Data Analysis Worksheet

Part I.  Using Table 1: Annual Measurable Achievement Objectives (AMAO) Summary – complete the following questions. 
1. Which AMAO Targets were not met?  
a. Scan across the district total values (2nd row) to locate which AMAOs fail to meet targets (highlighted in RED font). Highlight or Circle the cells of concerns with 10 or more students.  

b. State totals for all ELLs are provided in the 1st row of the table for comparison purposes. 
	Identify district and schools




2. AMAO 1: Grade level and Schools

Even if the district (or school) met the 70% improvement target, identify specific schools or grades needing improvement. Indicate the grades at the district levels not meeting the target. 

a. Scan down the first AMAO1 column to locate the percentages that are highlighted in RED font that have less than 70% of students making targeted improvement.  Highlight or Circle.
b. Indicate any school totals falling below 70% and then grades within schools. Place less emphasis on cells with fewer than 10 students and record below.
	


3. AMAO 2: Grade Levels, Schools, Initial Placement Level and Time in Program

a. The Total Deviation column indicates whether the district or school met AMAO2. Indicate any grade and school totals in this column highlighted in RED font.  Highlight or circle and record below.
b. Highlight or circle cells falling below the targeted values (yellow) for student in TBIP for less than a year, for 1-2 years and for 3+ years. Highlight only cells with ten or more students with the percentage in RED font and record below.
c. Within schools, highlight columns where all or most grades have percentages in RED font.
	


4. AMAO 3: Grade Levels and Schools
The percent meeting standard in WASL reading and math are shown in the last columns. Cells that prevented the district or school from meeting the targets set by AYP are indicated in RED font. 

a. Indicate the district total, and grade totals with values below the state averages with more than 10 students in the cell. Highlight or circle and record below.
	Identify Grade Levels and Schools of students not meeting targets in Reading and Math.



Part II. Using Table 2: WASL Performance by English Language Proficiency – complete the following questions. 
5.  How did ELL students perform on the WASL in Reading and Math?
Cells in RED are values below the state total for that subject and WLPT-II Level.

a. Indicate schools and WLPT-II levels below state averages in Reading and Math. Highlight or Circle the cells of concerns with 10 or more students and report below.
	


Part III. Using Table 3: Annual WLPT-II Levels and Percentage of ELLs Meeting 2009 WASL Standards – complete the following questions. 
6.  WLPT-II Spring 2009 English Proficiency Level 

Review by district, then school and grade unusual distributions of English Proficiency Levels. Highlight or Circle large percentages of Level 2 or small percentages of Level 4 students and report below.
	


7.  Percent meeting WASL standards by Spring 2009

Compare the percentage of students meeting standard for reading and math for Level 3 and 4 students in the district as a whole and for each school to the state averages. Highlight only cells with ten or more students with the percentage in RED font and report below.
	


Part IV. Using Table 4: ELL Primary Language Spoken and ELD Program Model– complete the following questions. 
8.  What is the ELL Primary Language Spoken by district, by school?  Highlight cells with ten or more students in a grade within a school and report the schools and language groups below.
	


Additional Data Sources to Consider
Student level raw data files listing WLPT-II and WASL scores are available for download on the Reports tab of the Bilingual website under Annual Assessment List for further analyses and identification of specific students.
http://www.wabilingual.org/tbip/Reportmenu/Assessments/index.cfm
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