SIG May 2 2{16 3.2 203-2{)9 45 37-64 LO HI LO HI LO AV AV 
..I.. "S/G May 2 206 3.1 203-2{)9 45 37-54 AV LO HI AV AV LO AV 

... S,rG May 3 207 3.2 204-210 48 40-58 AV HI AV LO LO AV HI 

... StG May 2 2{18 3.2 204-211 51 40-fiO AV LO HI LO HI HI AV 
SIG May 2 211 3.0 208.-214 00 51-fi9 HI AV AV AV AV HI Hl ..... 
:SrG May 2 212 3.0 208-215 &3 51-72 HI Hi HI HI LO AV AV .... S.1G May 3 212 3.0 209-215 63 54-72 AV LO HI AV AV HI Ht 

4 SlG May 2 213 3.1 210-216 6-6 58-74 AV AV HI LO HI HI AV ... SrG May 4 216 3.2 213-219 74 56-81 AV HI LO Hr HI HI HI 
.... SrG May 2 222 3.0 219-225 87 81-91 HI HI HI HI HI HI HI 
-di SIG May 2 230 3.1 227-233 9i) 93-97 HI HI HI HI HI HI AV 

•• 
SIG May 1 231 3.0 22B-234 00 94-97 Hi HI HI Ml HI HI Hl 

High 5 7 9 1 9 11 7 

totals For: Avg 9 B 6 1 6 8 8 

Students: 26 low 12 11 11 12 11 7 11 

Mean RrT 206.5 Mean 204A 204.6 208.9 206.0 205.4 212.6 203.5 

Median RIT 204 Median 202 203 203 205 203 210 203 

Std. Dev. 10.3 Std Dev. 15.4 13.9 12.5 13.4 13.9 13.7 14.9 

HI-percentile> 66 AV-percentile berween 66 and 34 LO-percentile< 33 -
T;;:?t €!\«ents: sf-:cwn ,,., qra·,· ccc;.-'ri:-d 1.:it.:1sde the l"'st·--q w:~c'o>N fc,· t>·1s t-::::•n :;n-:i <FE- "'~-c-.;c,;:..::: fro"l s:.711r1::-.;n1 ::'.at·s,i::-=·-



NWE 
Northwest Evaluation Association 

Partnering to help all kids learn 
Understanding the Achievement Status and 
Growth Targets Class Report 

This report provides teachers with a summary of initial term test scores and a suggested amount of reasonable anticipated 
growth based on the student's initial term test scores. The anticipated growth targets are calculated using the 2002 NWEA RIT 
Scale Norms. 

Achievement Status and Growth Targets Class Report 
Fall 2003 to Spring 2004 ·Mathematics 

NWEA Sample District 
School: Eastland Junior High 
Teacher: Abbot, J 
Class Name: Abbot, J Homeroom 
Optional Group: None Selected 

Mathematics FA03 FA03 
Test Test Std 

Student ID Name Grd Date Type RIT 
0000000001 ADDLE, S. 6 1016103 SIG 204 
0000000002 ARNOLD, N. 1016103 SIG 183 
0000000003 BUSHOP, M. 1016103 SIG 205 
0000000004 BRICEMAN, U .. 6 1016103 SIG 216 
0000000005 CORK, A. 1016103 SIG 227 
0000000006 FELTON, M. 1016103 SIG 218 
0000000007 FRINKLE, A. 1016103 SIG 223 3.0 
0000000008 KITCHN, S. 1016103 SIG 202 3.0 
0000000009 LAYMAN, A. 1016103 SIG 208 2.9 
0000000010 MCCLAINE, J. 1016103 SIG 231 2.9 
0000000011 MEIR, N. 6 1016103 SIG 220 2.9 
0000000012 MITCHELL, R. 6 1016103 SIG 197 2.9 
0000000013 MYTER, E. 6 1016103 SIG 206 3.0 
0000000014 NEEDLE, H. 6 1016103 SIG 204 2.9 
0000000015 NELSON, S. 6 1016103 SIG 200 3.0 
0000000016 NELZER, I. 6 1016103 SIG 224 2.9 
0000000017 ORCUT, E. 6 1016103 SIG 224 3.0 
0000000018 PACER, 0. 6 1016103 SIG 196 2.9 
0000000019 RANCHO, N. 6 1016103 SIG 189 2.9 
0000000020 ROBINSON, A. 10/6/03 SIG 221 3.2 
0000000021 SIMMONS, K. 1016/03 SIG 224 3.0 
0000000022 STEVENSON, R. 6 1016/03 SIG 233 3.1 
0000000023 TRACER, L. 10/6103 SIG 214 2.9 
0000000024 WAFFLE, N. 1016103 SIG 194 2.9 
0000000025 WHITE, T. 1016/03 SIG 234 3.0 
0000000026 YAO, M. 10/6/03 SIG 235 3.0 
0000000027 ZACKER, I<. 6 1016103 SIG 219 3.0 
0000000028 ZELLMAN, R. 6 1016103 SIG 235 3.0 

236 
226 
232 
210 
216 

212 
208 
233 
233 
203 
197 
230 
233 
242 
222 
201 
243 
244 
227 

244 

Subject Summary: 
O°"ot of Slud<ml' Witt> Volld Boglnning and Ending Tenn Seo>~ . 

Count of Students who Met or Exceeded their Target RIT 
Mathematics Percentage of Students who Met or Exceeded their Target RIT 

Overall Percentage ofT r~rget RIT Mel or ExceE1ded 
Count of Students with INVALID Fall 2003Test Scores 

Count of Students with VALID Fall 2003 Test Scores 
Fall 2003 Mean RIT 

*( Small Group Summary Display is OFF) Fall 2003 Median RIT 
Fall 2003 StdDev 

* Summary data for groups wilh less than 1 O students are suppressed because they are not stalislically reliable. 

Printed 912712004 Data current as of 27 Sep 2004 NWEA Report Report Version v.1.10 26 Jul 2004 Page 1 

Column headings appearing in 
grey are to be used when target 
term testing is complete. These 
columns will allow teachers 
to observe how students have 
performed in relation to their 
target growth. 

I Test RIT: This is the student's 
overall scale score on the current 
test. 

Standard Error: The standard 
error of measurement is an 
estimate of the precision of the 
achievement (RIT) score. The 
smaller the standard error, the 
more precise the achievement 
estimate is. 

Target Growth: Mean growth 
that was observed in the latest 
norming study for students who 
had a starting RIT score in the 
same 10 point RIT block. 

Target RIT: The minimum RIT 
score the student would attain 
if their Growth Target was met 
(starting RIT +Growth Target). 

Summary statistics appearing in 
grey are to be used when target 
term testing_is complete. These 
statistics will allow teachers to 
quickly observe class performance 
in an aggregate form. 

I 
Count of current valid Tests: 
Count of students in the class who 
have a valid score for the term. 

I Mean RIT: Average RIT score of 
students in this class. 

I Median RIT: Middle RIT score of 
this class. 

Standard Deviation: Indicates 
the variability of RIT scores 
within this group. A larger 
standard deviation generally 
reflects a wider range of scores 
and achievement within a class. 

s 



N 
Northwest Evaluation Association 

Partnering to help all kids learn 
Understanding the Achievement Status and 
Growth Summary Class Report 

This class report provides each student's term-to-term growth and shows how that growth relates to the student's growth 
targets. Growth targets come from the 2002 NWEA RIT Scale Norms 

Growth Standard Error: Amount 
Achievement Status and Growth Summary Class Report of measurement error associated 

Fall 2003 to Spring 2004 - Mathematics with the term-to-term growth. 
NWEA Sample District If the student could be tested 

again over the same period with 
School: Eastland Junior High comparable tests, there would be 
Teacher: Abbot, J about a 68% chance that term-
Class Name: Abbot J Homeroom to-term ~rowth would fall within Optional Group: None Selected a range efined by the term-to-
Mathematics Growth 

term growthlrlus and minus the 
FA03 FA03 SP04 SP04 Growth Std rror. 

Test Test Std Test Std Target 
Student ID Name Grd Date Type RIT Err RIT Err Met Index 
0000000001 ADDLE, S. 6 5117104 SIG 204 3.0 222 3.0 212 Yes 10 Target Growth: Mean growth 
0000000002 ARNOLD, N. 6 5117104 SIG 183 3.2 214 3.0 4.4 that was observed in the latest 
0000000003 BUSHOP, M. 6 5117104 SIG 205 3.0 211 3.0 4.2 norming study for students who 
0000000004 BRICEMAN, U. 6 5118104 SIG 216 3.0 230 3.1 4.3 had a starting RIT score in the 
0000000005 CORK, A. 6 5117104 SIG 227 2.9 244 3.1 4.2 same 10 point RIT block. 
0000000006 FELTON, M. 6 5117104 SIG 218 3.0 235 3.0 4.2 
0000000007 FRINKLE, A. 5118104 SIG 223 3.0 237 2.9 4.2 

Target RIT: The minimum RIT 0000000008 KITCHN, S. 5117104 SIG 202 2.9 214 3.0 4.2 
0000000009 LAYMAN, A. 6 5117104 SIG 208 2.9 228 3.1 4.2 score the student would attain 
0000000010 MCCLAINE, J. 5117104 SIG 231 2.9 238 3.1 4.2 if their Growth Target was met 
0000000011 MEIR, N. 5117104 SIG 220 2.9 240 2.9 4.1 (starting RIT +Growth Target). 
0000000012 MITCHELL, R. 6 5117104 SIG 197 3.0 206 2.9 4.2 
0000000013 MYTER, E. 6 5117104 SIG 206 2.9 200 3.1 4.2 Growth Target Met: Indicates 
0000000014 NEEDLE, H. 6 5117104 SIG 204 3.0 218 3.1 4.3 Yes if the stuaent's term-to-term 
0000000015 NELSON, S. 6 5117104 SIG 200 2.9 203 3,0 4.2 ~owth was equal to or exceeded 
0000000016 NELZER, I. 6 5117104 SIG 224 3.0 232 3.0 4.2 233 t e Growth Target. Indicates No 
0000000017 ORCUT, E. 6 5117104 SIG 224 2.9 228 2.9 4.1 233 No -5 if the ~owth was less than the 
0000000018 PACER, 0. 6 5117104 SIG 196 2.9 206 3.1 4.2 203 Yes 3 Growt Target. 
0000000019 RANCHO, N. 6 5117104 SIG 189 3.2 209 2.9 4.3 197 Yes 12 
0000000020 ROBINSON, A. 6 5117104 SIG 221 3.0 235 3.1 4.3 230 Yes 5 
0000000021 SIMMONS, K. 5117104 SIG 224 3.1 232 2.9 4.2 233 No -1 Growth Index: The RITs by 
0000000022 STEVENSON, R. 5117104 SIG 233 2.9 240 3.0 4.2 242 No -2 which the student exceeded the 
0000000023 TRACER, L. 6 5117104 SIG 214 2.9 235 3.0 4.2 222 Yes 13 Tartet RIT (plus values), fell short 
0000000024 WAFFLE, N. 6 5117104 SIG 194 3.0 201 3.1 4.3 201 Yes oft e Target RIT (minus values), 
0000000025 WHITE, T. 5117104 SIG 234 3.0 249 3.0 4.2 243 Yes or exactly met the Target RIT ( 0). 
0000000026 YAO, M. 5117104 SIG 235 3.0 250 3.0 4.2 244 Yes 

26 I Count of students with Valid 
Subject Summary: 18 Beginnin and Ending Term 
Mathematics Scores: T~e number of students 

on which all group growth 
statistics is based. 

26 
225.3 Overall Percentage of Target 

*( Small Group Summary Display is OFF) 
229 RIT Met or Exceeded: This is the 
15.4 total student growth divided by 

the total of target RITs exEressed 
as a percentaf e. Shows t e 
proportion o the overall RIT 
growth ta1fiets achieved 1(: the 

Count of students who Met Percentage of students who Met or Exceeded students. erformance o 100% 
or Exceeded their Target RIT: their Target RIT: Thyr:ercentage of students is considered average, meaning 
The number of students with a with a Growth Index alue of greater than or the student growth equaled the 
Growth Index Value of greater equal to zero. targets. Use in conjunction with 
than or equal to zero. the percentage of Students who 

Met or Exceeded their Target RIT. 

~ 



_j 

Subject: Reading 
Goal Strand: Interpretive Comprehension 
RIT Score Range: 201 - 21 0 

Slcillsapd.ConeeptSto En_hance ·}<,' -. 
-· ,, 191}200· < ::. - .-·· 

.lderltifv-Author's.Purpose·and!YiewPi:Jint ·• .· .• ::Jr 
" Analyzes when the author's purpose is to persuade in 

informational text* 
• Analyzes when the author's purpose is to inform in 

informational text 
• Infers viewpoint in literary text 
• Interprets author's viewpoint in informational text* 
Make PredictiollS, Inferences. and Draw Conclusions 
• Makes, confirms, an<l revises pre<liclions in literary text 

using content (e.g., titles, topic sentences, key words)* 
• Makes inferences about characters based on characters' 

actions in the literary work 
• Makes inferences about the emotions and perspectives 

of characters in literary text 
• Makes inferences about characters based on the 

characters' responses to other characters in the literary 
work 

• Identifies future events in literary text using inference 
• Makes inferences in literary text to identify physical 

qualities of characters 
• Makes inferences to identify setting in literary passages 
• Makes inferences in literary text to identify tone/mood 
• Makes inferences to identify problem/resolution in 

literary text* 
• Makes inferences about events in literary text 
• Draws conclusions based on information in 

informational text 
• Makes inferences based on information in 

informational text* 
• Makes, confirms, and revises predictions in 

informational texts using content (e.g., titles, topic 
sentences, key words)* 

• Makes, confirms, and revises predictions using 
supporting details in informational text 

Summarize and Paraphrase .· .·· . 
• Summarizes informational text 

.·. " ..... :~~i1Js~.f1d.p~.nc~pts te;P~~~lop:-' 
-- ' ; ->~-:\:~·~:;'.<::<· 20 .. f~~/ ~ 10 <;··~.:{·.;'..:::· .. ·~~.: -'~~ . ~. ~" ";. 

• Discriminates when the author's purpose is to persuade 
in informational text 

• Discriminates when the author's purpose is to inform 
in informational text 

• Infers viewpoint in literary text 
• Analyzes assertion/viewpoint in informational text* 
Make Predictions~ Inferences, arid Draw Conclusions 
• l'reJicts, confirms, and revises i<leas within lilcrary 

text* 
• Makes inferences about characters based on the 

characters' responses to other characters in the literary 
work 

• Makes inferences related to events in literary text 
• Makes inferences about setting in literary text* 
• Assesses future events in literary text using inference 
• Makes inferences in literary text to identify feelings and 

perspectives of characters 
• Makes inferences in literary text to identify setting 
• Infers in literary text to identify. tone/mood 
• Infers to interpret figurative language in literary text* 
• Makes inferences to identify symbolism in literary text* 
• Makes inferences about characters based on 

appearances of characters in literary text* 
• Makes inferences about characters supported by their 

responses to other characters in literary text 
• Makes inferences about characters and their motives 

based on the characters' actions in literary text* 
• Draws conclusions from content in informational text 
• Makes inferences based on content in informational 

text"' 

Summarize.and Paraphrase ,_·'··.···· .. _ 

• Summarizes literary text 
" Summarizes using informational text 

Skills and Concepts to Introduce 
..- ·.:.: 21·1> 226 •" .. 

.ldentif'fAuthdr's•Ptfri:>ose cfod'.Viewpoinf •· -·· ····· 
• Discriminates when the author's purpose is to persuade 

in informational text 
• Discriminates when the author's purpose is to inform 

in informational text 
• Infers author's viewpoint/attitude in literary text 
• Analyzes assertion/viewpoint in informational text* 
Make Predictions, Inferences, and Draw Coridusions · 
• Predicts, confirms, and revises ideas within literary 

text* 
• Makes inferences related to events in literary text 
• Makes inferences about setting in literary text* 
• Assesses future events in literary text using inference 
• Makes inferences in literary text to identify feelings and 

perspectives of characters 
• Infers in literary text to identify tone/mood 
• Infers to identify problem/resolution in literary text 
• Infers to interpret figurative language in literary text* 
• Makes inferences to identify symbolism in literary text* 
• Makes inferences to identify irony, suspense, and 

foreshadowing in literary text 
• Makes inferences about characters based on 

appearances of characters in literary text* 
• Makes inferences about characters and their motives 

based on the characters' actions in literary text* 
• Draws conclusions from content in informational text 
• Makes inferences based on content in informational 

text* 
• Makes, confirms, and revises predictions in 

information'hl text using supporting details 

Summarize and Paraphrase. 
• Summarizes literary text 
• Summarizes using informational text 

© 2004 NWEA. DesCartes: A Continuum of Leaming is the exclusive copyrighted property of NWEA. Unauthorized use, reproduction, or distribution is prohibited. 
* Both data from test items and review by NWEA curriculum specialists ore used to place learning continuum statements into appropriate RIT ranges. 
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Blank cells indicate data ore limited or unavailable for this range or document version. 



Determine Cause and Effect Determine Cause and Effect Determine Cause and Effect . Recognizes cause and effect relationships in literary . Determines cm1se and effect relationships in liter;:iry . Determines c;:inse and effect relationships in liternry 
text text~ trxt ~ . Recol~nizes cause and effect in informational text~ . l>etennines cause aml effect in informational text~ . Del ermines cause and effect in infonnalional text~ . Analyzes the effect in a cause and effect rclntinnship . Assesses the effect in a canse and effect relationship . Assesses the effect in a canse and effect rdalionship 
described in literary text described In literary text dt·scrihcd In literary lt'Xl 

" Anal yr.cs the cimsc in a cause and effect rdationship . Assesses the cause in a cause and effect relationship . Assesses the cause in a cause and effect relationship 
descrihed in literary text described in literary text~ descrihed in literary text~ . Assesses the cause in a cause and effect relationship in . Analyzes the cause in a cause and effect relationship in . Analyzes the cause In a cause and cffccl rcl11tionship in 
informational text~ informational text~ informational text~ . Assesses the effect in a cause and effect relationship in . Assesses the effect in a cause and effect relationship in . Assesses the effect in a cause and effect relationship in 
informational text* informational text informational text . Analyzes cause and effect relationships in literary text~ . Interprets cause and effect relationships in literary text~ . Interprets cause and effect relationships in literary text* . Interprets cause and effect in informational text* . Assesses cause and effect in informational text* . Assesses cause and effect in informational text* 

New Vocabulary: summary New Vocabulary: assumption, British literature, field New Vocabulary: resolve 
guide, instruction, irony, memorandum, narrate 

New Signs and Symbols: none New S~<;ns and Symbols: none New Si.f[ns and Symbols: none 

© 2004 NWEA. DesCartes: A Continuum of Learning is the exclusive copyrighted property of NWEA. Unauthorized use, reproduction, or distribution is prohibited. 
* Both data from test items and review by NWEA curriculum specialists are used to place learning continuum statements into appropriate RIT ranges. 
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Blank cells indicate data are limited or unavailable for this range or document version. 



Text 
Level Literature Titles 

4 90 Harold and ~1e Purple Cmyon 
440 All Thin• Should De Pink 
420 MlcbnelDirJ-Doy 

' ·4 20 Angel Oiild, Dugan ClulJ 
410 ·S:i.m the Minute~1:tn 
400 .l\dhm'• New Puppy 

370 The Drinking Gourd 
370 AMyNaruob.l\lice 
370 Owl At Home 
360 111e Ile" Wny to Ploy 
330 OifforJ, the Sm.U Red Puppy 
320 l\Uu Ndson Is Dock 

290 Sarab'11 Unicou1 
270 Bueb.U Dollerlnn 
270 In We Forest 
260 At the Crouroada m. ~:;~Ji. 'X1~:i~.dn~J';;i~r 

w.oum 

Benchmarks 

1'TI112t button j, thin. My button Wiil thick," Toad put the thin button in his pockd. lie wns very nngry. He jumped up ond do\l.'O and 
scccomcd, ''11le whole world j, covered with buttons, ond not one of them ia mine!" Tond rnn home nnd slnmmcd the door: There, on 
the Ooor, he HW his white, four·holcd, big-1 round, thick bution. "Oh,11 uicl Tond, 11It Will here nil the time. Whnt a lot of trouble I hnvc 
mode for Frog:." Toad took nll of the buttona out of his pockel. He took his aewing box down from the shelf. Tond 5ewed the! buttons nll 

~;th~:)i~j~~~1by1):;0Jjfof:l l;:u'!:!by ~:J1;~1~;~ !'; ~~~lfi~,t~~~~~!,~ ~~s~j~,~~°!.!!:cXut it on nnd jumped for joy. (Arnold Wbd, 

l!!l!QUlltUll>1Nti'lM"i!!* 
~ebr~~l~v;~:k~ Hi;t!c~~t~e~ t~~ ~i:~ ~~r~i~j~; 1~~111:~0H~t~;: ~:b~~~t~\~i~ ~~~;r:e~arcf:~t;:,c;; .~~~,~~'ti::.!~~,~~ 
with her friend. Shnke hnndl. Wu1h up before you eat. Clifford's 1ister h111 dinner ready. Clifford wndu:1 hi1 h11nd1 before he enlL Clifford 
chcM hi1 food with hit mouth dosi:d. He never 1.nlk1 wit11 hi1 mouth full. Don't tnlk with t::rmouth full Help clean up. Clifford helps with 

~~~r~;1~iog6 ~~~~r~D~:~~fi:~ci~1~J'°u;;1~i~=~~~::11~~~ j~!eAllri~i~~ !~;~d~d. Eve~oe love• Clifford's mnnneri. (Nonnan 
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Tests/Textbooks 

1670 The P.tiociplet of Scientific M11.nogcmcat; Dovec Public11.tiwu 
l 630 TheAmeiicao Constitution: Cas~ comments, questions., 

71hed.;W .. tPublisbing 
1610 The Conditioo of Postmodcmiiy. Blnckwdl Publishec; 

1390 Gmd11nlt Ruml E>.wminalion 
1380 · Col/1g1 Board At/,/mtntnl Tu/ In EngR1h 
1380 Liu• Sthoo/Atb•iuion Tu/ 
1330 Stho/aJ/ir Aplilnd1 Ttsl 
1330 Mtdirnl Col/1g1'Mni11ion Tu/ 

"' !.~.~.~ "~~~~1~!0~'. ~.~tr~~~~~~~: :~~~c~ .H~ 

G\fAT 
CPA 

.TOEFL 

GRE 
CJIAT 
LJAT 

SAT 
MCAT 

ASTW 
ACT 

SRl·Lwl 12 
SAT 9-Primn!J 2 

480 Once Upon a Hippo; Scott Fore1m11.n 
4 70 Beo.u Don't Go to Scltoo];'Houghton Mifilln 
440 lm11gine 11tatl; Sdtolutic Inc. 
440.TmvellngSlnGSRA/McGrawHill 
400 We 'Ar.c. All Allke; Ilenclunark Educnt.ion 

390 Discover Science; Scott Forr:sruan 
;190 CIU'oUllelajHoughton1-fifflin 
360 SrhoJulirRtndintlnNnl•!J SRl-LNl 11 
350 M>•Woddi Hnrcourt Brace 
340 Sia/lf•nlArhiMmml Ttll SAT9-Primnv 1 
330 \Vho Painlc<I t11c Porcupine Purplti?; Silver Durdc.tt Ginn 

280 Too Big; Houghton Miffljn 
270 T111 ef Arlu// Dmir Erb1mlion TABE-L 
270 Poucle1; Ho,ughton Mlffiln 
250 My Family, 'l'out F:unily. Silvct Durdett Ginn 
240 My Pet Pup; Ilcnchmnd' Educntion 

About the Lexile Framework®for Reading 
The I.exile Framework for Reading helps educators, parents and students locate challenging books and articles. The I.exile Frnmewock also helps detecmine reading ability to match 
readers to texts. Text difficulty and a student's rending ability nre mensured in the same unit: 11 Lexile®, A student's Lexilc measure is tl1e position on the I.exile Scale where the 
reader can expect to have 75-percent comprehension. Header measures can be obtnined from any test that has been linked to tl1c I.exile Framework. \Xlhcn I.exile measures for 
render and text match, the render is 11targeted. 11 Targeted renders experience confidence, competence and control over tex~ and will want to read, Other factors (purpose, interes~ 
developmental appropriateness, prior knowledge, text quality and text suppoct) may be as important as the I.exile text measure when choosing a book for a student. Please note 
that listed titles are illustrative only. Finni determination of the nppropriuteness of n title rests with the educator or parent. The I.exile Framework has been adopted for testing and 
rending programs by states and school districts around the country, as well as by tl1e lJ.S. Department of Education's "America Rends" program. For more information about the 
I.exile Framework, contact MetaMetrics, Inc. at 1-888-LEXILES oc www.lexile.com. 

LEXILI 

Look to tl1e I.exile logo for 
appropriate reading levels. 

© 2003 MctaMctrica, Inc. 

MetJ&Metrics, Lexile Fna.mework, Lcxilc llnd the Lexile logo nrc Uutlcmurks nnd/or U.S. registered tradem11tks of MctnMetrics, Inc. All rights ro:iervcJ, 



Cut scores representing "proficient" or "meets standards" level of performance on 16 state assessments 

Mathematics 

• Indiana tests students in the fall. Their cut scores were adjusted to reflect equivalent spring performance 
Colorado uses the partially proficient level of performance for NCLB reporting. To maintain consistency we report the level each state uses for NCLB reporting here. 

Tue Texas estimate is based on the level for proficient performance that will be implemented in 2005. 
• Nevada used a criterion-referenced test at grades 3 and 5 and the ITBS at grades 4 and 7 in 2003. Tuey will discontinue use of the ITBS in 2004. 

0 





For the past ten years, discussion of and work on a collaborative approach to professional 
development has been part of negotiations between the school district and the union. Originally, 
the agreement covered use of staff development in quite traditional ways - providing funding for 
each teacher to work on an individual plan that included things like attending one-day workshops. 
In 2001, however, the school district and the union agreed to try a different approach that they 
called the ISO #15 Teacher Academy. With that new approach, several things changed. The 
focus of professional development became student performance and achievement. Most 
professional development opportunities were provided locally outside of regular instructional time, 
and a comprehensive new teacher induction program was begun. Additionally, site planning and 
control of professional development time was increased. District-wide coordination of the effort 
was provided. The School Board policy on the Teacher Academy has this purpose statement: 

Purpose: To increase student learning in evety classroom in the district by providing 
each teacher with the support and tools to his or her effectiveness as a teacher and 
encourage professional growth throughout the teacher's career (adopted May 2001). 

The graphic below shows exactly what we have built as a result of this collaborative effort. 

' 3rd day= 1st SI 
' hours of ER&D' 

Foundations H 
dass ~ 

District Professional Development Committee 
Joint union-management, sets policies 

and procedures 
Recommends changes to Board & Union 

Teacher Academy 
(Supervised by 

Director of 
Human Resources) 

Academy Coordinators 
(Teachers on half-time special assignment 

with extended contract) 
Coordinate all activities 

Academy 
Classes 

Site Staff 
Development 

At the center of the Teacher Academy is the American Federation of Teachers' Educational 
Research and Dissemination program. Accessing this program was vital. It provided the model for 
effective professional development, the strands - or courses - that we are using, and the training 
and funding for district teachers to become trainers for each of the courses. In addition to AFT, 
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Education Minnesota, and local union funding, the district provided additional funding through 
ESEA Title 11 professional development funds to expand the program faster than the union support 
allowed. 

The graphic below outlines the strands - or courses - in the Teacher Academy. All but two of 
these courses are AFT-sponsored. Mentorship Training, and Traits of Effective Writing Instruction 
are both of locally developed courses that follow the AFT model of basing each course on level­
three research. 

f ""c>"r9an·1z-i·n9····l 
1the Classroom 1 
l Environment l 
: : 
: : 
1 Delivering l 
l Effective ! 
L. ~~~~.~~~i.~~ ... E 

:························i:. : Volume 1: : ! foundations ! 
~ Volume 2: ~ 
~ Extensions l 
1 Volume3: 
~ Connections 

·: 1 to Rational 

Beginning 
Reading 

: Reading ~ 
~Comprehension l 
: ............................. : 

Numbers ~ f ... · ...................... 1 
........................ : : School-Home . 

l Connection: 1 
l Partnerships 1 
~ Supporting l 
l Student 1 
~ learning ~ 
;. .......................... : 

. ............... , ......... ~ 
Managing ~ 

Anti-Social i 

.... :~~~~'..~~ ... ..I 

r·:c~;-;~ct·i·~~~i··· 
l Strategies 

· ..... :~i .... 
Trying to measure the impact of any professional development program is difficult at best. 
However, an unintended outcome of one of the first Teacher Academy courses has given us an 
ideal opportunity to examine the impact of this professional development approach. In the spring 
of 2001, Early Reading Intervention was offered for the first time. A large group of the teachers in 
the class were concentrated in one of the two primary buildings in the district. As the class ended, 
these teachers got together and challenged the site management council at the building to 
implement the identification and instruction methods that were part of the class. Using the 
University of Oregon Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early Literacy Skills, kindergartens were 
assessed in the spring of 2001. This group becomes the baseline data for what has developed 
into a building-wide endeavor. The following fall, incoming kindergarteners were assessed on the 
same standards. Again, they were assessed in the spring of 2002. At the same time, those 
- · "dergarteners from 2001 had now had a year of instruction based on the University of Oregon 

Jdel. Their gains from the previous year provide a value-added assessment of progress. 

The results for the following two years are also reported. In the spring of 2004, a comparison was 
done of kindergarteners in the all-day, everyday program versus those students in the all-day, 
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East Bethel Community School Early 
Reading Intervention Program Test Results 

Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early Literacy Skills 
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Based on University of Oregon research and the National Reading Panel Report. 
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Patrick Henry High School - Minneapolis 
Our philosophy of excellence is implemented through investment in best practices. 

Three Successful Initiatives 

1. Team Prep Hour (Costs .2 per teacher involved - at PHHS that's the 
equivalent of 6.8 teachers for 2004-05 or $476,000) 

• Examining student work together 
• Planning and evaluating interdisciplinary units 
• Meeting with parents & students 
• Connecting with support staff 

2. Small Learning Communities (Costs .6 to 1.0 per SLC for 
coordinators and teacher leaders - the equivalent of 3.2 teachers for 
2004-05 or $224 ,000) 

• SLC Program Coordinators recruit & support students, 
families and teachers 

• Arts Lead teacher works with Commercial & Fine Arts (CFA) 
SLC colleagues on integration strategies 

• Engineering tech teacher supports 3 computer labs for 
Engineering SLC 

• IB coordinator is full time position because of IB testing 
requirements 

• SLC Program coordinator work together to ensure that.all 
initiatives are good for the 

3. Patrick Henry Instructional Leaders (PHILs) (Costs .6 per 
teacher involved - that's 3.6 teachers or $252,000 for which we have one 
fewer assistant principal) 

• Data Collection & Analysis 
• Curriculum & Instruction 
• Professional Development 
• Student Development 
• Mentorship 
• Professional Practice School Lead 

Presented by Emily Lilja, 
elilja@mpls.k12.mn.us 
612-668-1973 
Patrick Henry H.S., Minneapolis 
January 13, 2005 



Paul McMahan, Principal 
Patrick Henry High School 
4320 Newton Ave. North 
Minneapolis, MN 55412 
9-12; 8:30 AM-3:00 PM 
Phone: 612-668-2000 
Email: 
Paul.McMahan@mpls.k12.mn.us 
Web:http://henry.mp1s.k12.mn.us/ 

Our School 
Patrick Henry High School is an 
academically focused senior high 
school with four small learning 
communities (SLC): Engineering, 
Commercial and Fine Arts, Open, 
and International Baccalaureate 
(IB). 

• The Commercial and Fine Arts 
Small Leaming Community is 
for students who want arts 
integration in all their courses, 
as well as expanded arts 
opportunities in visual, 
performing and graphic arts. 

• The Open Small Leaming 
Community is a group of 
students who share a broad 
range of academic interests 
with high standards. It offers 
individualized learning and 
inquiry opportunities for those 
students who are particularly 
self-motivated and independent. 
Students may take positions of 
leadership through mentoring 
opportunities in community or 
business organizations. 

• The IB program provides an 
internationally recognized 
challenging academic program 
to meet the needs of highly 
motivated students. Final exams 
offer an opportunity for 
students to earn credit at 
universities. 

• The Engineering SLC is a 
computer assisted design and 
development program leading to a 
variety of technology careers. The 
program uses a nationally known 
pre-engineering curriculum called 
"Project Lead the Way". Students 
can take 5 courses in such as 
Engineering Design, Digital 
Electronics, and Computer 
Integrated Manufacturing .. 

PllllS teachers have high 
expectations for all our students. 
We support this through our 
commitment to highest quality 
teaching - demonstrated in our 
Professional Practice School, which 
promotes mentoring for new 
teachers and National Board 
Certification (NBCT) for 
experienced professionals. PllllS 
has 7 NBCT, more than any other 
school in Minnesota. 

Our teachers also provide 
additional help for students during 
weekly scheduled tutorials after 
school. Days for tutorials are listed 
on our web site. Numerous 
opportunities before and after school 
and on weekends. 

Special Highlights 
ACADEMIC: 
• At PHHS in the National Merit 

Scholarship Program, 1 student is 
a semi-finalist and 1 student is a 
commended student. Both are 
recognized for their academic 
excellence, and outstanding 
performance on the PSAT 

• . In May 2004, -157 students took 
326IBexams. 

• 2 of the 6 students who 
attempted the m Diploma were 
successful. 

(continued on next page) 

From the He@rt 
Henry is a great place to be. 

There are always so many things 
happening and so many things to do. 
You would see students here daily at 8 
o'clock at night, not because they have to 
but because they want to. Students stay 
to get homework help or participate in a 
school activity such as clubs and sports. 

I remember last year, my junior 
year, my physics class was reviewing for 
the big m test and we were here until 9 
o'clock at night! The teacher, Mr. 
Scheibe, was willing to stay late without 
getting paid for the extra hours just to 
help us study to be successful on this test. 
That's the wonderful thing about Henry, 
their teachers and staff look forward to 
your success. 

Patrick Henry High School is the 
only high school I know of that gives 
students a Minnesota Basics Standard 
(MBST) Writing Test practice with all of' 
the actual conditions -no talking, the tw 
hour time frame and similar questions. 
Then teachers in the school, who 
volunteer their free time, read and correct 
the papers. The students can then see 
how they will do on the real test, and 
have a chance to work on improvements. 
This actually was the key reason that I 
passed the MBST Writing test. I did not 
pass the practice writing test, but by 
looking at my test with my teacher, I saw 
areas for improvement. I passed the real 
one, the first time. Without the practice 
test, my teachers wouldn't know where I 
could improve, and wouldn't be able to 
help me. 

At the end of each year; I am 
always amazed at what the school has 
done for me and am a little more 
appreciative as I return for the next 
coming school year. The Principal, Mt 
Paul McMahan is really the star of the 
school for going out into the world and 
fighting for the great opportunities that 
Henry provides for its students. At 
Henry, students will be successful. 
EllinaXion , Grade 12 



PROGRESS TOWARD OUR GO 

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)= 
No Child Left Behind 

The Minnesota Department of Education uses scores on 
Grade 10 Reading and Grade 11 Math exams, 
graduation rate and average daily attendance to rate 
schools as outlined by the federal No Child Left Behind 
law. The table below shows that all student groups in 
our school are meeting the state's target rate of 
acle uate earl 

Grade 10- Grade 11- Math 
Readin 

PHHS Target PHHS Target 
School 78.6% 76.5% 75.5% 69.8% 
Asian American 81.0% 73.7% 83.5% 67.0% 
Hispanic NIA 59.8% NIA 42.3% 
African American 70.6% 74.6% 58.2% 67.3% 
White 92.f% 71.5% 84.7% 63.4% 
ELL Students 73.8% 72.7% 66.2% 64.9% 
S ecial Education NIA 68.1% NIA 60.2% 
Free/Reduced 75.2% 75.7% 69.8% 69.0% 
Lunch 

Bold: groups not meeting target. 

American College Test (ACT) 
This test is taken by juniors and seniors who are 

1 interested in going to college. This test is required by 
most of the Minnesota state colleges and universities. 
Last year the ACT test was given at PIIlIS. 169 
students took the test, an increase of 50 students over 
the revious ear. 55 ·uniors and 114 seniors. 

School 
African American 
Asian American 
White American 

School Environment: Safe and Res ect 
Percent Agree &Agree Strongly 

I feel safe in m school 
Student$ trust adults in my school to keep them safe 
Students in my school show respect for teachers 

Minnesota as1c s est (MBSD 
The Basic Skills Test is must be passed in order for a 
student in Minnesota to graduate from high school. At 
PHHS, the MBST is given to all students who have not 
yet passed the reading or math test from grade 8. The 
writing section is administered for the first time in 10th 
grade. The figures below reflect the percent of students 
who passed. Almost % of PIIlIS students passed the 
Minnesota Basic Standard Test in writing last spring. 
We have set a goal to increase the number of students 
who pass in Math and Reading 

.::~~$.~';R'a$.S,Wlt'.~:$ffiti:(~).~£i~~f~~·~\:Q~$Z:~~b.Qffi;~i\;~::i'.!;i 
Reading Math Writing 

All students 78% 66% 79% 
Grade 9 
Grade 10 79%. 64% 74% 
Grade 11 84% 73% 80% 
Grade 12 93% 89% 89% 

Test of Emerging Academic English (TEAE) 
This test is given only to students currently designated as 
English Language Learners (ELL). It is used to 
determine which students no longer need these services 
by the state. 
READING 

Level 1 Level2 

PHHS 5% 25% 
District 17% 35% 

WRITING 
Level 1 Level2 Level3 

PHHS 
District 

6% 3% 
18% 10% 

Average Daily 
Attendance 

PHHS 

41% 
35% 

Level3 Level4 
Proficient 

61% 9% 
40% 9% 

Level 4 Level 5 
Proficient 

45% 4% 
31% 6% 

Graduation 

PHHS 
2003 2004 Target 2003 2004 Target 

All 68% 93% 90% 91% 75% 68% 

You can see that PHHS improved both its 
attendance and its graduation rate from last year 

Students Staff 
PIIlIS District PIIlIS District 
64% 76% 98% 91% 
67% 68%' 95% 89% 
33% 39% 79% 73% 

The teachers in this school treat students and other staff with respect. 85% 82% 91% 90% 



Progress Toward Our Goals .... 
AYP and 2-Star Schools 
Patrick Henry has been listed as a school that did not 
meet the Adequate Yearly Progress targets for all of 
its groups. The state sets these targets for each group 
of students: African American (Black), Asian 
American, Caucasian(White ), English Language 
Learners (ELL), and Free and Reduced Lunch 
(Lunch). If a group of students has too few who score 
proficient, a school will not have met AYP -
(ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS) and then the 
most STARS a school can get is two out of five. 

PHHS has two groups of students in reading and one 
group in math that did not meet the target. Below you 
can see how our students compared to the targets. On 
the Grade 10 Reading test, our African American 
students were only 4o/o below the target. And our Free 
and Reduced Lunch students were only half of one 
percent below! On the Grade 11 Math test, our 
African American students scored nine percent below 
the target. 

Our students can do better, and we are focusing our 
efforts to achieve this. But let's compare how our 
students did with those in other Minneapolis and 
nearby suburban schools. Out of 16 Minneapolis and 
suburban high schools, PHHS was 5th highest in 
Reading and 7th highest in math for our African 
American students. 

Also, Patrick Henry students had, on average, a 
higher percent who were proficient than both the 
district and the state on the Grade 10 Reading and 
the Grade 11 Math for all our groups. But, wait a 
minute! Our school score is below the state, even 
though the groups are all above. How can that be? 
The numbers are correct. However, Patrick Henry has 
fewer high scoring students compared to the state of 
Minnesota. In an average, these high scoring students, 
bring up the total. Patrick Henry has 14 % white 
students while the state has 80% 

Our teachers are analyzing the students' results so that 
they can improve scores for this year. We will 
develop specific instruction in those areas where 
students have difficulties. 

However, we also know that these scores only reflect 
a small part of what we want students to learn in 
school. We want to ensure that our students have a 
balanced education at PHHS. We do not believe that 
reviewing tests problems endlessly and test-taking 
strategies will provide students with the skills and 
knowledge to succeed in their future. 

Teacher Quality 
Patrick Henry High School knows that quality 

teachers, those who possess a thorough knowledge of the 
subject they teach and who have the· ability to effectively 
communicate this content to their students, are integral to 
the success of our students and our school. Patrick 
Henry's staff development activities are designed to 
develop, support, retain, and recruit quality teachers. 
Literacy is Our Focus 

During Summer 2004, 22 teachers from PHHS 
attended the MPS Literacy Institute.There the participants , 
developed a plan to help teachers strengthen the literacy 
skills of their students. Our goal is to help students use 
texts in ways that will lead our students toward their 
independence as learners. 

In the first three weeks of school, your student 
probably took a 'reading' test, even in math, science and 
modem language classes. This was so that every teacher 
would know how well their students could read the text. 

Literacy is more than learning to read: A literate 
person has the skills to read, understand, respond and use 
many different kinds of materials independently. Our job 
as educators is to teach techniques to our students that 
make it possible for them to use texts in ways that give 
them independence as readers, learners and writers 
Currently, teachers are learning a variety of instructional 
strategies that will help them meet their students' specific 
needs. At the end of the year, students will take a similar 
test to see if they have improved. 
Supporting Teachers New to PHHS 

This year, PHHS has a number of teachers with 
experience in other schools, who are now teaching in 
areas that they are licensed in, but may not have taught 
before. Our mentoring team has been working intensively 
to support these teachers through special classes, 
observations, coaching, and making sure they have the 
necessary resources to teach in their new assignments. 
The Professional Practice School 

The Professional Practice School is a 
collaborative effort among Patrick Henry High School, 
the University of Minnesota College of Education and 
Human Development, the Minneapolis Federation of 
Teachers, and the Minneapolis Public Schools. It 
supports teachers' success, growth, and retention with a 
full spectrum of professional development opportunities 
for all stages of educators' careers. These opportunities 
include from support for teacher research, weekly lunch 
discussions of educational topics, support for teachers 
applying for National Board Certification, and a 
Leadership Seminar Series. 

Patrick Henry also has a unique teacher leadership 
structure, in which classroom teachers are released part­
time to serve in school leadership roles. The Patrick 
Henry Instructional Leaders (PHILs) provide mentoring, 
curriculum support, research, student leadership aid, and 
professional development for staff. 



Factoids 
Student enrollment: 
1528 (10/16/02) 

Student Race: Our School District 
American Indian 1% 4% 
African American 50% 43% 
Asian American 31% 14% 
Hispanic American 3% 13% 
White American 15% 26% 

Students School District 
Receiving ELL 
services 19% 23% 

Qualify for free 
or reduced lunch 7 5 % 71 % 

Students who participate in 
special education: 17 % 13 % 

Number of Staff 
Teachers: 103 
Classroom support/stat?: 67 
Administrator: 4 
*Includes media specialists, reading 

specialist, assistants, clerical, 
custodians. 

Highlights (continued) 
• Students can earn up to 16 college credits in classes at PHHS in 2004-05. 
• Named one of the Nation's best public high schools by Newsweek magazine 

in 2000 and 2003. 
Fourth quarter awards for 2004 included: 

• 964 students received awards 
• 760-A and B honor roll; 160 improved .5 points in their grades 
• 12 seniors received the Highest Honors- 3.85 or higher grade point 

average for all four years. 
College Prep Programs 
• Admission Possible worked with 80 juniors and seniors preparing for college 

admission .. 
Grants Received 
• PHHS was awarded a Comprehensive School Reform Grant for a second 

year. The $100,000 will be used for professional development of teachers in 
literacy. 

• PHHS received an Arts for Academic Achievement grant for $5000 for the 
Arts SLC to integrate artists in the community into the curriculum. 

• Brionna Harder won a grant to attend a seminar in Washington D. C. on the 
Supreme Court. 

Student and Community Activities 
• Patrick Henry Student Council has students attending the Minneapolis City­

wide Student Council 
• Summer Training of 110 Link Leaders (seniors and juniors) who will mentor 

all freshman in their advisories. 
• Last year 6 dances raising money for student activities were sponsored by 

students leadership. 
• Students visited theAl-Amal Islamic School in Fridley and discussed the 

issues facing Muslim students and how their school supports them. 
• 15 students collected macroinvertebrates in Shingle Creek for Hennepin 

County and presented their findings on water quality at the Third River 
Summit at the Science Museum of Minnesota. 

• 4 students participated in YMCA Beacon: "An inside look at being a Doctor" 
• Students went to: U of MN law school seminar, High Tech Girls Society, 

Camp Ripley intensive technical career job shadows, Opus mentors, 
Architectural Youth Program, Business career exploration at St Kate's, and the 
Walkable Communities workshop. 

• Students participated in internships in law enforcement, radiation oncology, 
auto mechanics, construction management, and other areas. 
Students also participated in school year or summer internships in law 
enforcement, physical therapy, environmental advocacy, elementary 
education,. 

• The PHHS Varsity basketball team moved to the AAAA division and was 
runner-up for the State title. 

• The after school Political Forums hosted MN Senator Steve Kelly and US 
Senator Mark Dayton discussing education, as well as numerous other public 
figures. 

Volunteer Activities 
• Recycling kids raked the leaves of senior citizens in the neighborhood 

with the Camden Neighborhood Association 
• Over 100 students worked in the community for Operation Days Work at 50 

different businesses and raised almost $3000 for international projects. 



f(.o ~ !'O: ~-; HeA 
R-PHHS School Am. Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 

04-Target 76.52 0 73.66 59.83 74.63 71.50 72.66 68.09 75.70 

04-Rate 78.62 NIA 80.95 NIA 70.63 92.62 73.75 NIA 75.23 
Safe Harbor 100%-70.63% = 29.37 10% of29.37% = 2.94%. Next year African American students 

target (for Safe Harbor) will be 70.63% + 2.94% = 73.57% at levels 3-5. 
100%-75.23% = 24.67% 10% of 24.67% = 2.47%. Next year Free/Reduced Lunch 
students target (for Safe Harbor) will be 75.23% + 2.47% = 77.70% at levels 3-5. / 

M-PIIBS School Am. Ind Asiari Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 

04-Target 69.76 0 66.96 42.26 67.28 63.43 64.91 60.20 69.02 

04-Rate 75.52 NIA 83.49 NIA 58.19 84.69 66.15 NIA 69.81 

MCA - Grade 11 Math - % Proficient, 2004 
M-PHHS School Am. Ind Asian Hispanic Black White' LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 69.76 0 66.96 42.26 6728 63.43 64.91 60.20 69.02 
04-Rate 75.52 NIA 83.49 NIA 58.19 84.69 66.15 NIA 69.81 

M-Edison School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 68.62 19.86 58.85 55.23 65.86 63.62 64.67 60.13 67.69 
04-Rate 54.90 NIA 74.14 60.00 38.59 70.69 49.30 NIA 49.67 

M-North School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target ' 68.68 0.00 64.16 9.85 67.19 44.95 63.07 62.37 67.86 
04-Rate 53.85 NIA 64.29 NIA 46.46 NIA 59.78 25.61 52.17 

~n: 

M-Roosevelt School Am. Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 69.17 43.88 59.06 56.72 67.18 63.83 65.57 63.17 68.12. 
04-Rate 59.51 NIA 82.26 64.58 48.52 69.05 55.00 35.71 56.67 

· M:...South School Am. Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 70.31 53.31 58.85 56.71 66.44 69.14 62.38 60.56 67.46 
04-Rate 76.18 NIA 79.31 69.57 51.42 87.35 46.81 NIA 57.14 

M-Southwest School Am. Ind Asian .Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 69.65 0 55.01 63.40 61.00 68.46 63.72 58.66 65.53 
04-Rate 79.54 NIA NIA 51.96 57.14 91.48 46.07 NIA 51.92 

\ 



M-Washburn School Am. Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 69.17 0 56.16 54.34 67.06 65.53 62.52 60.79 67.18 
04-Rate 62.39 NIA 85.00 NIA 50.88 73.08 45.45 NIA 52.54 

M-Cooper School Am. Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 70.26 30.73 60.00 47.31 64.89 69.48 56.69 62.52 66.05 
04-Rate 76.14 NIA 82.81 NIA 59.15 81.02 56.82 46.74 61.96 

1.-Armstrong School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
. J4-Target 70.54 0.00 0.00 56.26 61.49 70.15 60.35 62.10 64.81 
1 o4-Rate 80.90 NIA NIA 69.09 59.76 84.53 47.14 57.78 58.22 

M-Hopkins School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
04-Target 71.03 21.70 60.68 54.51 62.90 70.73 57.92 64.68 63.95 
04-Rate 90.05 NIA 98.57 NIA 64.29 93.05 64.00 63.24 66.95 

M-BC School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
04-Target 69.24 15.79 63.68 49.21 65.40 66.85 64.76 57.88 67.50 
04-Rate 70.75 NIA 74.55 NIA 55.63 80.53 64.49 NIA 61.70 

M-Richfield School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
04-Target 69.68 0.00 57.55 55.01 63.91 68.63 60.34 58.32 65.29 
04-Rate 75.61 NIA 82.61 NIA 59.82 82.09 48.44 NIA 55.41 

M-St. School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
Anthony 
04-Target 68.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 68.77 0.00 0.00 0.00 
04-Rate 95.49 NIA NIA NIA NIA 95.53 NIA NIA NIA 

M-St.Louis School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
Park 
04-Target 69.84 0.00 0.00 0.00 59.83 69.37 0.00 0.00 61.97 
04-Rate 87.55 NIA NIA NIA 61.54 90.74 NIA NIA 61.43 

M-Edina School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
04-Target 71.02 0.00 59.17 0.00 0.00 70.87 0.00 63.24 60.40 
04-Rate 93.37 NIA 95.83 NIA NIA 93.57 NIA 66.28 85.71 

M-Columbia School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
Heights 
04-Target 69.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 57.54 68.12 58.00 0.00 64.74 
04-Rate 77.51 NIA NIA NIA 67.50 80.88 64.29 NIA 67.54 

IM-Wayzata School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
)4-Target 71.28 0.00 62.23 0.00 57.95 71.12 56.66 62.79 62.79 

1 
04-Rate 90.77 NIA 96.43 NIA 47.92 92.46 61.90 59.78 61 .. 96 



Presentation to the Minnesota 
Senate 

January 14, 2005 

Reading Trends for 
District and Lyndale Elementary 
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MCA Math Trends for 
MPS District and Lyndale Elementary 
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11 Lyndale 
• 88% in Poverty 

m 51 % English Language 
Learners (ELL) 

mi 16% Receiving Special 
Education 

m1 77% Enrolled full year 

mi 90% Students of Color 

phi 

• Minneapolis Elementary 
11 69% in Poverty 

., 25% English Language 
Learners (ELL) 

• 16% Receiving Special 
Education 

• 79% Enrolled full year 

11 73% Students of Color 

See www. incschools. mpls for 
complete school information 

reports 4 
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Offering a challenging middle school 
experience for 6th, 7th, and 8th graders 

www. washington. spps. org 



Washington's focus on instruction using technology provides 
students with the advanced 
training necessary for life in 
the 21st century. Our strong 
commitment to technology 
enhances learning through the 
use of many computer 
applications and individualized 
instruction in: 

.. challenge, regular, and 
basic levels of math, English, social studies, and science 

.. rigorous integrated and traditional math offerings 

.. digital photography, animation, and video 

.. physical education and health 

• journalism and yearbook production 

.. visual art (several traditional media) 

.. family and consumer science 

.. industrial technology 

• French, Hmong, and Spanish (two full years) 

.. earth and life science including Eco-Education 

• Schoolwide Enrichment Mqdel 

• writing through the Minnesota Writing Project 

.. reading through the Read 180 program 



Washington students gain hands-on computer experience 
through classroom instruction and special projects. 
Technology offerings include: 

• Digital art lab with 32 stations equipped with professional 
software for graphics, photography, animation, and web 
design. 

• Video production program complee with cameras, audio 
and lighting equipment, and digital editing stations. 

• Two multi-purpose computer labs for classroom research 
projects. 

• Two SuccessMaker 
(CCC) Labs provide 
individualized instruction 
in language arts and 
math skills. 

• Electronic Media Center 
combines print materials 
with a PC based research 
center. 

• Music Technology Lab with 30 electronic keyboards and 
20 computer stations for music composition and 
publishing 

• Accelerated Math program used with math classes from 
sixth to eighth grade. 

• Accelerated Reader program electronically tracks 
students' reading progress as well as qualifies them for 
individual, class, and grade-level incentives! 

• CAMPUS grade system allows parents and students to 
access to cun-ent assignment and grade infonnation from 
any internet-linked computer. 

• Read 180 reading program combines computer, small 
group instruction, and high-interest directed reading. 



•Widely recognized 
Instrumental Music 
offerings including 
four different bands 
from Beginning Band 
to Concert Band. 

•Excellent vocal music 
program involving 
hundreds of 
Washington students. 

Music 

•Music Technology Lab with 30 electronic keyboards and 
20 computer work stations for music composition and 
publishing. 

A 
• Motivated, hard working staff provides excellent learning 

opportunities 

•Regional, State, and National recognition in National 
History Day competition 

•National Junior Honor Society 

"Math Team Division champions for 2003 -2004 

• Challenges through the Schoolwide Enrichment Model 

"Project Good Start - a fun smmner orientation program for 
new students 

" Fun and stimulating WINGS 
after-school program featuring a 
choice of classes, snack, and 
transportation home 

• State Recognition in the National 
Geography Bee 

" Community service through Fresh 
Force and Student Council 

• Boys Soccer and Girls Badminton 
City Conference champs 

I 



Washington is one of a few middle schools in Saint Paul where 
students may choose to go to sixth grade. We have found that 
many sixth graders are mature enough and ready for the 
challenges of middle school. In addition to an expanded variety 
of world languages, music, and technology, sixth graders are 
often ready for paiiicipation in extracurricular activities. 

Many of our most successful students started at Washington in 
the sixth grade and have benefi~ed from three full years at the 

middle level. 

If you have a prospective sixth grader, call us to discuss your 
options. We can provide you with information to help you make 

the best decision for your student. 



Washington Technology Magnet School 
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ST. PAUL, MINNESOTA 55117 
Phone 293-8830 Fax 228-4331 
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Math Trends for 
District and Lyndale Elementary 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS "'~~,.~~,,~~'~""'~,,~~'~''"~ ~~'""~''"'-'''~~~,,~~,,,,,,,,,~,~,,,~,,~~~,~,~~~~~~,,~~'~''"''~''~, 

State of 

Stillwat~r Area ublic Schools 
2004 

12-16-04 

STILLWATER District 834 Facts 
AREA SCHOOLS ~,~-----~~~--~---~-

· • 150 sq.miles - 30+ miles long 
• 13 cities & 5 townships - population 

54,699 
• 15 Public Schools: 

- 10 elementary, 2 junior high, 1 senior high, 
1 ALC, 1 Early Childhood Family Center 

• 2 private schools 
• 2 charter schools 

1 



District 834 Facts 

• 9, 132 Enrollment 
- 19th largest of 343 districts 
- 7% minorities 
- 9.8% free/reduced lunch 
- 14 languages 
- 48% athletics participation (fall '04 ), 10-12 
-26% music participation, 10-12 
-47% music participation, 7-9 
- 9.9% special education 

3 

2 



STILLWATER 
AREASCHOOLS ,~,~·~~~''''''~··~~~~'''''~'''''~~~~,~~,,·~~,,~~~0-,~~·~~~~~·,~~~,~,.~,~.~~~~-~·~, 

"If we could first know where we are ... " 
- Community Perception of Stillwater Area 

Public Schools 

- Financial Condition - use of funds 

- Partnerships to meet goals 

- Facility Status 

- Demographics/Student Enrollment 

- Academic Performance of Students 

STILLWATER Our Current Condition 

5 

AREA SCHOOLS ~·~~·~~~·~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~,~.~,~~~ .. ~, .. ~,~~~~ 

"If we could first know where we are ... " 

- Financial Condition - use of funds 

- Partnerships to meet goals 

- Facility Status 

- Demographics/Student Enrollment 

- Academic Performance of Students 

6 
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STILLWATER 
ARE4SCHOOLS 

Our Current Condition 

District 834 Community 111.JOl'l'lf'lf!:jdl""'ll'• 

of its Schools and Staff 

• What grade would you give the Stillwater 
Area Public Schools? 

7 

snLLWATER Current Condition 
ARE4SCHOOLS 

District 834 Community 
Its Schools and Staff 

60% 
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Grade Local Schools (Community Survey 2004) 
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Our Current Condition 

District 834 Community Perceptions 

of Its Schools and Staff 

• What grade would you give the public 
schools nationally? 

Nation's Schools 

60% 58.0% 

50% 

40% 

30% 

20% 
19.8% 

11.5% 
10% 7.5% 

0% 
A B c D F DK 

9 

(Community Survey 2004) 
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STILLWATER 
AH A SCMOOLS 

Judging Our Current Condition 

Local, Regional, National Perceptions 
Of Public Schools 
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(Community Survey 2004) 
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~ sm........ Judging Our Current Condition -SQIOOU ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

District 834 Community Perceptions 
Of Its Schools and Staff 

• Our community grades Stillwater Area 
Public Schools 
- Higher than it did in 2001 

- Higher than other communities grade their 
schools 

12 
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• The job done by Stillwater Area 
teachers, principals and others has a 
direct impact on the quality of learning 
for students. 

STILLWATER 
AREASCHOOIS 

District 834 
Of Its Teachers 

Excellent 22.8% 

Above Average 

Average 23.3% 

Below Average P1.0% 

Poor I0.3% 

Unable to Evaluate 
0 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 

2004 2001 

49.0% 

50% 60% 

13 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

of Its Principals 
Excellent 16.0% 

Above Average 1111111111111135.8% 

Average 

Below Average 3.5% 

Poor 

Unable to Evaluate 

0% 20% 40% 

2004 2001 

15 

District 834 Community 
Of Its Schools and Staff 

• Stillwater Area Public Schools earned 
higher grades from the community in all 
areas of Instruction, Leadership and 
Management than in 2001. 

(Community Survey 2001 and 2004) 

16 
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STILLWATER 
AREASCHOOlS ,~,,,~~,~~,,~,~,,~~~~~,,~~,~,~~~,,~~~,~~~,~,,~~~,~--~,~~~,~-~""' 

"If we could first know where we are ... " 
- Community Perception of Stillwater Area 

Public Schools 

- Partnerships to meet goals 

- Facility Status 

- Demographics/Student Enrollment 

- Academic Performance of Students 

STILLWATER Our Current Condition 

17 

AREASCHOOlS ~~,,,~,~~--,~,,~,,~~-~,,,~~~,,~,,,~~~~,,~~~~'~'~,,~,~,,~~'~' 

Finance 

• Community Perceptions 

• Audit of Financial Statements/ 
Management Report 

• State Report Card 

18 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~~~~~~c~c~~c~,~~~~~~c~~~~,~~c~~~~c~-~~~ 

District 834 Community Perceptions 

of Its Schools and Staff 

Finance 

• Stillwater Area Public Schools residents 
are more informed about the financial 
management of the District than in 2001. 

19 

STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREAScttOOLS ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~c~cc-~~~~ 

District 834 Community Perceptions 
of Its Schools and Staff 

Finance 

• 72.6°/o voters surveyed in District 834 
rated the financial management 
"Excellent" or "Above Average". 
(60°/o in 2001) 

(Community Survey 2001 and 2004) 

20 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

G.eneral Fund - FY 2003-04 Revenue 

Federal Aid 
$1,970, 772.00 

2.56% 

State Aid 
$55,543,445 

72.10% 

STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Fixed and Other Fixed 
Costs Programs 

$485,261 

Transportation 
$4,347,183 

5.72% 

.64% 

Sites and Buildings 
$7,707,273 

10.15% 

Pupil Support 
Services 
$2,897,324 

3.82% 

Instructional Support 
Services 
$6,122,035 

8.06% 

Special Education 
Instruction 
$9,908,429 

13.05% 

Local Levy 
$15,849,500 

20.58% 

Administration 
$2,714,591 

3.57% 

Student Activities 
$1,629,740 

2.12% 

Grants 
$129,760 

0.17% 

Other Local 
$1,506,325 

1.96% 

Co-Curricular 
$402,675 

0.52% 

District Support 
Services 

$2,000,612 
2.63% 

21 

Regular and 
Vocational Instruction 

$39,759,999 
52.36% 

22 

11 



General Fund Revenue Student 

Federal Grants 

State Aids and Grants 

Local Property Tax 

Student Fees/Admissions 

Tuition from other Districts 

Investment Earnings 

Other Local 

Total General Fund 

Voter Approved Operating Referendum 

Revenue included in the above 

STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

General 

District Level Administration 

School Level Administration 
Regular Instruction 
Career & Technical Instruction 
Special Education Instruction 
Student Activities/ Athletics 
Instructional Support Services 
Pupil Support Services 

Operations, Maintenance & Other 
Student Transportation 
Subtotal of General Operating Fund 
Capital Expenditures 

District 834 State 

$ 192 $ 429 

$ 6,505 $ 6,997 

$ 593 $ 553 

$ 42 $ 79 

$ 52 $ 306 

$ 11 $ 22 

$ 263 $ 228 

$7,658 $8,614 

$ 252 $ 343 

(State Report Card 2004) 

District 834 

$ 246 
$ 190 

$ 3,684 
$ 105 
$ 1,035 
$ 291 
$ 391 
$ 295 
$ 580 
$ 441 
$7,258 
$ '211 

State 

$ 429 
$ 305 
$ 3,619 

$ 155 
$ 1,446 
$ 205 
$ 443 
$ 268 

$ 790 
$ 436 
$8,096 
$ 354 

23 

(State Report Card 2004) 

24 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Audit of Financial Statements 

"We found, as we have in the past, the 
District's financial records to be in 
excellent condition. This not only 
provides for an efficient audit at year­
end, but should also provide confidence 
in interim financial data utilized by the 
District throughout the year." 

Management Report, MMKR June 2004 

25 

STILLWATER 
District 834 Fund Balance Decisions 

AREA SCHOOLS ·~ .. ~~~~~~.~~~~···~~~~~~~~~··~~~~~~~ .. ~~· ...... ~~-~~···"~··"'~~-

Chose to spend down the cash flow account 
Year Unreserved Fund Balance 
1991-92 11.34% 
1992-93 10.69% 
1993-94 9.23% SAHS opens 
1994-95 5.29% 
1995-96 6.45% 
1996-97 5.84% 
1997-98 7.47% 
1998-99 5.08% Rutherford opens 
1999-2000 4.69% 
2000-2001 4.07% 
2001-2002 1 .30% Bd of Ed decision to save staff 

2002-2003 
2003-2004 

0.66% 
1 .20% Operating Levy 

26 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~··~··~~~~~~,~~~~~··~~~~··~~~.~~~-~~~·~·~~"~~··~, 

Audit of Financial Statements 

"The large decrease in cash and 
investments is due to the tax shift and 
change in the metering of state and 
payments used to help balance the state 
budget." 

Management Report, MMKR June 2004 

27 

STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~·~~·~~~~~~~·~~·~·~~~-~·~~-··~~·-~~ 

Audit of Financial Statements 

Undesignated fund balance 1.2o/o, 
June 30, 2004. 

Management Report, MMKR 

28 
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STILLWATER 
ARE4SCHOOIS ,~~~~-~~,,~,,~~,~~~~''''~~"""'~-c,~~~,,,~,~~~,,~~~,~~,~~~~~~~'''~~~~ 

It is the policy of l.S.D. 834 that the 
Superintendent shall not cause or allow 
the development of fiscal jeopardy or 
substantial deviation of actual 
expenditures from established budget. 

Policy-Superintendent Limitations 2.0 

District 834 Board of Education August 9, 2001 

29 

Audit of Financial Statements 

Expenditures in 2004 were held $209,094 
or .27°/o under budget 

Management Report, MMKR June 2004 

30 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~~,~~,~~,-,,~~~,~,~~,~~,~~,-,~~~-~-~~~~-~·~ 

Audit of Financial Statements 

Food Service: 

The District's Food Service has 
maintained a positive and healthy fund 
balance. 

Management Report, MMKR June 2004 

31 

smLWATER Jud in Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~'~~~~~~~,,,~~~~~~~~~,~~-,~~~~ 

Audit of Financial Statements 

Community Education: 

The District's Community Education 
Fund is in healthy condition. 

Management Report, MMKR June 2004 

32 
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Audit of Financial Statements 

Capital Projects and Debt Service Funds 
are controlled in accordance with plans. 

Management Report, MMKR June 2004 

33 

Audit of Financial Statements 

A challenge: 
Decrease in unrestricted net assets due 
to long-term obligation for severance and 
health benefits payable. 

Management Report, MMKR June 2004 

34 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS ~,,-,~,,~~~~~"~'~'~~~·~·~~~~,~,~~~·~~,~~~·~·.·~"~"'~~~ 

It is the policy of l.S.D. 834 that time, 
talent, physical and financial resources 
will be targeted toward raising student 
achievement. 

STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Our Current Condition 

Stillwater Area School District 

¥"More dollars spent on student learning 
(8/48 metro) 

35 

¥"Less dollars on· operation and administration 
(47/48 metro) 

State Report Card Data 2004 
Audit Financial Statements Data 2004 

School District Profiles - Department of Education 2003 

36 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ,,,~,~~'~"~-~-~~~~~~~~~,,~~~~~,~,~-~,,~~~~,~~~"~ 

Finance 

In 2004-05 local taxpayers will pay a 
larger portion - 25°/o, of the District's 
budget compared to 21 o/o in 2003-04. 

STILLWATER Our Current Condition 

37 

AREA SCHOOLS ~~~--~~,,~~,~,-~,--~-,~~'~"~~-~,,~~~~~~-

Finance 

There will be no additional dollars for 
schools because of the change. 

38 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~.~~·~~~~~~·~·~~~~~·~~~-·~·~~~~~~~~~~-~ 

Finance 

In 2004-05: 

- Local taxpayers will pay more 

- State of Minnesota will pay less 

- Local schools receive no more funding 

39 

STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~~~~~·~~.,~~~~~~~~~··~~.,~~~-

"If we could first know where we are ... " 
- Community Perception of Stillwater Area 

Public Schools 

- Financial Condition - use of funds 

- Facility Status 

- Demographics/Student Enrollment 

- Academic Performance of Students 

40 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Our Current Condition 

Partnerships to Meet Goals 

• Early Childhood (Pre-K) 
• Early Intervention Network 
• Head Start 
• Human Services, Inc. (HSI) 
• Lakeview Hospital 
• University of Minnesota 
• Washington County Child Care Resource and Referral 
• Washington County Community Services and Public Health 

STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Partnerships to Meet Goals 

• CAREi Institute - University of Minnesota 
• Courage St. Croix 
• Common Health Clinic 
• East Metro Integration District (EMID) 
" Family Means 
" Human Services, Inc. (HSI) 
• Northeast Metro Intermediate District (916) 
• Stillwater Youth Service Bureau 
• University of Minnesota - Read with Me 
• Washington County Social Serv.ices and Public Health 

41 
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Our Current Condition 

Partnerships to Meet Goals 

• Community Education 
• Area Athletic Associations 
• Courage St. Croix 
• Lakeview Hospital 
• Local Municipalities 
• River Valley Arts Council 
• 3M Wizard Program 
• Stillwater Area Youth Service Bureau 
• Warner Nature Center 
• Washington County Workforce Center 
• YMCA of Greater St. Paul 

STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Our Current Condition 

"If we could first know where we are ... " 
- Community Perception of Stillwater Area 

Public Schools 

- Financial Condition - use of funds 

- Partnerships to meet goals 

- Demographics/Student Enrollment 

- Academic Performance of Students 

43 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Our Current Condition 

Facility Improvement Plan 

Safe schools 
Responsible stewardship taxpayer 
property 

STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Facilities 
Major Facility Upgrades 2001 to 2005 

45 

Year School Primary Project Construction Cost 

2001 Afton-Lakeland Elementary Renovate ventilation system $3,270,000 
Lake Elmo Elementary Renovate ventilation system $2,466,000 
Lily Lake Elementary Renovate ventilation system $1,614,000 
Oak Park Elementary Renovate ventilation system $3,292,000 

2002 Andersen Elementary Renovate portion of ventilation system $228,000 
Stonebridge Elementary Renovate ventilation system $2,620,000 
Withrow Elementary Renovate portion of ventilation system $703,000 
Stillwater Area High School - Stadium Complete the stadium with bleachers & 

lighting $984,000 

2003 Stillwater Junior High Renovate portion of ventilation system $3,022,000 
Oak-Land Junior High Renovate portion of ventilation system $398,000 

2004 Stillwater Area High School Track resurfacing $90,931 
Lake Elmo Elementary Roofing $295,750 
Various Schools Flooring $103,754 

2005 Marine Elementary - Proposed Renovate ventilation system $2,200,000 

46 

23 



STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREASCHOOlS -"~~,~~~~~,~~~~-'''-~~~~,,-,,,,,~,,~~,,~~~,~,~~,-~ 

Facilities 

More than $20.8 million to improve 
school safety and efficiency. 

STILLWATER 

47 

AREASCHOOlS ~~~~~~-~,~~~-~~---~ 

"If we could first know where we are ... " 
- Community Perception of Stillwater Area 

Public Schools 

- Financial Condition - use of funds 

- Partnerships to meet goals 

- Facility Status 

- Academic Performance of Students 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREASCHOOLS ·~~·~~~.~~~~~····~··~~~·~~~~~~··~~·~~··~.~~·.~·~~···~~~.~·~·~~-~~-·~·~·~··~4. 

Demographics & Student Enrollment 

- Revised projection shows stable to declining 
enrollment 

- Buildings at or near capacity will be monitored 
annually 

- Changes in students of different grade levels 
must be monitored annually 

Smiw•n• in Minnesota 
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... jJr,lottfLl{h~ ~· .. ~~-~·~-~-~~·..-~---~---~-~~--·-~. 

• $4,601 per pupil 

1.0 

0.5 

Pre-K Kindergarten 4·6 6·12 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~~~·~~~~~~~·~···~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~.~~~···~~~~~ 

Demographics & Student Enrollment 

Growth is uneven in area served by 
Stillwater Area Public Schools. 

Our Current Condition 

"If we could first know where we are ... " 
- Community Perception of Stillwater Area 

Public Schools 

- Financial Condition - use of funds 

- Partnerships to meet goals 

- Facility Status 

- Demographics/Student Enrollment 
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It is the policy of District 834 that through 
its curriculum, high achievement for all 
learners is expected, risk is sanctioned, 
positive relationships are developed 
and opportunities for choice are 
provided within the financial boundaries 
as established by the community. 

District 834 Board of Education June 28, 2001 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREi.SCHOOLS 

Attendance 

1993-1997 95% 

1997-1998 96°/o 

1998-1999 95°/o 

1999-2001 93% 

2001-2002 94% 

2002-2003 92% 

2003-2004 95% 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Math 

Reading 

Judging Our Current Condition 
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Our Current Condition 

Academic Performance of Students 

Percent of Grade 5 students performing 
above grade level in reading has jumped 
from 48°/o to 76°/o since 1998. 
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Judging Our Current Condition 

Academic Performance of Students 

Percent of Grade 5 students performing 
above grade level in math has jumped 
from 39o/o to 71 % since 1998. 
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Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments-Math 2004 
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Judging Our Current Condition 

NWEA Mathematics Growth by Grad Year 
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ST ltlWA.T£R 
.4P.r.ASCllOOlS 

Judging Our Current Condition 

Math Growth 

. Students in 5 of 6 classes grew more than the 
typical growth of students nationally. 

(2014, 2013, 2011, 2010 and 2009) 
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Judging Our Current Condition 

NWEA Reading Growth by Grad Year 
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STILLWATER 
Judging Our Current Condition 

AREASCHOOlS ~M~~~~MMM<~~~~~,~~~,M~MM~~~,,~,~~~,~~~~MM~-~~~~,,~,~~~~~,~~ 

Reading Growth 

Students in 3 of 6 classes grew more than the 
typical growth of students nationally. 

(2014, 2011, and 2009) 

STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
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AREASCHOOlS ~MMM~MM~,~~"~~~'~'~M~~~~~~~,~,,~~,-~~~~,~·,,~~-M~~<~~ 

District 834 Community Perceptions 
About Academic Program 

"75.8o/o of voters in the district believe it 
is extremely or very important that the 
district provide a program that is more 
comprehensive and effective than the 
program funded by the state ... even if 
such a program results in tax increases." 

Community Survey 2004 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~,~~~m~"""~~~·,,~~~~~~~c~~~~,,~~~~~·~~~·~··~~·~~~~.~,~~~~-~~ •• ~~···~ 

"What we achieve is directly proportional 
to what we attempt to do." 

Unknown 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~-"~--------------~-, 

Student Achievement Priority 

Stillwater Area Public Schools 

Student academic achievement will rank in the 
top 1 % of public school districts nationwide 

in 2006. 

District 834 Board of Education Directive 2002 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~~'~'''~,~~'''~~,~~~~,~~,~,,~,,~~~~~,,~~~~~·~~~~~~·~~,~~''"' 

Academic Performance of Students 

Targets = students achieving in the top 1 o/o 
of students in public schools across the 

nation in 2006. 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREASCHOOLS ,~~,~~~~~~~~'-'~'~,.~,~~'''~~~~~~~·~~·~~,-~~·~·~~~~~~··,, 

Academic Performance of Students 

Targets set require 4-7°/o yearly increases 
in MCA student test performance.* 

* All tests have been modified since targets set. 
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STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
AREA SCHOOLS ~~~~~~~~·~·~·~~~-•. ~~~~~~·~·~~·~·~~,,~·~·~·~~-, 

Academic Performance of Students 

Our students performed 1-3°/o better in 
2003-04 in MCA reading, writing and 
math across the District.* 

* Exception 7% increase in 5th grade writing scores. 

STILLWATER Our Current Condition 
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AREA SCHOOLS -~~~~~~··~~~~-~~~~~~~~---., 

Academic Rigor - Course Selection 

Algebra 

District 7th Grade Algebra Placement 

School Year # Students % 
2002-2003 158 20% 

2003-2004 

2004-2005 

229 

250 

35% 

38% 

68 
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STILLWATER 
ARE.\ SCHOOLS 

Our Current Condition 

100% 

90% 

80% 

70% 

60% 

50% 

40% 

30% 

20% 

10% 

0% 

Advanced Placement course completion 
best predictor of college degree 
completion. 

43.2% 
39.1% 

2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 

ll!l Percent of Students Who Took One or More Advanced Placement Courses 

69 

70 

35 



STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 
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2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 

Number of Advanced Placement Tests Taken 

71 

259 

2002-03 2003-04 

Number of Tests Scored at "3" or Higher 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Academic Performance of Students 

ACT Test Results 

Year Total ComQosite % Tested Total Class 
2000 22.8 70.9 653 
2001 23.3 79.3 672 
2002 22.6 77.8 642 
2003 22.8 76.2 677 
2004 23.1* 73.0 713 

*22.2 State of Minnesota Average in 2004 

Academic Performance of Students 

SAT Test Results 

Year Verbal Math % Tested Total Class 
2000 576 580 12.4 653 
2001 599 600 11.1 672 
2002 589 584 15.2 642 
2003 576 573 13.8 677 
2004 590* 580** 15.3 713 

*587 State of Minnesota Average Verbal in 2004 

**593 State of Minnesota Average Math in 2004 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Our Current Condition 

National 
YEAR SEMI-FINALIST 

1993 6 

1994 6 

1995 4 

1996 11 

1997 5 

1998 5 

1999 4 

2000 3 

2001 3 

2002 6 

2003 4 

2004 3 

2005 7 

National College Board 

Our Current Condition 

Academic Support of Students 

• Increased parent access to student information 

• Increased after school programming 

• Improved school day schedules for reading 

75 

• Improved reading content, materials and instruction at 
all levels 

• Improved "high power" content at junior highs 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS 

Our Current Condition 

Academic Support for Students 

At the District level: 
GI District-wide performance targets set 

• Policies define achievement focus 

• Budget focus to improve student achievement 

• Partnerships for enrichments and increased service 

Our Current Condition 

Academic Performance of Students 

77 

GI Improved reading and mathematics scores at all levels 

• More students in AP classes - more success on AP 
tests 

• More students taking PSAT, ACT, SAT tests 
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STILLWATER 
AREASCHOOlS 

In 2003-04 the goals of the administrative team 
were: 

1. Place more dollars in instruction than the state/metro 
average 

2. Improve student academic growth in reading, 
writing, and math each year 

3. Improve the financial condition of the district by 
presenting a balanced budget and increasing 
unreserved fund balance 

STILLWATER 
AREASCHOOlS 

79 

In 2003-04 the goals of the administrative team 
were: 

4. Improve perception and knowledge of 
schools in our community 

5. Improve the facilities around the district on a 
planned basis 

6. Develop strategic partnerships that increase 
service and represent good taxpayer value 

All have been achieved in 2004. 
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• Future Challenges 
- Funding 

-Accountability 

- Local Control 
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STILLWATER 
AREA SCHOOLS ~~~~~'~"-~~,~~~~~,~~~,,~~~~~-~ 

• Future Challenges 
- Declining student enrollment 

- Short term focus - long term vision 

- Leadership 

- Meeting the needs of all students 
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A 

Education Committee 
Senator Steve Kelley, Chair 
Thursday, January 13, 2005 

3:00-5:30 p.m. 
Room 112, Capitol 

Lloyd Styrwoll, Superintendent of Schools, Grand Rapids, MN 
(10 min) 

John Beach, Principal, Princeton, MN 
Greg Blodgett Principal, Princeton, MN 
(10 min) 

Mary Wherry, Teacher, St. Francis, MN 
Emily Lilia, Teacher, Minneapolis, MN 
Sally Vogel, Teacher, Hayfield, MN 
(20 min) 

Doug Conboy, Superintendent Renville County West, Renville, MN 
(10 min) 

5. Ossie Brooks James, Principal, Lyndale School, Minneapolis, MN 
(10 min) 

6. Dr. Kathleen Macy, Superintendent, Stillwater, MN 
Ms. Carolyn Olson, Director of Instructional Support, Stillwater, MN 
Mr. Stephen Gorde, Principal, Rutherford Elementary, Stillwater, MN 
Ms. Sharon Turner, Teacher, Rutherford Elementary, Stillwater, MN 
(20 min) 

7. Von Sheppard, Principal, Dayton's Bluff, St. Paul, MN 
Mike McCollor, Principal, Washington Middle School, St. Paul, MN 
(10 min) 



For Immediate Release January 13. 2005 
Contact: Mary Cecconi, 651/214-6565 

Parents and Faith Community Demand to Legislators and Governor; 
"Keep the Promise of Public Schools" 

The 'We the People' coalition will hold a press conference on Wednesday, January 19 
at 12pm in Room 181, State Office Building to define the broken promises that produce 
a public education funding system that is unable to provide the resources to meet the 
actual cost of a high quality education for each child in Minnesota. Coalition members 
will deliver cards to legislators and the governor asking them to Keep the Promise, 
marking the start of the 'We the People' commitment to discuss these promises with all 
of our legislators and the governor. 

Our democracy makes a promise that all children, including the poor, the immigrants, the 
students with special needs, the gifted and kids of color will have equal opportunity and 
access to quality public education. Minnesota's promise is to teach all children well. 

This promise is broken when our schools are underfunded. "Today we are at a 
crossroads. Policy decisions at the state and federal level have disinvested, underfunded 
and cut funding for public schools. This puts our children and the future of our 
communities at risk," said Pat Welter, principal and ISAIAH leader. 

'We the People' has been initiated by ISAIAH, Parents United for Public Schools, 
Parents United Network and PTA because we recognize our responsibility to work with 
our legislators and governor to ensure that the promise of public schools ·is realized. 

"As moms and dads, grandparents, aunts and uncles, we are disappointed and angered by 
the lack of funding in our schools. In 2001, the state took on the responsibility to fund 
the lion's share of our public schools, yet never defined a way to pay for it," said Mary 
Cecconi, Parents United Network. "This broken promise has crippled our public schools' 
ability to provide the necessary resources for our children. We're coming to tell 
legislators that this is unacceptable." 

About the 'We the People' Coalition Members 
ISAIAH is an interfaith organization of congregations committed to building an equitable 
and just community through intentional and intensive relationship building, development 
and involvement of lay leadership and effective participation in the public arena. 

Minnesota PT A is the largest and oldest volunteer child and youth advocacy organization 
in Minnesota and is part of National PTA. 

T~e affiliates, Parents United for Public Schools and Parents United Network are 
statewide non-profit organizations whose mission is to involve community members with 
their schools and in the public policy that governs them. , 

### 
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Patrick Henry High School .... Minneapolis 
Our philosophy of excellence is implemented through investment in best practices. 

Three Successful Initiatives 

1. Team Prep Hour (Costs .2 per teacher involved - at PHHS that's the 
equivalent of 6.8 teachers for 2004-05 or $476,000) 

• Examining student work together 
• Planning and evaluating interdisciplinary units 
• Meeting with parents & students 
• Connecting with support staff 

2. Small Learning Communities (Costs .6 to 1.0 per SLC for 
coordinators and teacher leaders - the equivalent of 3.2 teachers for 
2004-05 or $224,000) 

• SLC Program Coordinators recruit & support students, 
families and teachers 

• Arts Lead teacher works with Commercial & Fine Arts (CFA) 
SLC colleagues on integration strategies 

• Engineering tech teacher supports 3 computer labs for 
Engineering SLC 

• IB coordinator is full time position because of IB testing 
requirements 

• SLC Program coordinator work together to ensure that.all 
initiatives are good for the 

311 Paqjck ~enry Instructional Leaders (PHILs) (Costs .6 per 
teacher involved - that's 3.6 teachers or $252,000 for which we have one 
fewer assistant principal) 

• Data Collection & Analysis 
• Curriculum & Instruction 
• Professional Development 
• Student Development 
• Mentorship 
• Professional Practice School Lead 

Presented by Emily Lilja, 
elilja@mpls.k12.mn.us 
612-668-1973 
Patrick Henry H.S., Minneapolis 
January 13, 2005 



Paul McMahan, Principal 
Patrick Henry High School 
4320 Newton Ave. North 
Minneapolis, MN 55412 
9-12; 8:30 AM-3:00 PM 
Phone: 612-668-2000 
Email: 
Paul.McMahan@mpls.k12.mn.us 
Web:http://henry .mpls. k12.mn.us/ 

Our School 
Patrick Henry High School is an 
academically focused senior high 
school with four small learning 
communities (SLC): Engineering, 
Commercial and Fine Arts, Open, 
and International Baccalaureate 
(IB). 

• The Commercial and Fine Arts 
Small Learning Community is 
for students who want arts 
integration in all their courses, 
as well as expanded arts 
opportunities in visual, 
performing and graphic arts. 

• The Open Small Leaming 
Community is a group of 
students who share a broad 
range of academic interests 
with high standards. It offers 
individualized learning and 
inquiry opportunities for those 
students who are particularly 
self-motivated and independent. 
Students may take positions of 
leadership through mentoring 
opportunities in community or 
business organizations. 

• The IB program provides an 
internationally recognized 
challenging academic program 
to meet the needs of highly 
motivated students. Final exams 
offer an opportunity for 
students to earn credit at 
universities. 

ricb Henry High SchooP 

• The Engineering SLC is a 
computer assisted design and 
development program leading to a 
variety of technology careers. The 
program uses a nationally known 
pre-engineering curriculum called 
"Project Lead the Way". Students 
can take 5 courses in such as 
Engineering Design, Digital 
Electronics, and Computer 
Integrated Manufacturing .. 

PHHS teachers have high 
expectations for all our students. 
We support this through our 
commitment to highest quality 
teaching - demonstrated in our 
Professional Practice School, which 
promotes mentoring for new 
teachers and National Board 
Certification (NBCT) for 
experienced professionals. PHHS 
has 7 NBCT, more than any other 
school in Minnesota. 

Our teachers also provide 
additional help for students during 
weekly scheduled tutorials after 
school. Days for tutorials are listed 
on our web site. Numerous 
opportunities before and after school 
and on weekends. 

Special Highlights 
ACADEMIC: 
•At PHHS in the National Merit 

Scholarship Program, 1 student is 
a semi-finalist and 1 student is a 
commended student. Both are 
recognized for their academic 
excellence, and outstanding 
performance on the PSAT 

• . In May 2004, 157 students took 
326 IB exams. 

• 2 of the 6 students who 
attempted the IB Diploma were 
successful. 

(continued on next page) 

from the HeCJrt 
Henry is a great place to be. 

There are always so many things 
happening and so many things to do. 
You would see students here daily at 8 
o'clock at night, not because they have to 
but because they want to. Students stay 
to get homework help or participate in a 
school activity such as clubs and sports. 

I remember last year, my junior 
year, my physics class was reviewing for 
the big IB test and we were here until 9 
o'clock at night! The teacher, Mr. 
Scheibe, was willing to stay late without 
getting paid for the extra hours just to 
help us study to be successful on this test. 
That's the wonderful thing about Henry, 
their teachers and staff look forward to 
your success. 

Patrick Henry High School is the 
only high school I know of that gives 
students a Minnesota Basics Standard 
(MBST) Writing Test practice with all of 
the actual conditions -no talking, the two 
hour time frame and similar questions. 
Then teachers in the school, who 
volunteer their free time, read and correct 
the papers. The students can then see 
how they will do on the real test, and 
have a chance to work on improvements. 
This actually ·was the key reason that I 
passed the MBST Writing test. I did not 
pass the practice writing test, but by 
looking at my test with my teacher, I saw 
areas for improvement. I passed the real 
one, the first time. Without the practice 
test, my teachers wouldn't know where I 
could improve, and wouldn't be able to 
help me. 

At the end of each year; I am 
always amazed at what the school has 
done for me and am a little more 
appreciative as I return for the next 
coming school year. The Principal, Mr. 
Paul McMahan is really the star of the 
school for going out into the world and 
fighting for the great opportunities that 
Henry provides for its students. At 
Henry, students will be successful. 
Ellina Xion , Grade 12 



PROGRESS TOWARD OUR GO 

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)-
No Child Left Behind 

The Minnesota Department of Education uses scores on 
Grade 10 Reading and Grade 11 Math exams, 
graduation rate and average daily attendance to rate 
schools as outlined by the federal No Child Left Behind 
law. The table below shows that all student groups in 
our school are meeting the state's target rate of 
ade uate yearl 

Grade 10- Grade 11- Math 
Readin 

PHHS Target PHHS Target 
School 78.6% 76.5% 75.5% 69.8% 
Asian American 81.0% 73.7% 83.5% 67.0% 
Hispanic NIA 59.8% NIA 42.3% 
African American 70.6% 74.6% 58.2% 67.3% 
White 92.6% 71.5% 84.7% 63.4% 
ELL Students 73.8% 72.7% 66.2% 64.9% 
S ecial Education NIA 68.1% NIA 60.2% 
Free/Reduced 75.2% 75.7% 69.8% 69.0% 
Lunch 

Bold: groups not meeting target. 

American College Test (ACT) 
This test is taken by juniors and seniors who are 
interested in going to college. This test is required by 
most of the Minnesota state colleges and universities. 
Last year the ACT test was given at Pm-IS. 169 
students took the test, an increase of 50 students over 
the revious ear. 55 'uniors and 114 seniors. 

School 
African American 
Asian American 
White American 

School Environment: Safe and Res ect 
Percent Agree &Agree Strongly 

I feel safe in m school 
Student$ trust adults in my school to keep them safe 
Students in my school show respect for teachers 

The Basic Skills Test is must be passed in order for a 
student in Minnesota to graduate from high school. At 
PHHS, the MBST is given to all students who have not 
yet passed the reading or math test from grade 8. The 
writing section is administered for the first time in 10th 
grade. The figures below reflect the percent of students 
who passed. Almost % of Pm-IS students passed the 
Minnesota Basic Standard Test in writing last spring. 
We have set a goal to increase the number of students 
who pass in Math and Reading 

>~S.$';J:fa$'.S.i).lg:.:S~tii~~;;1?&~~~;:~.:~;:c>~;~z?.!JZQf(.:;;::~:~;.}'.;/ 
Reading Math Writing 

All students 78% 66% 79% 
Grade 9 
Grade 10 79%. 64% 74% 
Grade 11 84% 73% 80% 
Grade 12 93% 89% 89% 

Test of Emerging Academic English (TEAE) 
This test is given only to students currently designated as 
English Language Learners (ELL). It is used to 
determine which students no longer need these services 
by the state. 
READING 

Level I Level2 

PHHS 5% 25% 
District 17% 35% 

WRITING 
Level 1 Level2 Level3 

PHHS 
District 

6% 3% 
18% 10% 

Average Daily 
Attendance 

PHHS 

41% 
35% 

Level3 Level4 
Proficient 

61% 9% 
40% 9% 

Level 4 Level 5 
Proficient 

45% 4% 
31% 6% 

Graduation 

PHHS 
2003 2004 Target 2003 2004 Target 

All 68% 93% 90% 91% 75% 68% 

You can see that PHHS improved both its 
attendance and its graduation rate from last year 

Students Staff 
PHHS District Pm-IS District 
64% 76% 98% 91% 
67% 68%' 95% 89% 
33% 39% 79% 73% 

The teachers in this school treat students and other staff with respect. 85% 82% 91% 90% 



Progress Toward Our Goals .... 
AYP and 2-Star Schools 
Patrick Henry has been listed as a school that did not 
meet the Adequate Yearly Progress targets for all of 
its groups. The state sets these targets for each group 
of students: African American (Black}, Asian 
America~ Caucasian(White ), English Language 
Learners (ELL), and Free and Reduced Lunch 
(Lunch). If a group of students has too few who score 
proficient, a school will not have met A YP -
(ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS) and then the 
most STARS a school can get is two out of five. 

PHHS has two groups of students in reading and one 
group in math that did not meet the target. Below you 
can see how our students compared to the targets. On 
the Grade 10 Reading test, our African American 
students were only 4% below the target. And our Free 
and Reduced Lunch students were only half of one 
percent below! On the Grade 11 Math test, our 
African American students scored nine percent below 
the target. 

Our students can do better, and we are focusing our 
efforts to achieve this. But let's compare how our 
students did with those in other Minneapolis and 
nearby suburban schools. Out of 16 Minneapolis and 
suburban high schools, PHHS was 5th highest in 
Reading and 7th highest in math for our African 
American students. 

Also, Patrick Henry students had, on average, a 
higher percent who were proficient than both the 
district and the state on the Grade 10 Reading and 
the Grade 11 Math for all our groups. But, wait a 
minute! Our school score is below the state, even 
though the groups are all above. How can that be? 
The numbers are correct. However, Patrick Henry has 
fewer high scoring students compared to the state of 
Minnesota. In an average, these high scoring students, 
bring up the total. Patrick Henry has 14 % white 
students while the state has 80% 

Our teachers are analyzing the students' results so that 
they can improve scores for this year. We will 
develop specific instruction in those areas where 
students have difficulties. 

However, we also know that these scores only reflect 
a small part of what we want students to learn in 
school. We want to ensure that our students have a 
balanced education at PHHS. We do not believe that 
reviewing tests problems endlessly and test-taking 
strategies will provide students with the skills and 
knowledge to succeed in their future. 

Teacher Quality 
Patrick Henry High School knows that quality 

teachers, those who possess a thorough knowledge of the 
subject they teach and who have the· ability to effectively 
communicate this content to their students, are integral to 
the success of our students and our school. Patrick 
Henry's staff development activities are designed to 
develop, support, reta~ and recruit quality teachers. 
Literacy is Our Focus 

During Summer 2004, 22 teachers from PHHS 
attended the MPS Literacy Institute.There the participants 
developed a plan to help teachers strengthen the literacy 
skills of their students. Our goal is to help students use 
texts in ways that will lead our students toward their 
independence as learners. 

In the first three weeks of school, your student 
probably took a 'reading' test, even in math, science and 
modem language classes. This was so that every teacher 
would know how well their students could read the text. 

Literacy is more than learning to read: A literate 
person has the skills to read, understand, respond and use 
many different kinds of materials independently. Our job 
as educators is to teach techniques to our students that 
make it possible for them to use texts in ways that give 
them independence as readers, learners and writers 
Currently, teachers are learning a variety of instructional 
strategies that will help them meet their students' specific 
needs. At the end of the year, students will take a similar 
test to see if they have improved. 
Supporting Teachers New to PHHS 

This year, PHHS has a number of teachers with 
experience in other schools, who are now teaching in 
areas that they are licensed in, but may not have taught 
before. Our mentoring team has been working intensively 
to support these teachers through special classes, 
observations, coaching, and making sure they have the 
necessary resources to teach in their new assignments. 
The Professional Practice School 

The Professional Practice School is a 
collaborative effort among Patrick Henry High School, 
the University of Minnesota College of Education and 
Human Development, the Minneapolis Federation of 
Teachers, and the Minneapolis Public Schools. It 
supports teachers' success, growth, and retention with a 
full spectrum of professional development opportunities 
for all stages of educators' careers. These opportunities 
include from support for teacher research, weekly lunch 
discussions of educational topics, support for teachers 
applying for National Board Certification, and a 
Leadership Seminar Series. 

Patrick Henry also has a unique teacher leadership 
structure, in which classroom teachers are released part­
time to serve in school leadership roles. The Patrick 
Henry Instructional Leaders (PHILs) provide mentoring, 
curriculum support, research, student leadership aid, and 
professional development for staff. 



Factoids 
Student enrollment: 
1528 (10/16/02) 

Student Race: Our School District 
American Indian 1 % 4% 
African American 50% 43% 
Asian American 31 % 14% 
Hispanic American 3% 13% 
White American 15% 26% 

Students School District 
Receiving ELL 
services 19% 23 % 

Qualify for free 
or reduced lunch 7 5 % 71 % 

Students who participate in 
special education: 17 % 13 % 

Number of Staff 
Teachers: 103 
Classroom support/staf?: 67 
Administrator: 4 
*Includes media specialists, reading 

specialist, assistants, clerical, 
custodians. 

Highlights (continued) 
• Students can earn up to 16 college credits in classes at PHHS in 2004-05. 
•Named one of the Nation's best public high schools by Newsweek magazine 

in 2000 and 2003. 
Fourth quarter awards for 2004 included: 

• 964 students received awards 
• 760-A and B honor roll; 160 improved .5 points in their grades 
• 12 - seniors received the Highest Honors - 3. 85 or higher grade point 

average for all four years. 
College Prep Programs 
• Admission Possible worked with 80 juniors and seniors preparing for college 

admission .. 
Grants Received 
• PHHS was awarded a Comprehensive School Reform Grant for a second 

year. The $100,000 will be used for professional development of teachers in 
literacy. 

• PHHS received an Arts for Academic Achievement grant for $5000 for the 
Arts SLC to integrate artists in the community into the curriculum. 

• Brionna Harder won a grant to attend a seminar in Washington D. C. on the 
Supreme Court. 

Student and Community Activities 
• Patrick Henry Student Council has students attending the Minneapolis City­

wide Student Council 
• Summer Training of 110 Link Leaders (seniors and juniors) who will mentor 

all freshman in their advisories. 
• Last year 6 dances raising money for student activities were sponsored by 

students leadership. 
• Students visited theAl-Amal Islamic School in Fridley and discussed the 

issues facing Muslim students and how their school supports them. 
• 15 students collected macroinvertebrates in Shingle Creek for Hennepin 

County and presented their :findings on water quality at the Third River 
Summit at the Science Museum of Minnesota. 

• 4 students participated in YMCA Beacon: "An inside look at being a Doctor" 
• Students went to: U of MN law school seminar, High Tech Girls Society, 

Camp Ripley intensive technical career job shadows, Opus mentors, 
Architectural Youth Program, Business career exploration at St Kate's, and the 
Walkable Communities workshop. 

• Students participated in internships in law enforcement, radiation oncology, 
auto mechanics, construction management, and other areas. 
Students also participated in school year or summer internships in law 
enforcement, physical therapy, environmental advocacy, elementary 
education,. 

• The PHHS Varsity basketball team moved to the AAAA division and was 
runner-up for the State title. 

• The after school Political Forums hosted MN Senator Steve Kelly and US 
Senator Mark Dayton discussing education, as well as numerous other public 
figures. 

Volunteer Activities 
• Recycling kids raked the leaves of senior citizens in the neighborhood 

with the Camden Neighborhood Association 
• Over 100 students worked in the community for Operation Days Work at 50 

different businesses and raised almost $3000 for international projects. 
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R-PHHS School Am. Ind Asian Hispanic · Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 76.52 0 73.66. 59.83 74.63 71.50 72.66 68.09 75.70 
04-Rate 78.62 NIA 80.95 NIA 70.63 92.62 73.75 NIA 75.23 
Safe Harbor 100%-70.63% = 29.37 10% of 29.37% = 2.94%. Next year African American students 

target (for Safe Harbor) will be 70.63% + 2.94% = 73.57% at levels 3-5. 
100%-75.23% = 24.67% 10% of 24.67% = 2.47%. Next year Free/Reduced Lunch 
students target (for Safe Harbor) will be 75.23% + 2.47% = 77.70% at levels 3-5. 

M-PIIBS School Am. Ind Asiari Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 69.76 0 66.96 42.26 67.28 63.43 64.91 60.20 69.02 
04-Rate 75.52 NIA 83.49 NIA 58.19 84.69 66.15 NIA 69.81 

MCA - Grade 11 Math - % Proficient, 2004 
M-PHHS School Am. Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 69.76 0 66.96 42.26 67,28 63.43 64.91 60.20 69.02 
04-Rate 75.52 NIA 83.49 NIA 58.19 84.69 66.15 NIA 69.81 

M-Edison School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 68.62 19.86 58.85 55.23 65.86 63.62 64.67 60.13 67.69 
04-Rate 54.90 NIA 74.14 60.00 38.59 70.69 49.30 NIA 49.67 

M-North School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target . 68.68 0.00 64.16 9.85 67.19 44.95 63.07 62.37 67.86 
04-Rate 53.85 NIA 64.29 NIA 46.46 NIA 59.78 25.61 52.17 
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M-Roosevelt School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 69.17 43.88 59.06 56.72 67.18 63.83 65.57 63.17 68.12. 
04-Rate 59.51 NIA 82.26 64.58 48.52 69.05 55.00 35.71 56.67 

· M-South School Am. Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 70.31 53.31 58.85 56.71 66.44 69.14 62.38 60.56 67.46 
04-Rate 76.18 NIA 79.31 69.57 51.42 87.35 46.81 NIA 57.14 

M-Southwest School Am. Ind Asian .Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 69.65 0 55.01 63.40 61.00 68.46 63.72 58.66 65.53 
04-Rate 79.54 NIA NIA 51.96 57.14 91.48 46.07 NIA 51.92 



M-Washburn School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 69.17 0 56.16 54.34 67.06 65.53 62.52 60.79 67.18 
04-Rate 62.39 NIA 85.00 NIA 50.88 73.08 45.45 NIA 52.54 

M-Cooper School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special Lunch 
04-Target 70.26 30.73 60.00 47.31 64.89 69.48 56.69 62.52 66.05 
04-Rate 76.14 NIA 82.81 NIA 59.15 81.02 56.82 46.74 61.96 

R-Armstrong School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
04-Target 70.54 0.00 0.00 56.26 61.49 70.15 60.35 62.10 64.81 
04-Rate 80.90 NIA NIA 69.09 59.76 84.53 47.14 57.78 58.22 

M-Hopkins School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
04-Target 71.03 21.70 60.68 54.51 62.90 70.73 57.92 64.68 63.95 
04-Rate 90.05 NIA 98.57 NIA 64.29 93.05 64.00 63.24 66.95 

M-BC School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
04-Target 69.24 15.79 63.68 49.21 65.40 66.85 64.76 57.88 67.50 
04-Rate 70.75 NIA 74.55 NIA 55.63 80.53 64.49 NIA 61.70 

M-Richfield School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
04-Target 69.68 0.00 57.55 55.01 63.91 68.63 60.34 58.32 65.29 
04-Rate 75.61 NIA 82.61 NIA 59.82 82.09 48.44 NIA 55.41 

M-St. School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
Anthony 
04-Target 68.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 68.77 0.00 0.00 0.00 
04-Rate 95.49 NIA NIA NIA NIA 95.53 NIA NIA NIA 

M-St.Louis School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
Park 
04-Target 69.84 0.00 0.00 0.00 59.83 69.37 0.00 0.00 61.97 
04-Rate 87.55 NIA NIA NIA 61.54 90.74 NIA NIA 61.43 

M-Edina School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
04-Target 71.02 0.00 59.17 0.00 0.00 70.87 0.00 63.24 60.40 
04-Rate 93.37 NIA 95.83 NIA NIA 93.57 NIA 66.28 85.71 

M-Columbia School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
Heights 
04-Target 69.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 57.54 68.12 58.00 0.00 64.74 
04-Rate 77.51 NIA NIA NIA 67.50 80.88 64.29 NIA 67.54 

M-Wayzata School Am.Ind Asian Hispanic Black White LEP Special FRP 
04-Target 71.28 0.00 62.23 0.00 57.95 71.12 56.66 62.79 62.79 
04-Rate 90.77 NIA 96.43 NIA 47.92 92.46 61.90 59.78 61.96 
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Improving Student Achievement Through Staff Development 

1 
Analyze Student Performance 

r--------.i~ Data; Identify Student Learning 
.. Needs 

5 
Provide Ongoing Support for 
Learning and Implementation 
of New Knowledge, Skills, and 
Processes 

4 

2 
Identify Target(s) for Educator 
Learning and Development 

1iv 

3 Design and Implement Staff 
Development lntervention(s) and 
Evaluation 

riit""l~ ________ __j Identify Results-Based Staff Development 
Intervention Aligned with Target Areas 

Source: J. Killian, Amazing Impact: Evaluating Staff 
now::.lnnmQnt ?nn? 
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Trends and Common Weak Strands Across Grade Levels 

• Reading 
MCA scores leveling out for both 3rd and 5th at about 15% scoring levels I & IIA 
Weak strands found throughout grades 2-5: 

• Math 

Inference 
Compare/Contrast 
Analysis/Evaluation of Meanings 
Vocabulary 
Literary passages 

MCA scores leveling out for both 3rd and 5th at about 15-20% scoring levels I & IIA 
Weak strands found throughout grades 2-5: 

• Writing 

Problem solving 
Chance & Data 
Data/Categorization 

Levels I & IIA make up 20-30% of 5th grade MCA scores 
Weak strands found throughout grades 2-5 

Oral language development 
punctuation and expression 
narrative writing style 
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Who are the Struggling Students? 

• Those with less than a score of 1420 on any MCA test in any area 
• Any student with an NCE score of less than 40 on an area ofITBS · 
• Any student rea4ing under grade level on ST AR reading tests 
• Other indfoators: 

. failing subject areas on report cards 
having behavior problems 
having social problems 
having attendance problems 
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Possible Staff Development Priorities 

Reading 
1. inference 
2. compare/contrast 
3. analysis I evaluation of meanings 
4. vocabulary 
5. literary passages 

Math 
6. Problem solving 
7. Chance & Data 
8. Data/Categorization 

Writing 
9. The Writing Process 

10. Writing Assessment 
11.Who Teaches What and When? 

12. Student Management/Discipline 

13. Respect/Responsibility 

14.Traditional "Climate" activities (Christmas Craft Day, etc .. ) (Staff d~velopment?) 

15 .Parent Invclvement 

16.Community Involvement 
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Remember ..... Make SMART goals: 

S--specific. about what is to be accomplished 

M-~measurable 

A--attainable 

R--results - or output - oriented ·· 

T --timebound 
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Staff Development Action Plan 
2004-2006 

Site: Brownsdale Elementarv School 
Goal Baseline Pertinent Desired Staff Evidence of Teacher 

Data Information Result Development Learning & Improved 
Student Performance 

Analyze multiple # of students with All student data will To improve student Using the baseline data, Teachers will share staff 
types of student 90% or > attendance be recorded and performance by the write staff development development training with 
data to use for analyzed at end of the year. goals for improving appropriate audience. 
writing staff # of students benchmark dates student performance. 
development goals completing homework during the year in Staff will apply kn9wledge 
to improve student 5 days a week order to check studen1 learned in staff development 
achievement. progress, then in the classroom, and 

# of students with strategies modified as student performance will show 
0 behavior problems needed. improvement over baseline 
per week. data. 

% of parents attending 
conferences 

# of students at or 
above grade level 
on STAR test 

# of students at 3, 
or4 on all MCA 
tests 

# of students with 
75% or> on ITBS 
subtests 

# of students with no 
D, F, or P- on report 
card. 



I Brownsdale Elementarr -~'lff Development Action Plan 2004-2006 

Goal Baseline Pertinent Desired Staff Evidence 01 _ ~acher 

Data Information Result Development Learning & Improved 
Student Performance 

To improve #of student Classroom and Incidents of All staff will be Teachers and all building staff 

student "R & R" awards administrative disrespect and trained in the will use "Love and Logic" 
respect and given in Sept. records show that irresponsibility will "Love and Logic" techniques with students. 
responsibility incidents of student decrease each methodology of 
each month disrespect and month.· working with The number of "R & R" 
as indicated on irresponsibility are student behaviors. rewards will increase each 
the "R & R" increasing and we want month. 
monthly awards to decrease them. 
graph. 

--

To provide #of staff Allows for continuous Continuous Workshops, Evaluations show the staff 
opportunities participating improvement for the site. Improvement conventions, development was of high 
for all staff to in staff dev. in students' study groups, quality. 
receive staff training All staff development will performance. peer coaching, 
development opportunities be shared with an appro- action research, Students improve as a result 
as needed. priate audience and etc., etc. of the staff development. 

evaluated by the attendee 
and the audience. 

To develop Make a list Align the new scope & Improvements Collaborative New scope and sequence 
a scope and of what is sequence with state in students' research, aligns with standards and 
sequence for being done standards for each grade performance planning, each teacher has a copy to 
writing for now. level. on baseline and evalu- implement in the classroom. 
K-5 grades. indicators. ation. 

Student MCAs, ITBS, Teachers meet to discuss the 
writing perform- other indicators. Implementation progress and 
ance data. discuss problems and 

solutions. 

Students' writing performance 
continually improves when 
compared to baseline data. 
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Brownsdale Elementary ! Development Action Plan 2004-20C pa~~ 3 

Goal Baseline Pertinent Desired Staff Evidence of Teacher 

Data Information Result Development Learning & Improved 
Student Performance 

To provide at risk # of students with All tutored students To improve each Collaborative planning Student performance 

students academic 90% >attendance baseline data will be students perfor- research, assessment, meets desired result. 
tutoring to improve recorded and analyzed mance data on and evaluation. 
their performance # of students com- at benchmark dates all bench mark Surveys given to 
over baseline pleting homework during the year in order indicators by the tutors, students, 
data. 5 days a week to check tutored students end of the year. teachers, committee, 

progress, then strategies parents and other 
# of students with modified as needed. S'Cakeholders include 
0 behavior positive feedback 
problems per regarding the tutoring 
week program. 

% of parents 
attending 
conferences 

# of students at 
or above grade 
level on STAR 
tests 

#of students 
with 75% or> 
all ITBS 
subtests 

# of students 
with no D, F, 
P-, or "Needs 
Improvement 
on report card. 
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Evaluatiotr 
What strategy did we try? I 

l . 
What happened? Did we improve? To 
what degree? 

~.- v 

If not, why not? What went 
wrong with our strategy? 

If yes, to what degree? 
What was wrong with our 
hypotheses? ·-

11' ,F 

What else could be the What is the explanation for the 
explanation for this success? Was the hypotheses 
problem? correct? 

11' 1 .. 

What else could explain the Are there any elements about 
problem? What new the results for this hypothesis 
hypotheses will we "bet" that can be helpful with other 
on? problem areas? 

u ~ Formulate new hypotheses to shape 
~ 

,, 
~ future improvement efforts. 

~ 





For the past ten years, discussion of and work on a collaborative approach to professional 
development has been part of negotiations between the school district and the union. Originally, 
the agreement covered use of staff development in quite traditional ways - providing funding for 
each teacher to work on an individual plan that included things like attending one-day workshops. 
In 2001, however, the school district and the union agreed to try a different approach that they 
called the ISO #15 Teacher Academy. With that new approach, several things changed. The 
focus of professional development became student performance and achievement. Most 
professional development opportunities were provided locally outside of regular instructional time, 
and a comprehensive new teacher induction program was begun. Additionally, site planning and 
control of professional development time was increased. District-wide coordination of the effort 
was provided. The School Board policy on the Teacher Academy has this purpose statement: 

Purpose: To increase student learning in every classroom in the district by providing 
each teacher with the support and tools to his or her effectiveness as a teacher and 
encourage professional growth throughout the teacher's career (adopted May 2001). 

The graphic below shows exactly what we have built as a result of this collaborative effort. 

New Teacher 
Induction 

District Professional Development Committee 
Joint union-management, sets policies 

and procedures 
Recommends changes to Board & Union 

Teacher Academy 
(Supervised by 

Director of 
Human Resources) 

Academy Coordinators 
(Teachers on half-time special assignment 

with extended contract) 
Coordinate all activities 

Academy 
Classes 

(includes both teachers new to the profession 
and teachers new to the district) 

Site Staff 
Development 

Annual 
leadership 
conference 

At the center of the Teacher Academy is the American Federation of Teachers' Educational 
Research and Dissemination program. Accessing this program was vital. It provided the model for 
effective professional development, the strands - or courses -that we are using, and the training 
and funding for district teachers to become trainers for each of the courses. In addition to AFT, 

Early ReadinQ at East Bethel Community School PaQe3 



Education Minnesota, and local union funding, the district provided additional funding through 
ESEA Title II professional development funds to expand the program faster than the union support 
allowed. 

The graphic below outlines the strands - or courses - in the Teacher Academy. All but two of 
these courses are AFT-sponsored. Mentorship Training, and Traits of Effective Writing Instruction 
are both of locally developed courses that follow the AFT model of basing each course on level­
three research. 

~ ... c>"rgariiZ'i.19····1 
lthe Classroom l 
~ Environment ~ 
~ ~ 
~ Delivering l 
l Effective ~ 

f "'v~i~~~·i';···l ! Foundations j 
l Volume 2: l 
~ Extensions ~ 

L.~~~~~~~~~!'! ... ; 
l Volume 3: 
1 Connections 

·: l to Rational 

Beginning 
Reading 

: Reading ~ 
~ Comprehension l 
: ............................. : 

Numbers l f" ....................... . 
........................ : : School-Home 

l Connection: 
l Partnerships 
l Supporting 
l Student 
l learning 
\ ........................ . 

·························. 
Managing ~ 

Anti-Social l 

.... ~~::.~'..~~ .... .! 

., ............................. . 
l Instructional l 
l Strategies l 
i ThatWork 1 

.
I ::::~ :.: 

Writing 
~ Instruction ~ 
: ............................. : 

Trying to measure the impact of any professional development program is difficult at best. 
However, an unintended outcome of one of the first Teacher Academy courses has given us an 
ideal opportunity to examine the impact of this professional development approach. In the spring 
of 2001, Early Reading Intervention was offered for the first time. A large group of the teachers in 
the class were concentrated in one of the two primary buildings in the district. As the class ended, 
these teachers got together and challenged the site management council at the building to 
implement the identification and instruction methods that were part of the class. Using the 
University of Oregon Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early Literacy Skills, kindergartens were 
assessed in the spring of 2001. This group becomes the baseline data for what has developed 
into a building-wide endeavor. The following fall, incoming kindergarteners were assessed on the 
same standards. Again, they were assessed in the spring of 2002. At the same time, those 
kindergarteners from 2001 had now had a year of instruction based on the University of Oregon 
model. Their gains from the previous year provide a value-added assessment of progress. 

The results for the following two years are also reponed. In the spring of 2004, a comparison was 
done of kindergarteners in the all-day, everyday program versus those students in the all-day, 

Early Reading at East Bethel Community School Page4 



East Bethel Community School Early 
Reading Intervention Program Test Results 

Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early Literacy Skills 
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Kindergarten 
2002-2003 

Tested· 9/02 

Kindergarten 
2002-2003 

Tested· 5/03 

1st Grade 
2002-2003 

Tested • 1103 
Initial Sounds Segmentation Nonsense 

Words 
Letter Sounds 

Based on University of Oregon research and the National Reading Panel Report. 

Spring 2004 Follow Up 
(Kindergarten) 
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SAMPLE REPORTS SET 

Pages 1-4 .................................... Teacher Report 
J\tlath 
Reading 

Pages 5-9 ............. ~ ...................... Class Repo1i 
Math 
Reading 
Sorted by Alpha (m~lltiple points) 

Page 10 ......................................... ASG Report 
Page 11 ......................................... 0nline Individual Student Progress 

Report· 
Page 12 ......................................... End-of-Term Individual Student 

Progress Report 
Page 13 .......................................... District Summary Repo1i by School 
Page 14-15 ................................. District Sumn1a1y Report by Grade 

Sorted by Gender 
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Teache~ R~port - ... --thematics Fall 2003 
Goal Performa1n;e 

3chool: Nixon Elementary (NWEA Sample District) 
:lass: 55 Bondy 6thGrade 6 -reacher: Bondy, Bondy -~> 

Cl) (,) en ...... >-en s:: _.o > s:: ...... ::::t <ti 0 0 Ci> LL s:: 1... 

en ::::t <( c.. en 0. .0 E 
E E Cl) en <ti- .0 Test Test Std RIT %ile 0 <ti 
::::t 0 tn Q) Q) <am 0 

Student ID Name Grd Type Date RIT Err Range %ile Range <( 1... z (.) G a cw c.. 
12341145 Kirsten, J. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 200 2.9 197-203 15 11-20 LO LO LO AV AV LO LO 
12340465 Tierra, s. Y. 6 SIG Aug 22 201 3.0 198-204 17 13-22 LO LO LO AV LO AV LO 
12340617 Robert, P. K. 6 SIG Aug 22 202 2.9 199-205 19 14-24 LO LO LO LO LO AV LO 
12340448 Elesvan, J. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 202 3.0 199-205 19 14-24 LO LO LO AV LO LO LO 
12341189 Brandon,J. N. 6 SIG Aug 22 204 3.0 201-207 22 17-28 LO AV LO AV LO LO LO 
12340630 Andy, VI/. Y. 6 SIG Aug 22 205 3.0 202-208 24 19-31 LO AV AV HI LO LO LO 
12340549 Jacque, L. N. 6 SIG Aug 22 208 3.0 205-211 31 24-38 HI LO LO LO LO LO AV 
12340627 Alexandra, K. L. 5 SIG Aug 26 210 2.9 207-213 53 44-63 AV AV HI AV LO AV AV 
12340599 Christofer, C. E. 6 SIG AU§ 22 210 3.0 207-213 35 28-43 LO HI LO AV AV LO AV 
12341174 Jessica, J. N. 6 SIG Aug 22 210 2.9 207-213 35 28-43 LO LO LO AV AV LO LO 
12340605 LaDonna, G. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 211 3.1 208-214 38 31-46 AV LO LO HI AV AV AV 
12340511 Michael, T. R. 6 SIG Aug 22 211 3.0 208-214 38 31-46 HI LO LO AV HI LO LO 
12340504 Michael, Y. A. 6 SIG Aug 22 211 2.9 208-214 38 31-43 LO AV LO AV LO HI LO 
12340482 Grace, J. T. 6 SIG Aug 22 214 2.9 211-217 46 38-54 HI AV AV LO LO AV AV 
12340447 Jazmin, N. S. 6 SIG Aug 22 215 3.0 212-218 49 40-57 LO HI HI AV LO LO AV 
12340508 Jackquelyn, D. A. 6 SIG Aug 22 216 2.9 213-219 51 43-60 HI AV HI HI LO AV AV 
12340636 Christina, L. A. 6 SIG Aug 22 216 3.0 213-219 51 43-60 HI LO AV AV AV HI AV 
12340421 Nathan, T. I. 6 SIG Aug 22 216 3.0 213-219 51 43-60 AV LO HI AV AV HI AV 
12340530 Aaron, J. A. 6 SIG Aug 22 216 2.9 213-219 51 43-60 AV HI AV LO LO AV HI 
12341114 Ryan,C.Y. 6 SIG Aug 22 216 3.0 213-219 51 43-60 HI LO LO AV AV HI LO 
12340437 Nasser, J. N. 6 SIG Aug 22 217 3.3 214-220 54 46-62 HI AV AV HI LO LO AV 
12340408 Sara, B. Y. 6 SIG Aug 22 218 3.0 215-221 57 49-65 HI AV HI AV LO AV AV 
12340509 Cierra, J. N. 6 SIG Aug 22 218 3.0 215-221 57 49-65 HI AV HI LO LO AV HI 
12340981 Keitha, L. N. 6 SIG Aug 22 219 2.9 216-222 60 51-68 HI AV AV LO AV HI HI 
12340383 Megan, N. L. 6 SIG Aug 22 220 3.0 217-223 62 54-70 HI HI HI LO LO AV HI 
12340434 Gary, P. K. 6 SIG Aug 22 220 3.1 217-223 62 54-70 HI AV AV HI AV AV AV 
12340603 Jonathan, K. N. 6 SIG Aug 22 221 3.0 218-224 65 57-73 AV HI HI HI AV LO HI 
12340640 Tristan, C. A. 6 SIG Aug 22 224 3.0 221-227 73 65-79 HI AV HI HI HI AV AV 
12340438 Austin, V. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 224 3.2 221-227 73 65-79 AV AV AV HI HI HI AV 
12340558 Rache'I, D. N. 6 SIG Aug 22 225 2.9 222-228 75 68-81 HI HI HI HI AV HI HI 
12340470 Robert,G. Y. 6 SIG Aug 22 227 2.9 224-230 79 73-85 HI AV HI LO AV HI HI 
12340505 Jon, S. L. 6 SIG Aug 22 228 3.3 225-231 81 75-86 HI HI HI HI HI HI HI 
12340473 Jordan, N. R. 6 SIG Aug 22 229 2.9 226-232 83 77-88 HI AV HI HI AV HI HI 
12340476 Megan, M. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 229 3.0 226-232 83 77-88 HI HI HI HI LO HI HI 
12340506 Alejandra, R. T. 6 SIG Aug 22 232 . 3.0 229-235 88 83-91 HI HI HI HI HI HI HI 
12340393 Stacia, J. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 233 3.0 230-236 89 85-92 HI HI HI HI HI HI HI 

Continued on next page ... 

HI-percentile> 66 AV-percentile between 66 and 34 LO-percentile< 34 
Tests shown in gray are excluded from summary statistics. Either the test occurred outside the testing 
\Ninck1vv for a term. hacl an invalid score. or was a repeat test for a student within a term. 

Report Created: 10-09-2003 (version 2.05.003) NWEA MAP Report page 1 



Teacher Report - Mathematics (Continued) Fall 2003 
Goal Performance 

>chool: Nixon Elementary (NWEA Sample District) 
;1ass: 55 Bondy 6thGrade 6 -. 
eacher: Bondy, Bondy .~ >-

Cl> (.) en->--(/') s:: _.c > c:: - ::::s ca o 0 Cl> LI. c:: :i... 

en ::::s <(a. en 0. .c E (/') -Test Test Std RIT %ile E E Cl> 0 ca ca- .c 
::::s 0 O') Cl> Cl> -ca 0 

Student ID Name Grd Type Date RIT Err Range %ile Range <( ct1- :i... 

z () " 2 cen a. 
12340868 Jeremy, K. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 234 3.0 231-237 90 86-93 HI HI HI HI HI HI HI 
12340458 Melanie, L. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 234 3.0 231-237 90 86-93 HI HI HI HI HI HI HI 
12340461 Patrick, N. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 234 2.9 231-237 90 86-93 HI HI AV HI HI HI HI 
12340394 Elizabeth, N. N. 6 SIG Aug 22 238 3.0 235-241 94 91-96 HI HI HI HI HI HI HI 
12340453 Katlynne, K. Y. 6 SIG Aug 22 241 3.0 238-244 96 94-97 HI HI HI HI HI HI HI 

11:,11'.:: .\ -- :.: J~J 

High 25 15 20 19 11 18 17 

Totals For: Mathematics Avg 6 15 9 14 13 12 14 

Students: 41 Low 10 11 12 8 17 11 10 

Mean RIT 218.5 Mean 221.4 216.7 218.0 220.8 214.6 217.8 218.8 

Std Dev 10.8 Std Dev 14.4 12.7 12.3 14.2 12.8 14.0 14.3 

Median RIT 217· Median 224 218 221 220 213 220 220 

-II-percentile> 66 AV-percentile between 66 and 34 LO-percentile< 34 
f"1:c::ts s~":>'-·'/11 in are exclucleci from summa.n; statistics. Either the tes1 o.-xu:;-ed ouisicie the iestinq 

· - h 1 ·" fi-q· """i ·~· n-·1. ;:,1·1 ir,\.<ii!ci .-.(~'.HJ:\_ i~r \~1.1.:-1.S :4 r1-1\1'?;3l_ lt_:~t fcq a ::1fl1cis-rl \'.:i1hin ,:::: t~:)rm~ -

~eport Created: I 0-09-2003 (ver )5.003) NWEA le port Page 2 



Teacher Rep01--..-/Reading Fall 2003 
Goal Performance 

School: Nixon Elementary (NWEA Sample District) (]) 

Class: 55 Bondy 6thGrade 6 "' .0 c 
Teacher: Bondy, Bondy ctl 0. 0 -o E a. 

O'IO 0 CJ) 
O> (.) Cl> CJ) o_ a:·-
Cl>>- Cl 

CJ) 

>->-a: 0 c --"'O i::: "'O 
ctl ct! 

Test Test Std RIT %ile :i.. Cl> :i.. c 
0 :J ct! !<C 

Student ID Name Grd Type Date RIT Err Range %ile Range ~u:: 
Cl> 

:J~ a: 
12341189 Brandon,J. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 174 3.4 171-177 2 1-3 LO LO LO 

,·, . ,-.- ,-, iCl 

12340599 Christofer, C. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 192 3.8 188-196 11 9-16 LO LO LO 
12340504 Michael, Y. A. 6 SIG Aug 25 193 3.3 190-196 12 9-16 LO LO LO 
12340603 Jonathan, K. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 194 3.3 191-197 13 9-17 LO AV LO 
12340605 LaDonna,G. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 196 3.4 193-199 16 12-20 LO LO LO 
12341145 Kirsten, J. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 199 3.3 196-202 20 16-25 LO LO LO 
12340530 Aaron, J. A. 6 SIG Aug 25 201 3.3 198-204 24 19-32 LO AV LO 
12340448 Elesvan, J. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 202 3.3 199-205 25 20-34 LO LO AV 
12340508 Jackquelyn, D. A. 6 SIG Aug 25 203 3.3 200-206 28 22-34 AV LO AV 
12340482 Grace, J. T. 6 SIG Aug 25 203 3.6 199-207 28 20-36 LO AV LO 
12341174 Jessica, J. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 203 3.6 199-207 28 22-36 LO AV LO 
12340627 Alexandra, K. L. 5 SIG Aug 22 204 3.3 201-207 41 34-53 AV AV AV 
12340511 Michael, T. R. 6 SIG Aug 25 205 3.3 202-208 32 24-39 AV LO LO 
12340421 Nathan, T. I. 6 SIG Aug 25 205 3.3 202-208 32 25-39 LO AV AV 
12340408 Sara, B. Y. 6 SIG Aug 25 207 3.3 204-210 36 29-47 LO LO AV 
12340630 Andy, W. Y. 6 SIG Aug 25 207 3.3 204-210 36 29-44 LO AV AV 
12340549 Jacque, L. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 207 3.3 204-210 36 28-44 AV LO LO 
12340509 Cierra, J. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 208 3.3 205-211 39 29-47 AV LO AV 
12340447 Jazmin, N. S. 6 SIG Aug 25 209 3.2 206-212 42 34-50 AV AV AV 
12340437 Nasser, J. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 212 3.3 209-215 50 42-59 AV AV LO 
12340476 Megan, M. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 214 3.6 210-218 56 44-67 AV AV HI 
12340465 Tierra, S. Y. 6 SIG Aug 25 214 3.3 211-217 56 47-64 AV AV AV 
12340617 Robert, P. K. 6 SIG Aug 25 214 3.2 211-217 56 44-64 HI LO HI 
12340434 Gary, P. K. 6 SIG Aug 25 214 3.2 211-217 56 47-64 AV AV AV 
12340438 Austin, V. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 214 3.4 211-217 56 44-64 AV AV AV 
12340636 Christina, L. A. 6 SIG Aug 25 215 3.3 212-218 59 50-70 HI AV AV 
12340981 Keitha, L. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 215 3.5 212-219 59 47-67 AV AV AV 
12340470 Robert,G. Y. 6 SIG Aug 25 216 3.3 213-219 61 53-73 AV AV HI 
12341114 Ryan, C. Y. 6 SIG Aug 25 217 3.4 214-220 64 53-73 AV HI AV 
12340558 Rache'I, D. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 218 .3.3 215-221 67 59-78 HI HI AV 
12340640 Tri~an,C.A. 6 SIG Aug 25 219 3.3 216-222 70 61-78 AV HI AV 
12340505 Jon, S. L. 6 SIG Aug 25 220 3.3 217-223 73 64-81 HI HI HI 
12340461 Patrick, N. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 221 3.3 218-224 76 67-83 AV HI AV 
12340383 Megan, N. L. 6 SIG Aug 25 222 3.3 219-225 78 70-85 HI AV HI 
12340458 Melanie, L. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 224 3.3 221-227 83 73-89 AV HI HI 

Continued on next page ... 

HI-percentile> 66 AV-percentile between 66 and 34 LO-percentile< 34 
Tests :::hovv11 in orav are excluded from summarv statisiics. Either the lest occurred outside the testino 
··vinclcwr fc11· .::i tcor.;:n_ he'ld ;=in i11v21lirJ score. or w;:is ::i. repec:it test for? student 1Nithin 8 term. -

Report Created: I 0-09-2003 (version 2.05.003) NWEA MAP Report ·Page 3 



Teacher Report - Reading (Continued) Fall 2003 
Goal Performance 

School: Nixon Elementary (NWEA Sample District) Cl> 
Class: 55 Bondy 6thGrade 6 Cl) 

..0 c 
reacher: Bondy, Bondy C'G c. 0 -o E c. 

tnO 0 Cl) 
O> () Q) Cl) 

o- cc·-
Cl>> tn en 

>> cc 0 c: <um "'C c: :0 
Test Test Std RIT %ile :i.. Q) :i.. c: 

0 :::J C'G !<r 
Student ID Name Grd Type Date RIT Err Range o/oile Range ~u:: 

Q) 
:::;~ a: 

12340868 Jeremy, K. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 224 3.3 221-227 83 76-90 HI HI HI 
12340506 Alejandra, R. T. 6 SIG Aug 25 226 3.3 223-229 87 81-92 HI HI HI 
12340473 Jordan, N. R. 6 SIG Aug 25 228 3.2 225-231 90 85-94 HI HI HI 
12340393 Stacia, J. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 233 3.2 230-236 96 93-98 HI HI HI 
12340453 Katlynne, K. Y. 6 SIG Aug 25 235 3.3 232-238 97 95-98 HI HI HI 
12340394 Elizabeth, N. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 241 3.4 238-244 99 98-99 HI HI HI 
-12340421 Nathan, T. L 6 SIG Aug 25 ·H-*19 Proctor terminated without option to resume 

High 11 12 12 

Totals For: Reading Avg 17 17 17 

Students: 41 Low 13 12 12 

Mean RIT 211.4 Mean 210.8 211.8 211.7 

Std Dev 12.9 Std Dev 13.6 13.6 14.3 

Median RIT 214 Median 215 211 212 

-JI-percentile> 66 AV-percentile between 66 and 34 LO-percentile< 34 
lests shown in gray are excluded from summary statistics. Either the test occurred outside the testing 
vindow for a term. had an invalid score. or was a repeat test for a student within a term. ***Test score was invalid. Retesting is recommended: 

~eport Created: I 0-09-2003 (ver~" •5.003) NWEA " 'leport Pape 4 



Class Report - Mathema"'-.-ds - Fall 2003 - By Test RIT 
Nixon Elementary 

School: Nixon Elementary 
Teacher: Bondy, Bondy 

Goal Performance 

Class Name: 55 Bondy 6thGrade 6 
Math Goals Survey 6+ IN Version 2 

Student ID Name 

12340603 Jonathan, K. N. 

12341145 Kirsten, J. E. 
12340465 Tierra, S. Y. 
12340448· Elesvan, J. E. 
12340617 Robert, P.K. 
12341189 Brandon,J. N. 
12340630 Andy, \fJ. Y. 
12340549 Jacque, L. N. 
12340599 Christofer, C. E. 
12340605 LaDonna, G. E. 
12340511 Michael, T. R. 
12340504 Michael, Y. A. 
12340482 Grace,J. T. 
12340447 Jazmin, N. S. 
12340530 Aaron, J. A. 
12340636 Christinc;i, L. A. 
12340508 Jackquelyn, D. A. 

12340421 Nathan, T. I. 
12341114 Ryan,C.Y. 
12340437 Nasser, J. N. 
12340509 Cierra, J. N. 
12340408 Sara, B. Y. 
12340981 Keitha, L. N. 
12340434 Gary, P. K. 
12340383 Megan, N. L. 
12340603 Jonathan, K . .J\j· 
12340438 Austin, V. E. 
12340640 Tristan, C. A. 

12340558 Rache'I, D. N. 
12340470 Robert, G.Y. 
12340505 Jon, S. L. 

Grd 

6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 

Test 
Type 

Test Std %ile 
Date Term RIT Err RIT Rng %ile Rng 

CJ) 
ti) 
c: 
CJ) 

(/) 

E 
:::i 
z 

SIG Aug 22 FA03 ·'** 19 - Proctor terminated without option to resume 

'5 
c. 
E 
0 

(.) 

SIG Aug 22 F A03 200 2.9 197-203 15 11-20 180-197 199-216 194-210 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 201 3.0 198-204 17 13-22 184-201 172-195 189-205 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 202 3.0 199-205 19 14-24 201-216 192-208 191-207 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 202 2.9 199-205 19 14-24 201-216 193-209 192-208 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 204 3.0 201-207 22 17-28 190-205 202-219 197-213 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 205 3.0 202-208 24 19-31 194-209 203-221 203-221 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 208 3.0 205-211 31 24-38 215-232 193-211 179-201 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 210 3.0 207-213 35 28-43 192-209 217-240 200-216 
SIG Aug22 FA03 211 3.1 208-214 38 31-46 208-224 184-207 193-211 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 211 3.0 208-214 38 31-46 215-232 193-211 191-209 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 211 2.9 208-214 38 31-43 193-209 205-220 200-216 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 214 2.9 211-217 46 38-54 216-233 210-225 205-221 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 215 3.0 212-218 49 40-57 201-216 216-233 217-235 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 216 2.9 213-219 51 43-60 213-228 218-235 208-224 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 216 3.0 213-219 51 43-60 214-229 197-214 204-220 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 216 2.9 213-219 51 43-60 216-233 204-220 215-232 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 216 3.0 213-219 51 43-60 203-219 186-208 215-232 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 216 3.0 213-219 51 43-60 220-237 199-217 200-217 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 217 3.3 214-220 54 46-62 216-232 211-228 211-228 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 218 3.0 215-221 57 49-65 219-236 207-223 214-230 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 218 3.0 215-221 57 49-65 221-238 205-221 217-235 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 219 2.9 216-222 60 51-68 219-234 211-227 210-227 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 220 3.1 217-223 62 54-70 214-230 210-227 210-226 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 220 3.0 217-223 62 54-70 218-233 215-231 224-241 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 221 3.0 218-224 65 57-73 211-226 215-231 221-239 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 224 3.2 221-227 73 65-79 212-228 212-229 212-230 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 224 3.0 221-227 73 65-79 229-246 208-226 214-230 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 225 2.9 222-228 75 68-81 223-239 216-232 216-232 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 227 2.9 224-230 79 73-85 226-241 213-230 218-234 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 228 3.3 225-231 81 75-86 216-233 216-233 215-232 

HI-percentile> 66 AV-percentile between 66 and 34 LO-percentile< 34 
Tests shown in gray font are excluded from summary statistics. Either the test occurred outside the testing 
window for a term. had an invalid score, or was a repeat test for a student within a term 

Tests shown in gray background occurred prior to the term for which this report is produced 

Report Printed: 11/3/2003 v. 2.5.2 Report run on: 101912003 NWEA MAP Report 

E en 
0 l'1 
CJ) CJ) 

(!) 2 

202-219 
204-222 
204-221 
197-212 
205-222 
219-252 
193-210 
202-219 
215-233 
208-224 
206-221 
196-213 
212-228 
187-209 
203-219 
215-232 
212-228 
211-226 
215-234 
201-218 
208-224 
174-205 
218-235 
194-216 
222-240 
223-240 
215-231 
219-235 
197-219 
228-246 

205-222 
200-216 
198-215 
186-203 
196-212 
174-196 
199-215 
202-219 
204-221 
221-243 
201-217 
184-206 
198-215 
195-212 
210-226 
195-213 
204-221 
204-220 
199-218 
198-215 
200-217 
208-224 
206-224 
191-213 
211-227 
223-239 
227-244 
213-229 
213-229 
213-232 

> 
0 
(/) 

.c 
0 
i... 

a.. 

187-205 173-195 
202-218 188-205 
184-201 189-205 
203-220 185-202 
186-204 193-209 
189-205 195-211 
198-214 210-228 
193-211 206-222 
204-220 203-219 
188-209 185-208 
213-230 202-217 
210-227 213-230 
196-214 209-225 
213-230 215-233 
216-233 211-227 
202-218, 204-220 
217-235 213-230 
217-234 199-216 
185-209 212-229 
210-226 217-234 
205-222 211-228 
219-237 215-231 
212-229 211-229 
213-228 219-236 
193-215 215-231 
216-233 208-226 
209-227' 207-224 
214-229 221-237 
232-254 227-244 
227-244 220-238 

Page 5 



Class Report ... Mathematics • Fall 2003 - By Test RIT 
Nixon Elementary 

School: Nixon Elementary 
Teache~ Bond~Bondy 

Class Name: 55 Bondy 6thGrade 6 
Math Goals Survey 6+ IN Version 2 

Test Test Std %ile 
Student ID Name Grd Type Date Term RIT Err RIT Rng %ile Rng 

12340473 Jordan, N. R. 6 SIG Aug 22 FA03 229 2.9 226-232 83 77-88 
12340476 Megan, M. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 FA03 229 3.0 226-232 83 77-88 
12340506 Alejandra, R. T. 6 SIG Aug 22 FA03 232 3.0 229-235 88 83-91 
12340393 Stacia, J. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 FA03 233 3.0 230-236 89 85-92 
12340868 Jeremy, K. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 FA03 234 3.0 231-237 90 86-93 
12340458 Melanie, L. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 FA03 234 3.0 231-237 90 86-93 
12340461 Patrick, N. E. 6 SIG Aug 22 FA03 234 2.9 231-237 90 86-93 
12340394 Elizabeth, N. N. 6 SIG Aug 22 FA03 238 3.0 235-241 94 91-96 
12340453 Katlynne, K. Y. 6 SIG Aug 22 FA03 241 3.0 238-244 96 94-97 

Totals For: Math Goals Survey 6+ IN Version 2 

Students with current, valid scores 39 
Mean RIT 218.9 

Median RIT 218 
Std Dev 10.9 

HI-percentile> 66 AV-percentile between 66 and 34 LO-percentile< 34 
Tests shown in gray font are excluded from summary statistics. Either the test occurred outside the testing 
vvindow for a term, had an invalid scorn. or was a repeat test for a student within a term 

Tests shown in gray background occurred prior to the term for which this report is produced 

High 
Avg 

Low 

Mean 
Median 

Std Dev. 

Report Printed: 11/3/2003 v. 2.5.'"' Report run on: 101912003 NWEA MAF ''1: 

Goal Performance 

Q) u 
(/) c: 
c: ::I 
Q) '5 LL en c.. .0 E (/) 
E E Q) 0 Cll 
::I 0 O> Q) Q) 

<( z u (.!) :2E 

229-245 212-229 224-240 214-231 212-229 
216-232 224-240 218-234 238-259 185-215 
226-241 216-233 227-244 227-243 221-238 
236-254 224-240 215-232 232-249 229-244 
229-245 222-238 227-243 244-267 220-237 
233-248 218-235 222-238 231-246 218-236 
234-248 218-235 206-228 234-251 229-245 
232-247 228-245 234-250 220-238 218-237 
237-253 242-259 224-242 223-241 231-247 

25 15 19 19 11 
5 14 9 12 12 

9 10 11 8 16 

222.1 217.0 218.0 221.2 214.9 
224 219 221 220 213 
14.4 12.9 12.4 14.4 12.9 

.!!.! >. 
(/)-
>.-

- .0 . > Cll 0 0 c: ,_ 
c:i:~ en 
ca_ .0 

- Cll 0 Cll ..... ct c en 

224-240 226-242 
218-234 231-248 
221-238 227-244 
222-238 214-231 
217-234 223-239 
230-246 230-246 
224-239 230-246 
233-249 237-255 
236-252 230-246 

10 9 
11 13 

18 17 

218.3 219.3 
221 220 
14.1 14.4 
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School: Nixon Elementary 
Teacher: Bondy, Bondy 
Class Name: 55 Bondy 6thGrade 6 
Reading Goals Survey 6+ IN Version 2 

Student ID Name Grd 

12340421 Nathan, T. I. 6 

12341189 Brandon,J. N. 6 
12341189 Brandon, J. N. 6 

12340599 Christofer, C. E. 6 
12340504 Michael, Y. A. 6 
12340603 Jonathan, K. N. 6 

.12340605 LaDonna, G. E. 6 
12341145 Kirsten, J.E. 6 
12340530 Aaron, J. A. 6 
12340448 Elesvan, J.E. 6 
12340482 Grace,J. T. 6 
12340508 Jackquelyn, D. A. 6 
12341174 Jessica, J. N. 6 
12340627 Alexandra, K. L. 5 
12340511 Michael, T. R. 6 
12340421 Nathan, T. I. 6 
12340630 Andy, W. Y. 6 
12340549 Jacque, L. N. 6 
12340408 Sara, B. Y. 6 
12340509 Cierra, J. N. 6 
12340447 Jazmin, N. S. 6 
12340437 Nasser,J. N. 6 
12340438 Austin, V. E. 6 
12340434 Gary, P. K. 6 
12340476 Megan,M.E. 6 
12340617 Robert,P.K. 6 
12340465 Tierra, S. Y. 6 
12340636 Christina, L. A. 6 
12340981 Keitha, L. N. 6 
12340470 Robe~G.Y. 6 
12341114 Ryan, C. Y. 6 

i 

Class Report - Readin~--, Fall 2003 - By Test RIT 

Test 
Type 

Nixon Elementary 

Test Std %ile 
Date Term RIT Err RIT Rng %ile Rng 

Lexile 
Rng 

.0 
<11 

- CJ 
O'l 0 
o> 
CJ -
Q) >. 

c::: CJ 
"O c: 
I.. Q) 
0 :::s 
~u::: 

SIG Aug 25 FA03 *** 19 - Proctor terminated without option to resume 

a. 
E 
0 
u 
O'l 
c: 
:a 

<11 
Q) 

c::: 

Goal Performance 

SIG Aug 25 FA03 174 3.4 171-177 2 1-3 27-177 171-183 166-177 167-178 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 175 3.6 171-179 2 2-3 53-203 

SIG Aug 25 FA03 192 3.8 188-196 11 9-16 363-513 194-208 189-202 175-189 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 193 3.3 190-196 12 9-16 369-519 186-198 185-197 190-201 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 194 3.3 191-197 13 9-17 388-538 179-191 199-213 186-197 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 196 3.4 193-199 16 12-20 428-578 195-207 192-204 183-195 

SIG Aug 25 FA03 199 3.3 196-202 20 16-25 480-630 190-202 193-204 196-207 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 201 3.3 198-204 24 19-32 524-674 182-195 205-219 198-209 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 202 3.3 199-205 25 20-34 541-691 194-205 195-207 200-211 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 203 3.6 199-207 28 20-36 555-705 192-205 206-219 191-204 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 203 3.3 200-206 28 22-34 552-702 203-215 185-199 201-212 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 203 3.6 199-207 28 22-36 559-709 189-203 201-213 199-212 
SIG Aug 22 FA03 204 3.3 201-207 41 34-53 578-728 196-207 201-213 199-210 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 205 3.3 202-208 32 24-39 584-734 202-214 196-208 198-209 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 205 3.3 202-208 32 25-39 589-739 195-206 200-212 202-214 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 207 3.3 204-210 36 · 29-44 630-780 193-206 206-218 204-215 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 207 3.3 204-210 36 28-44 622-772 209-222 198-209 196-208 
SIG Aug25 FA03 207 3.3 204-210 36 29-47 630-780 199-211 198-210 207-218 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 208 3.3 205-211 39 29-47 638-788 201-213 193-206 210-222 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 209 3.2 206-212 42 34-50 667-817 203-214 201-213 206-217 
SIG Aug25 FA03 212 3.3 209-215 50 42-59 715-865 210-222 211-223 197-209 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 214 3.4 211-217 56 44-64 746-896 210-223 205-217 208-219 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 214 3.2 211-217 56 47-64 750-900 209-221 204-216 211-222 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 214 3.6 210-218 56 44-67 753-903 202-216 206-219 214-225 
SIG Aug25 FA03 214 3.2 211-.217 56 44-64 748-898 212-224 198-211 212-224 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 214 3.3 211-217 56 47-64 754-904 210-221 210-222 206-217 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 215 3.3 212-218 59 50-70 777-927 214-226 208-220 206-218 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 215 3.5 212-219 59 47-67 763-913 210-223 204-217 210-222 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 216 3.3 213-219 61 53-73 798-948 210-222 210-222 212-223 
SIG Aug 25 FA03 217 3.4 214-220 64 53-73 803-953 210-222 217-230 206-217 

HI-percentile> 66 AV-percentile between 66 and 34 LO-percentile< 34 
Tests shown in gray font are excfuded from summary statistics. Either the test occurred outside the testing 
window for a term. had an invalid score. or was a repeat test for a student within a term 

Tests shown in gray background occurred prior to the term for which this report is produced 

Report Printed: 11/4/2003 v. 2.5.2 Report run on: 111312003 NWEA MAP Report Page 7 



Class Report - Reading - Fall 2003 - By Test RIT 
Nixon Elementary 

School: Nixon Elementary 
Teache~ Bond~Bondy 

Class Name: 55 Bondy 6thGrade 6 
Reading Goals Survey 6+ IN Version 2 

Test Test Std %ile 
Student ID Name Grd Type Date Term RIT Err RIT Rng %ile Rng 

12340558 Rache'I, D. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 218 3.3 215-221 67 59-78 
12340640 Tristan, C. A.. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 219 3.3 216-222 70 61-78 
12340505 Jon, S. L. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 220 3.3 217-223 73 64-81 
12340461 Patrick, N. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 221 3.3 218-224 76 67-83 
12340383 Megan, N. L. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 222 3.3 219-225 78 70-85 
12340868 Jeremy, K. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 224 3.3 221-227 83 76-90 
12340458 Melanie, L. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 224 3.3 221-227 83 73-89 
12340506 Alejandra, R. T. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 226 3.3 223-229 87 81-92 
12340473 Jordan, N. R. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 228 3.2 225-231 90 85-94 
12340393 Stacia, J.E. 6 SIG Aug25 FA03 233 3.2 230-236 96 93-98 
12340453 Katlynne, K. Y. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 235 3.3 232-238 97 95-98 
12340394 Elizabeth, N. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 241 3.4 238-244 99 98-99 

Totals For: Reading 

Students with current, valid scores 41 
Mean RIT 211.4 

Median RIT 214 
Std Dev 12.9 

HI-percentile> 66 AV-percentile between 66 and 34 LO-percentile< 34 
Tests shown in gray font are excluded from summary statistics. Either t11e test occurred outside the testing 
vv<indow fo1· a term. had an invalid score. or \Nas a repeat test for a student within a term 

Tests shown in gray background r"·'0urred prior to the term for which this report is produced 

Ri:>nnrt PrintArl· 11 /4/?00:i v. ? RAnnrt n in nn· 11 /~/200~ 
( 

1\1\/\/!=A l\At 

..c 
(ti - () 

O'l 0 
o> 
0-....; 
CJ.I >. 

0::: () 

Lexile "O c: -
... CJ) 

Rng 
0 :::i 

:5: u:: 

832-982 213-224 
842-992 211-223 
859-1009 217-229 

879-1029 211-222 
894-1044 216-228 
938-1088 217-228 
925-1075 206-220 

970-1120 216-228 
1006-1156 226-238 
1103-1253 229-241 
1131-1281 227-239 
1236-1386 234-246 

High 11 
Avg 17 
Low 13 

Mean 210.8 
Median 215 

Std Dev 13.6 

Goal Performance 

0. 
E 

~ 0 
(.) CJ) 

O'l II) II) 

c: c:- c: ·-
:c (ti 0 ~ 

... 0.-ra CJ) II) (ti 
CJ.I 5~~ 0::: 

216-229 209-220 
218-230 211-222 
213-225 212-223 

223-236 212-223 
201-215 229-244 
217-228 222-233 
220-231 224-236 

221-232 224-235 
221-233 220-231 
231-243 223-234 
232-244 229-240 
233-244 238-250 

12 12 
17 17 

12 12 

211.8 211.7 

211 212 

13.6 14.3 
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Class Report - Reading < __ JI 2003 - By Student Name 
Nixon Elementary 

School: Nixon Elementary Goal Performance 
Teache~ Bond~Bondy 

Class Name: 55 Bondy 6thGrade 6 .0 
ra 0. - (.) E 

Reading Goals Survey 6+ IN Version 2 C'l 0 o(S o> 0 

"- u Cl> 
Cl> >. C'l I/) I/) 

c:: (.) c: i::' c: ·-
Test Test Std %ile Lexi le "C c: :a I'll 0 ~ 

'- 0.-'- Cl> I'll Cl> l/J ra 
Student ID Name Grd Type Date Term RIT Err RIT Rng %ile Rng Rng 

0 :l Q) :5 ~ ~ ~u:: c:: 

12340530 Aaron, J. A. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 201 3.3 198-204 24 19-32 524-674 182-195 205-219 198-209 
12340530 Aaron, J. A. 5 SIG Apr 21 SP03 208 3.2 205-211 40 32-47 649-799 
12340530 Aaron, J. A. 5 SIG Aug 19 FA02 197 3.2 194-200 25 20-34 456-606 

12340506 Alejandra, R. T. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 226 3.3 223-229 87 81-92 970-1120 216-228 221-232 224-235 
12340506 Alejandra, R. T. 5 SUR Apr 21 SP03 218 4.9 213-223 68 53-78 817-967 
12340506 Alejandra, R. T. 5 SIG Aug 19 FA02 217 3.3 214-220 79 68-85 803-953 
12340627 Alexandra, K. L. 5 SIG Aug 22 FA03 204 3.3 201-207 41 34-53 578-728 196-207 201-213 199-210 
12340630 Andy, VI./. Y. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 207 3.3 204-210 36 29-44 630-780 193-206 206-218 204-215 
12340630 Andy, VI./. Y. 5 SIG Apr 21 SP03 207 3.3 . 204-210 37 30-45 625-775 
12340630 Andy, VI./. Y. 5 SIG Aug 19 FA02 204 3.2 201-207 41 31-50 564-714 

12340438 Austin, V. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 214 3.4 211-217 56 44-64 746-896 210-223 205-217 208-219 
12340438 Austin, V. E. 5 SUR Apr 21 SP03 210 4.6 205-215 45 32-56 676-826 
12340438 Austin, V. E. 5 SIG Aug 19 FA02 212 3.3 209-215 65 56-73 718-868 

12341189 Brandon,J. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 175 3.6 171-179 2 2-3 53-203 

12341189 Brandon,J. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 174 3.4 171-177 2 1-3 27-177 171-183 166-177 167-178 
12341189 Brandon,J. N. 5 SIG Apr21 SP03 196 3.3 193-199 16 13-20 426-576 

12341165 Brandon, L. N. 5 SIG Apr21 SP03 207 3.2 204-210 37 28-45 619-769 

12340636 Christina, L. A. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 215 3.3 212-218 59 50-70 777-927 214-226 208-220 206-218 
12340636 Christina, L.A. 5 SIG Apr 25 SP03 223 3.3 220-226 81 73-87 916-1066 
12340636 Christina, L. A. 5 SUR Apr 21 SP03 215 4.6 210-220 59 47-73 774-924 
12340636 Christina, L. A. 5 SIG Aug 19 FA02 212 3.3 209-215 65 53-73 712-862 

12340599 Christofer, C. E. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 192 3.8 188-196 11 9-16 363-513 194-208 189-202 175-189 

12340599 Christofer, C. E. 5 SUR Apr 21 SP03 211 4.8 206-216 47 35-62 697-847 

12340599 Christofer, C. E. 6 SIG Aug 19 FA02 193 3.4 190-196 12 9-17 378-528 

12340509 Cierra, J. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 208 3.3 205-211 39 29-47 638-788 201-213 193-206 210-222 

12340509 Cierra, J. N. 5 SIG Apr 21 SP03 219 3.3 216-222 70 62-78 843-993 

12340509 Cierra, J. N. 5 SIG Aug 19 FA02 206 3.5 203-210 47 36-56 601-751 

12340448 Elesvan, J.E. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 202 3.3 199-205 25 20-34 541-691 194-205 195-207 200-211 

12340448 Elesvan, J. E. 5 SUR Apr 21 SP03 214 4.8 209-219 56 45-70 762-912 

12340448 Elesvan, J.E. 5 SIG Aug 19 FA02 200 3.3 197-203 31 25-39 501-651 
12340394 Elizabeth, N. N. 6 SIG Aug 25 FA03 241 3.4 238-244 99 98-99 1236-1386 234-246 233-244 238-250 

HI-percentile> 66 AV-percentile between 66 and 34 LO-percentile< 34 
Tests shovm in gray font are excluded from summa1y statistics. Either the test occurred outside the testing 
1Nindow for a term. had an invalid score. or was a repeat test for a student within a term 

Tests shown in gray background occurred prior to the term for which this report is produced 
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Achievement Status and Growth Targets Class Report - Mathematics - Fall 2003 

Nixon Elementary 

School: Nixon Elementary 
Teacher: Trindwell, Trindwell 
Class Name: 51 Trindwell 4thGrade 4 
Optional Group: None selected 

Fall Fall SprgSprg Far!- Sprg Sprg Growth 
Test Test Std Test Std Sprg Target Target Target 

Student ID Name Grd Date Type RIT Err RIT Err Growth Growth RIT MP.t index 

12340618 Andrew, M. N. 4 Aug 19 SIG 191 2.9 9 200 
12341090 Breanna, J.E. 4 Aug 19 SIG 179 3.0 11 190 
12341079 Brittany, M. 0. 4 Aug 19 SIG 196 2.9 9 205 
12340602 Brittany, Z. Y. 4 Aug 19 SIG 212 2.9 9 221 
12340590 Christopher, M. N. 4 Aug 19 SIG 201 3.0 9 210 
12341122 Conor, D. L. 4 Aug 19 SIG 197 3.0 9 206 
12340571 Courtney, R. A. 4 Aug 19 SIG 172 3.3 11 183 
12341164 Daniel, H. E. 4 Aug 19 SIG 176 3.1 11 187 
12340492 Haylee, T. A. 4 Aug 19 SIG 202 3.0 9 211 
12340491 Jacob,D.Y. 4 Aug 19 SIG 189 3.0 10 199 
12340523 Kasey, A. W. 4 Aug 19 SIG 202 2.9 9 211 
12340545 Kathryn, C. A. 4 Aug 19 SIG 190 3.0 9 199 
12341206 Kelsey, Z. Y. 4 Aug 19 SIG 161 3.1 12 173 
12341116 Kenisha, C. R. 4 Aug 19 SIG 195 3.0 9 204 
12340829 Keri, L. E. 4 Aug 19 SIG 208 3.0 9 217 
12340493 Lauren, J. H. 4 Aug 19 SIG 213 3.0 9 222 
12340608 Maria, B. K. 4 Aug 19 SIG 173 3.3 11 184 
12341121 Montrell, C. I. 4 Aug 19 SIG 190 3.0 9 199 
12340560 Nayeli, K. N. 4 Aug 19 SIG 210 2.9 9 219 
12340161 Rachael, A. A. 4 Aug 25 SIG 196 3.0 9 205 
12340535 Rebecca, D. N. 4 Aug 19 SIG 211 3.0 9 220 
12340532 Samuel, T. A. 4 Aug 19 SIG 193 3.1 9 202 
12340490 Taylor, L. E. 4 Aug 19 SIG 204 2.9 9 213 
12340496 Tresana, L. E. 4 Aug 19 SIG 173 3.1 11 184 
12340562 Victoria, S. E. 4 Aug 19 SIG 217 3.0 9 226 

Subject Summary: 
Count of Students with Valid Fall and Spring Scores 

Count of Students Meeting Their Expected RIT 
Mathematics 

Percentage of Students Meeting Their E>epected RfT 
Overall Percentacie of Exoectecl F~fT Met 

Count of Students with O!\JL Y Invalid Tests 
Count of current valid Tests 25 

Mean RIT 194.0 

(* Small Group Summary Display is OFF) Median RIT 196 
Std Dev 14.9 

v.1.00 31 Mar 

Report produced 09 Oct 

10/171200~ 

*Summary statistics for groups with less than 10 students are generally suppressed because they are nO' 
statistically reliable 
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NWEA Sample District 
Student Progress Report for Melanie, L. 
Nixon Elementary 

Growth is measured from Fall to Spring StudentlD:12340458 

Mathematics Reading 
Student Dist. Norm 

Season/ Score Avg Group Student Typical 
Year Grade Range RIT Avg. Growth Growth 
F03 6 231- 234 -237 223 215 
S03 5 224- 227 -230 222 216 7 9.5 
F02 5 217- 220 -223 214 209 

Mathematics Goals Performance - Fall 2003 

Num Sense High 
Com put HiAvg 
Algeb Fune High 
Geom High 
Meas HiAvg 
Data Analysis I Stat I Probity High 
Prob Solv High 

Lan e 
Student Dist. Norm 

Season/ Score Avg Group Student Typical 
Year Grade Ran e RIT Av. Growth Growth 
F03 6 226- 229 -232 219 212 
S03 5 222- 225 -228 219 212 8 5 
F02 5 214- 217 -220 213 207 

Language Usage Goals Performance - Fall 2003 

Writing Strategies & Skills HiAvg 
Conventions Grammar & Usage High 
Conventions Mechanics of Writ High 

Report Created: 11-04-2003 (version 1.01.000) 

Student 
%ile 

Ramie 
86- 90 -93 
69- 76 -81 
74- 81 -87 

Student 
%ile 

Ran e 

87- 92 -96 
78- 86 -92 
67- 76 -84 

Student Dist. Norm Student 
Season/ Score Avg Group Student Typical %ile 

Year Grade Range RIT AVQ. Growth Growth Range 

F03 6 221- 224 -227 215 210 73- 83 -89 
S03 5 216- 219 -222 214 210 0 5.4 59- 70 -78 
F02 5 216- 219 -222 210 205 76- 83 -91 

Reading Goals Performance - Fall 2003 

Word Recog I Fluency I Vocab Avg 
Reading Comp High 
Literary Response & Analysis High 
Lexile Range: 925-1075 

Explanatory Notes: 

SeasonNear 
The season (F=fall, S=spring, W=winter, U=summer) and the year the test was 
administered. 

Student Score Range 
The middle number is the RIT score your child received. The numbers on either 
side of the RIT score define the score range. If retested, your child would score 
within this range most of the time. 

District Average RIT 
The average score for all students in the school district in the grade who were 
tested at the same time as your child. 

Norm Group Avg. 
The average score observed for students in the 2002 NWEA Norming Study, who 
were in the same grade and tested in the same season (e.g., fall or spring). 

Student Growth 
Presents the growth in RITs your child made from the previous fall to the spring of 
the year in which growth is reported. 

Typical Growth 
The average growth of students in the 2002 NWEA Norming study who were in 
the same grade and began the growth comparison period at a similar 
achievement level. 

Student %ile Range 
The number in the middle is your child's percentile rank - the percentage of 
students in the 2002 NWEA Norming study that had a RIT score less than or 
equal to your child's score. The number on either side of the percentile rank 
define the percentile range. If retested, your child's percentile rank would be 
within this range most of the time. 

Goal Performance 
Each goal area included in the test is listed along with a descriptive adjective of 
your child's score. The possible descriptors are Low (<21 percentile), LoAvg 
(21-40 percentile), Avg (41-60 percentile), HiAvg (61-80 percentile), and High 
(>80 percentile). 

Lexile Range 
The difficulty range of text that can be understood by the student 75% of the time. 

NWEA MAP Report Page 11 



Grade 6 

Language Usage 
300 

280 

260 

240 
~ -r ~ 

220 

200 

180 

160 

140 

120 

N/A 

---
IA. 

Nixon Elementary - Fall 2003 
Nixon Elementary 

Melanie, L. E. ID: 12340458 

~ 

I. 
A 

Student RIT Score 

Student RIT Range: 
Percentile Range: 
District Avg: 
Norm Grp Avg: 
Term Name - Grade: 

229 
226-232 
87-96 

212.2 
Fall 2003 

217-227 Writing Strategies & Skills 
230-241 Conventions Grammar & Usage 
225-235 Conventions Mechanics of Writ 

8/22/2002 4/22/2003 4/25/2003 8/21/2003 

Mathematics 
300 Student RIT Score 234 

280 Student RIT Range: 231-237 
Percentile Range: 86-93 

260 
District Avg: 

240 Norm Grp Avg: 215.2 
-0 

- Term Name - Grade: Fall 2003 
220 - It.. 'A 

A 
200 

180 233-248 Num Sense 
218-235 Com put 

160 222-238 Algeb Fune 

140 231-246 Geom 
218-236 Meas 

120 
230-246 Data Analysis I Stat I Probity 

N/A 230-246 Prob Solv 
8/21/2002 4/23/2003 8/22/2003 

Reading 
300 Student RIT Score 224 

280 Student RIT Range: 221-227 
Percentile Range: 73-89 

260 
District Avg: 

240 Norm Grp Avg: 210.5 

--0 Term Name - Grade: Fall 2003 
220 ~ 

I. A 2i: Lexile Range: 925-1075 
200 

/.!, 

180 206-220 Word Recog I Fluency I Vocab 

220-231 Reading Comp 
160 224-236 Literary Response & Analysis 

140 

120 

N/A 
8/19/2002 4/21/2003 8/25/2003 

(--) No score available 

Report Printed: 11/4/2003 (version 2.02.000) Data date: 11/3/2003 NWEA MAP Report 

Student RIT Score 

D District Grp Av 
£. Norm Grp Avg 
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District Summary R~ _____ A1 by School - Fall 2003 
NWEA Sample District 

Mathematics 
Eagle Elementary 

Math Goals Survey 2-5 IN Version 2 Num Sense Com put Algeb Fune Geom Meas Data Analysis I Prob Solv 
Stat I Probity 

Student Mean Std 
Term Grad Gouot R.lI:. Oe.1£ Median Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev 

Spring 2002 2 23 192.9 10.8 194 190.8 13.2 183.0 12.3 195.1 14.4 198.1 12.4 195.6 14.1 197.1 14.1 192.0 16.7 
Fall 2001 2 20 182.4 8.9 182 177.5 11.6 173.6 12.6 182.5 16.3 189.1 13.3 183.7 12.3 187.3 10.1 182.4 12.3 

Spring 2002 3 28 207.1 6.4 207 208.0 10.8 201.1 13.0 209.5 9.6 205.3 14.6 208.6 9.2 206.5 8.5 209.8 14.5 
Fall 2001 3 25 197.3 8.5 198 198.6 10.2 189.9 15.8 194.7 14.0 199.0 11.4 197.5 12.3 204.6 18.7 195.2 12.6 

Spring 2002 4 20 214.1 12.1 219 212.7 15.7 • 219.6 22.3 216.9 17.2 213.4 14.0 210.2 14.1 214.3 14.4 214.2 17.8 
Fall 2001 4 19 204.5 9.7 206 200.9 11.6 202.1 13.8 205.1 13.3 211.1 12.2 203.1 16.7 204.2 11.1 204.9 17.1 

Spring 2002 5 20 217.1 11.0 216 219.7 16.7 216.5 14.9 215.7 11.9 220.4 10.2 212.4 14.2 222.3 15.7 213.9 13.9 
Fall 2001 5 20 210.3 9.6 213 213.6 12.4 207.1 14.9 216.7 18.6 211.5 10.0 205.9 12.2 209.6 11.4 206.9 13.6 

Fall 2001 6 3 

Math Goals Survey 6+ IN Version 2 Num Sense Com put Algeb Fune Geom Meas Data Analysis I Prob Solv 
Stat I Probity 

Student Mean Std 
Term Grad r.n1mf PIT no\/' Median Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev - -- ---- -·----· - ------- - ---- --

Fall 2001 2 

Fall 2001 3 

Spring 2002 6 27 228.5 13.6 230 230.3 19.5 233.1 19.9 225.4 16.2 226.9 13.7 224.5 17.8 232.5 15.9 227.4 11.6 
Fall 2001 6 18 222.4 10.1 224 221.4 12.2 218.9 10.6 233.8 14.5 220.2 13.0 219.1 11.2 226.2 13.6 218.9 14.1 

Eastland Junior High 

Groups with less than students are suppressed because they are not statistically reliable. 
*A goal mean in bold italic represents performance that might be considered an area of concern. A goal mean in bold underlined represents relatively strong performance. ' 

Report Printed: 10/17/2003 (version 2.5.1.000) Data date: 10/9/2003 NWEA MAP Report Page 13 



------- -----·- - --- ~--- --- -- ------------· ---

, Reading 

Reading Goals Survey 2-5 IN Version 2 

Student Mean Std 
Term Grad 

(;n11nt n"'" Median RlT 

, Optional Group: None 
Spring 2003 2 116 186.4 15.2 188 
Spring 2003 2 1 
Fall 2002 2 107 174.9 15.4 174 
Fall 2002 2 2 
Spring 2002 2 41 190.3 15.9 193 
Fall 2001 2 18 181.2 17.7 180 

Optional Group: None 
Fall 2003 3 108 185.9 15.4 187 
Spring 2003 3 111 197.0 14.6 201 
Spring 2003 3 1 
Fall 2002 3 110 191.2 14.0 194 
Spring 2002 3 52 202.3 12.1 205 
Fall 2001 3 26 189.8 13.4 193 

Optional Group: None 
Fall 2003 4 106 195.3 16.7 198 
Spring 2003 4 123 204.0 16.5 207 
Fall 2002 4 117 199.0 15.8 202 
Spring 2002 4 37 209.0 14.7 212 
Fall 2001 4 19 201.2 16.7 205 

Optional Group: None 
Fall 2003 5 117 205.2 15.0 208 
Spring 2003 5 114 214.5 13.0 217 
Spring 2003 5 
Fall 2002 5 116 210.5 11.2 212 
Spring 2002 5 39 210.8 12.1 213 
Fall 2001 5 18 207.4 10.5 210 

District Summary Report by Grade - Fall 2003 
NWEA Sample District 

Word Recog I Reading Comp literary 
Fluency I Response & 
Vocab Analysis 

-- --------- - -- - --------
U\/1~§!1 __ Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev -- ----------,--- ---- ------ - ------------- ----------- ------ -- .. -1 ------ ---------------- ·r-·· ----------

! i 
I 

185.7 14.0 186.1 17.0 187.3 17.6 i 
I 
! 

174.2 15.7 174.8 17.3 174.9 16.8 

189.7 15.8 189.0 15.8 192.0 18.8 
180.8 18.1 180.6 18.8 182.6 18.4 

186.2 14.9 185.3 17.0 186.0 17.6 
196.6 14.8 197.3 16.3 197.1 16.0 

189.7 13.7 192.1 15.5 I 191.5 16.0 
201.8 11.3 203.6 12.9 201.8 14.4 
190.4 11.5 191.0 15.4 187.8 16.2 

195.3 16.1 194.0 18.3 196.4 18.1 
203.2 16.2 204.1 17.4 204.5 18.5 
197.8 15.6 199.8 17.9 199.6 16.8 
206.4 13.3 210.0 17.3 211.1 17.3 
198.7 14.6 201.9 20.2 202.4 18.1 

205.3 15.6 204.8 16.2 205.5 16.0 
214.4 13.5 ; 214.8 15.1 214.8 14.8 

208.8 12.4 211.3 11.9 211.7 12.7 
212.4 13.3 210.5 11.7 209.3 13.7 
207.3 10.1 206.9 11.8 207.8 12.3 

Groups with less than students are suppressed because they are not statistically reliable. 

Mean 

*A goal mean in bold italic represents performance that might be considered an area of c9nc~rn. A goal mean in bold underlined represents relatively, 

. - .. • ..ent.A...,.tl""'\.l""\t""\n n~+~ ....1~+~· -1 fl/Cl/')()()?. l\JI/\/ ) Dnrv,rf-

Std Dev Mean _'.3td Dev! 

1 performance. 
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District Summary Report by-o·rade and Gender - Fall 2003 
NWEA Sample District 

(Small Group Summary Display is ON) 
----~---- r---------· --------------

Language Usage 
I 

Writing Conventions Conventions 
Language Goals Survey IN Version 2 Strategies & Grammar & Mechanics of 

Skills Usage Writ 

Student Mean Std ----------- - -- ------- --- -- - _______ !_. __ ---~ 

Term Grad 
(;n1mt n""" Median ! __ Me_§_!J _ _§_tcj__Qev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev RIT -·:------------------------·-----------------"!"---~----·-------:-----~-----

I . ! 

Optional Group: Gender: Female i 
' 

Spring 2003 2 53 194.6 16.2 196 192.8 15.8 194.0 19.4 197.0 16.1 
Fall 2002 2 47 179.3 15.1 178 177.7 17.4 181.0 16.6 178.4 14.8 
Spring 2002 2 9 203.9 14.8 209 205.2 12.4 202.7 16.3 203.6 17.1 
Fall 2001 2 4 198.5 14.9 194 197.0 12.9 201.5 15.1 197.5 ·19.1 

· Optional Group: Gender: Male 
Spring 2003 2 68 192.0 15.6 196 190.8 16.3 191.5 16.1 193.4 17.1 

Fall 2002 2 67 175.3 12.7 178 173.6 14.3 177.7 13.6 174.4 12.7 
Spring 2002 2 32 193.7 11.2 209 191.8 11.9 194.8 11.3 194.5 11.9 
Fall 2001 2 14 181.2 15.1 194 179.6 16.1 184.5 16.8 179.4 15.1 

· Optional Group: Gender: Female 
Fall 2003 3 47 195.0 15.4 198 194.2 17.1 194.6 16.9 196.0 15.2 

Spring 2003 3 46 205.1 13.5 206 203.7 15.8 204.7 14.8 207.0 12.5 
Fall 2002 3 51 196.0 14.7 200 195.1 16.2 195.7 14.9 197.2 15.2 
Spring 2002 3 30 213.9 9.4 215 214.5 9.4 214.4 11.4 213.0 9.5 

Fall 2001 3 15 203.1 8.8 200 201.5 10.7 206.1 10.6 202.1 7.5 

; Optional Group: Gender: Male 
Fall 2003 3 60 189.1 14.1 198 186.7 15.3 190.1 15.0 190.1 14.9 

Spring 2003 3 68 202.7 12.6 206 200.7 13.1 203.2 13.8 204.1 13.4 
Fall 2002 3 58 193.0 12.5 200 191.3 13.1 194.2 13.2 193.3 13.7 

Spring 2002 3 24 207.5 14.2 215 206.0 14.1 208.7 14.3 207.5 16.2 

Fall 2001 3 11 200.7 9.1 200 199.1 9.7 202.3 12.3 200.9 9.3 

· Optional Group: Gender: Female 
Fall 2003 4 43 204.2 15.5 207 203.8 16.3 203.8 17.5 204.9 15.7 
Spring 2003 4 59 213.1 12.4 212 211.5 13.9 212.8 12.6 214.9 13.8 

Fall 2002 4 61 205.1 13.3 204 204.5 15.4 204.3 14.2 206.5 12.6 

Spring 2002 4 21 216.9 8.2 217 215.9 10.2 217.4 8.7 217.7 9.1 

Fall 2001 4 10 210.1 10.7 211 : 211.6 12.2 210.6 12.1 208.6 10.1 

Groups with less than 10 students are shown as selected, but may not be statistically reliable. 
*A goal mean in bold italic represents performance that might be considered an area of concern. A goal mean in bold underlined represents relatively strong performance. 

Report Printed: 11 /3/2003 (version 2.5.1.000) Data date: 10/23/2003 NWEA MAP Report Page 1C 



Schoool 
Grade 
Subject Fall RIT Mean 

Reading 

Math 

Language 
Usage 

Student Growth 
Spring RIT Mean Growth Growth Range 

Mean 

Areas of Concern Strengths 

Reading 

Math 

Language 

, - ' 

SPRING 2004 
NWEA Growth Index % of students 
Growth meeting 
Target (compared to others) Growth Target 



©Northwest Evaluation 
Association 

12909 SW 68t11 Pkwy, Suite 400 
Portland, Oregon 97223-8323 

503/624-1951 
Fax 503/639-7873 

www.nwea.org 

September 2002 

In 2002, the Northwest Evaluation Association completed a norming study 
designed to describe student achievement status and growth along the RIT 
scales. The study included over 1.05 million students from 323 school 
districts in 24 states who were administered Achievement Level Tests and 
Measures of Academic Progress (MAP) tests. These assessment 
instruments are uniquely designed to provide accurate measurement of 
student achievement and student growth across time. 

Achievement and growth for the students involved in the norming study are 
described in the tables below and on the back. The mean (average) and 
median achievement values are based on all students in the study for that 
season. The median is the 50th percentile rank; half the students for the 
grade scored above this level and half scored below. The mean growth 
values are based only on students with scores from each of the testing 
seasons used to estimate growth. 

The values in these tables are based on the performance of students from a 
wide variety of schools and school districts. As we improve education, we 
expect that students in our districts will achieve at higher levels and grow 
more rapidly. The RIT scores and mean growth values in these tables 
should be considered as typical or indicative of student performance at each 
grade level. They should not be considered as long-term goals, stopping 
points or expectations. 

Mean Growth 

Fall Spring 
Ending Fall to Fall to 

Grade Median Mean Median Mean Grade Fall 
2 178 177.6 189 188.2 2 15.7 n/a n/a 
3 191 189.7 201 199.7 3 11.8 13.4 12.8 
4 201 200.4 209 208.6 4 8.9 12.0 9.3 
5 209 208.9 217 216.4 5 8.8 9.3 9.2 
6 216 215.2 222 221.9 6 8.1 7.3 6.4 
7 222 220.9 228 227.5 7 6.9 8.5 6.9 
8 228 227.2 235 234.0 8 7.1 7.7 8.1 
9 231 229.8 244 240.9 9 5.8 6.2 7.8 
10 235 232.7 250 248.2 10 4.8 4.9 2.4 

(over for Reading and Language Usage) 



Mean Growth 

Fall Spring ( 

Grade 

2 179 177.7 188 186.6 2 14.9 n/a 

3 191 188.7 199 197.2 3 10.4 14.1 11.9 
4 200 198.0 206 204.3 4 7.4 10.7 7.6 
5 207 205.2 212 210.3 5 6.3 8.0 7.0 
6 212 210.5 217 215.2 6 5.3 6.1 5.3 
7 216 214.4 221 218.9 7 4.3 5.3 4.3 
8 220 218.3 225 222.8 8 4.2 4.6 4.3 
9 223 221.0 226 224.2 9 2.9 3.8 3.0 
10 225 223.1 226 224.3 10 2.6 3.6 3.3 

Mean Growth 

Fall 
Ending Fall Fall to 

Grade Median Mean Median Mean Fall 
2 180 180.0 190 189.0 2 n/a n/a n/a 
3 194 191.6 201 199.0 3 9.3 n/a 10.7 
4 203 200.9 207 205.5 4 6.5 9.6 7.5 
5 209 207.3 213 211.5 5 5.8 6.4 6.4 
6 214 212.2 217 215.3 6 4.5 5.1 4.3 
7 217 215.2 220 218.4 7 3.6 3.8 3.6 
8 220 218.7 223 221.3 8 3.5 3.2 3.4 
9 222 220.4 224 223.4 9 2.4 2.6 2.4 
10 224 222.2 224 222.5 10 1.9 1.9 1.2 
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