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Title 11
Annual Measurable Achievement ObjeCtiVeS AUnderstanding AMAO Requirements.
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Guidelines for Developing Your
AMAO Improvement Plan
September 23, 2011

AOverview of how to conduct a needs assessment.

AOverview of Title Ill Improvement Plan.

Materials Needed www.wabilingual.org

TRANSITIONAL BILINGUAL INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAM

In order to fully participate in this training, you will need to download AMAO Improveme Student " Mass EDI" StafffDev Tralning " Reports  Search

materials from the Transitional Bilingual Instructional Program Database:
www.wabilingual.org
Under theReports TabchooseAMAQ. Reports

,2dz 6Aft 0S8 dzAAY3I F2dzNJ R20dzYSy i G2 RSO
Detailed Excel File Student Lists | Assessments | DataClean-up | AMAD | Staff Reports

23

Data Analysis Worksheet
AMAO Needs Assessment Workbook " 2 AMAQ Disirct Summary resufts for schodl yar 2007-2008
Title Il Improvement Plan Template AMAD Distrct Summmany resuls for

If you have questions about how the AMAOSs are calculated, you can refer to the
other document in this section called:
UnderstandindAMAOS; note: from 200910 SY

2 KFu FNB ' al hQak Calculating the AMAOSs.
AMAOC 1 PROGRESS
Refer to Understanding AMAOs.pdf | 24 lj 2 OQ YLJdZIj S INE 4 L] K X X
AMAOC 1 PROGRESS 0 R oo e oo o o

Percentage of LEP students in Gradd® vho show progress on the WL:RT K 509 | 566 | 594

1 527 586 | 627 | 18 20 33

2 544 603 | 650 | 17 17 23|35 37 56

3 559 | 619 | 669 | 15 16 19|32 33 42
AMAO-2 ATTAINMENT 4 | 572 | 633 | 686 |13 14 17|28 30 36
Percentage of LEP students in GraddgHKcoring proficient Level 4 on WEPT 3 o e 1o ne roz
and transitioning out of the Transitional Bilingual Instruction Program. 7 602 | 662 | 721 | 8 8 9|18 18 20

8 | 608 | 668 7286 6 7|14 14 16

9 613 672 | 731 | 5 4 3|11 10 10

10 616 675|732 |3 3 1|8 7 4
AMAO¢ 3 ACADEMICS (AYP) 1 | 617 [675] 7351 0 3|4 3 4
Percentage of LEP students in Grad@&s&10 meeting statewide assessment 12 | 617 |676| 74010 3 511 3 6
standards (MSP & HSPE) on readmg and math. OSPI>Assessment>WLPT-II>Post-Test Information/Materials>Cut Scale Scores (PDF)

BB website homepage for the 2011 Cut Scores table



http://www.wabilingual.org/
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AMAO1 Target

AMAO-1 PROGRESS

Percentage df EPstudents in Grades 12 improving theinet scale score by 1 or more points.

Single measure of progress:

the percentage achieving gains from the previous annual WLPT-II.

For SY 2010 i 2011 that percentage is set at 66.7%

Projecting the AMAO targets

Percent Percent
progress attainment
70% 16%
69%
15%
68%
14%
67% E (progress) = 64.85% + 1.67A(X)
E (attainment) = 11.50% + 1.67%b(x) 13%
66%
65% 12%
64%r 200309‘ 200910 201011' 201+12' 201213 201314' 201415' 201516' 201617' 2017-18' 201819' 201920' 11%

201011 AMAO results

targets Statewide during school year 2010-11,

66.7% AMAO-1  78.4% of ELL students made progress
13.3% AMAO-2  20.1% achieved proficiency

Washington state did not meet any of the targets for
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for ELL students.

Of the 192 school districts with students tested on the WLPT-II,

94% met AMAO-1 progress target
91% met AMAO-2 proficiency target

82% met AMAO-3 academic targets
76% met all three AMAO targets
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Setting the AMAQRR2 Target.

AMAO-2 ATTAINMENT

Percentage of proficient students in Gradei¥§coring Level 4 (proficient) on WALRIRd
transitioning out of the Transitional Bilingual Instruction Program.

Single measure of attainment:

the percentage achieving a Level 4 i Transitional on the annual WLPT-II.

For SY 2010 i 2011 that percentage is set at  13.3%
Approved AMAQO targets
School | AMAG1 | AMAG2
Year | Progress|Attainment

200809 | 64.9% 11.5%
200910 | 66.0% 12.7%
3% increase 201011 | 66.7% 13.3%
in’5 years 201112 | 67.2% | 13.8%
201213 | 67.5% 14.2%

201314 | 67.8% 14.5% o
201415 | 68.1% 14.7%
201516 | 68.3% 15.0%
201617 | 68.5% 15.2%
201718 | 68.7% 15.3%
201819 | 68.9% 15.5%
201920 | 69.0% 15.6%

4% increase
in 10 years

Title Il Accountability Requirements

Year Two

Public Law 107110, SEC. 3122. ACHIEVEMENT OBJECTIVES AND ACCOUNTABILI®

(b) ACCOUNTABILITY

(2) If a State educational agency determines, based on the annual measurabl
achievement objectives that an eligible entity has failed to make progress towi
meeting such objectives f@ consecutive yearghe agency shall require the

entity to:

Develop an improvement plan that will ensure that the entity meets such
objectives. The improvement plan shall specifically address the factors th:

prevented the entity from achieving such objectives.

The district must consult with parents, school staff, and other stakeholders




Title 1l Accountability Requirements
Year Two
The plan must include the following:

A Address the fundamental teaching and learning needs of
English language learners.

A Incorporate scientificalipased strategies and methodologies to
improve instruction provided to English language learners.

A Professional development required to support the strategies and
activities that will allow the districts to meet objectives.

A Activities, outcomes and timelines.

Title Il Accountability Requirements
Year Four

AThe LEA mustevelopa plan which specifically addresses the
factors that prevented achievement of the annual measurable
achievement objectives.

AThe district must consult with parents, school staff, and other
stakeholders.

Take a deep breath!
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Title Ill Accountability Requirements
Year Four

Public Law 107110, SEC. 3122. ACHIEVEMENT OBJECTIVES AND
ACCOUNTABILITY

(4) If a State educational agency determines that an eligible entity has failed tc
meet the annual measurable achievement objectivesifapnsecutive yearshe
agency shait
(A) Require such entity to modify the entity's curriculum, program, and
method of instruction; or
(B)f) Make a determination whether the entity shall continue to receive
funds related to the entity's failure to meet such objectives; and
(i) Require such entity to replace educational personnel relevant to the
entity's failure to meet such objectives.

Title Ill Accountability Requirements
Year Four

The plan must include the following:

A The modifications to the LEAs curriculum, program and method
of instruction.

A Address the fundamental teaching and learning needs of
English language learners.

A Incorporate scientificaljpased strategies and methodologies to
improve instruction provided to English language learners.

A Professional development required to support the strategies and
activities that will allow the districts to meet objectives.

A Activities, outcomes and timelines.

Name of School District
Address
Indicate status:  [] 2 year O 4 year

Title Il Improvement Plan Template

Upon completion of the plan, submit an electronic copy through iGrants Form Package 232 by October 15, 2011.
Districts are encouraged to present their plans to their School Board for approval.

Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction
Migrant and Bilingual Education
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Steps to Develop Your Steps to Develop Your
Title 11l Improvement Plan Title 11l Improvement Plan
1.Convene a work team to include district and school 3./ 2 Y LJ AihS Neéds Assessment Workbbtokevaluate the
administrators, teachers, pamducators, parents and community RAAGNR OG Q4 OdzZNNBy (i LINRINF YA G2
members. A Program Characteristics
A Instruction
HO 1L yhfel§ RuAGData danlysis Morkskalio & A i
determine factors that prevented achievement of the annual A Professional Development to Meet the Needs of ELL Students
measurable achievement objectives. A Parentand Community Involvement
A Student Assessments
A Program Evaluation

Steps to Develop Your
Title 1l Improvement Plan AMAO Data Analysis

4. Upon completion of th&leeds Assessmerdevelop your
LYLINRDSYSyYyG tflyZ dzaAy3a h{tl
@Title 11l Improvement Plan Templei&
AMAO Needs Assessment
5. Submit Improvement Plan to OSPI for approval thra@yants
Form Package 232 Ifyctober 152011

Title 11l Improvement Plan

WLPT & AMAO 20111 Results

http://ww.k12.wa.us/
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WLPT & AMAO 20111 Results

http://reportcard.ospi.k12.wa.us/summary.aspx?year=2010-11

OSPI Washington State Report Card
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WLPT 20141 Results

OSPI Washington State Report Card
District  ter Disrice £SO

Summary | MSP/MSPE | EOC ave cre wipT 1

WLPT-18 [Weshingion Stsie Search: @szho

~Distrct >Washington State ~Aberdesn Scheol Distrct

Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction

i Do Ol Camtal Buiking 600 Washingten St 5., Dlymees 58304

Washington Language Proficiency Test

This dicsiays siucent parformance informaiion for the Washngion Language Praficiency Test It (NLPT-11). Yeu can view sthar detaik or trends for an individual scl
ciate

‘Select & category of shudents: Al ¥ e[+ @

Trancitianal (Englich Praficient)
Level 4 (Transiticest) 554
Nt Transitional (Limited Eng?

e Mot Transitional (Limited Enqhs
Level 3 (Aduanced English) 4208 Level 3 (Aiuanced English)

Lavel 2 (Irtarmedists Enghah) 8150 Ietarmedists Enghah)
Level 1 (Saginring Englsk) 46 Level 1 (Saginring Englsk)
Ho Score” m o Score”

Total 15130
Previousty Transitioned o

Total
Previousty Transitioned

AMAO 201611 Results

OSPI washington state Report Cara
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WLPT 20141 Results
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Detailed Excel File

Part 1:Annual Measurable Achievement Objectives (AMAOS)
Part 2:English proficiency by language domains

Part 3:Academic performance on statewide assessment (MSP/HSPE)

UNDERSTANDINGOURAMAORESULTEORSY 2012011

AMAO Detail Results
i

State-wide
(total)
(grade)

Consortium
(total)
(grade)

District-wide
(total)
(grade)

School-wide
(total)
(grade)

Other Consortium Districts totals
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Anal yze Your Distri

Detailed Excel File
AMAO Data Analysis Worksheet

UNDEBSTAEDINCDUFAMAO RESULTSORSY 2012011

g

AMAO Results

HIER R i

Language |Msp/HSPE Results
i Domains it Py
| :

i

9@ fdzr GAY3I &2 dzNJ

AMAOQ Data Analysis Worksheet




How toread AMAO results

Part 1: Annual Measurable Achievement ObjectiVas1AO)

1. Which AMAO Targets were not met?

a. Scan across the district total values to locate which AMAOS fail to meet targets. For
grades reporting ANRO, wuse the
than the targeted values (66.7% & 13.3%). Highlight or Circle.

b. Indicate below which AMAOSs the district did not meet overall and for which grades at
the district level. For AMAO-3 indicate subject and grades that did not meet.
(The first shaded/highlighted row below is an example).

Grades not| Grades not| Grades not Grades not|
AMAO1 meeting | AMAO2 meeting | AMAO3 Math meeting  Reading meeting
345 K13459
Yes 9101112 No 101112 No No 10 No 10

1. Which AMAO Targets were not met?
a. Scan across the district total values (1 blue row) to locate which AMAOS fail to meet targets. Use the percentage
column for grades reporting ANRO to see if t higplighhoaGirele | ess

s 13 5 5 3 . ¢ 8 3 3
d 11 3 I I T T B B R
e E 3 Pz 2 3 2z : ! §Es& S8 3 8 oeg
i3 ¢ & ¢ § 8 F F F & 4 floe ¥ 935§
R I T A N T B - A O O O
E H ] B3 i 5 HE : &gz % oz §
Ve saeTan  Tas na| 2 s G5 T ViS5 18 oS Sol0r o2 o200 01 Ye o e N N M e
X O v
b S s sew omo| o s i ame us e 7m N
H Wi dm e mmva| B s sem e s e ve
n o e o e ho| i G0 im G e i N
SchooDistrict_TotalN 53 89 142 62.7% N 2 33 132 15 182 8.2% No Yes No NR NR NR NR N |
« oz e = 00% o
: u 010009 PR T
2 5w a 857w s 2 oz 919 e
. - L n 1 s 6w
: o 2 n: w1589 w
s o e Bo1 o BB ow
. FE M o 00Y
’ s s s ¢ 1259
. : e 4 2w
. P . 7 009
w s s e 1 s 2B wm
u PR v L o 00% e
2 k2 1 5 (1259 we 2 5 0.0% wm

. Grades nof| Grades n Grades nc Grades not
Data Analysis |Awao1 meetng | AMAO2 meeting | AMAO3 Math _meeting _Reading _meeting

Worksheet | No 3227 | ‘ |

1. Which AMAO Targets were not met?
b Indicate below which AMAOS the district did not meet, and for which grades at the district level. For AMAO-3 list

subjectand grades that did not meet. (First shaded row is an example). iNRoindicates the entity met due to N<30. Tréfoas

meeting AMAGS.

i 4 2 g 9 3 8.3 13
g & o= SRR AT A O
L5 & 1 Bod 4 2 4 H H:z2 § § 3 8 gog
o § 3 11 §9 8§ 7§ 8§ 8 HER IR N I
e > Senock 53 @ § & 1 s 8 8 & & 3 588 2 27 2 £
i 8§ @ = 3§ 03 % 3 % HER g s §oe
o oa L I R
h e osn ms o] 4 S T S e 18 e
Do B b i S| i 13w e e sw o e
F D Rmw| B om e sw s cw e e

SchooDistrict_TotalNg| 53

L 3 210009 e PR
2 5w w85 PR -
s o e PR -
i i w D e 4 23 e
B 2 7 Co0s)
2 1 e P
Grades ot Grades o Grades not Grades no
AMAOL _meeting | AMAO2 _meeting | AMAC3 Math _meeting _Reading _meeting
34579 K123567
‘ NO o113 ‘NO 9101112 ‘ No No 35 ‘

percentag:

t
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1. Which AMAO Targets were not met?
b. Indicate below which AMAOs the district did not meet, and for which grades at the district level. For AMAO-3 list
subjectand grades that did not meet. (First shaded row is an example).

oy
d 1 i R 5 09 s 133
4 ¢ ¢ g3 £ 81t g IERERERE
g3 £ £ g §g = 2 2 F oz 44 ¢ g 2 E g
e HERE I £ f 3 05 0§ § ¢ £ 2 FEB I
°3 0§ § & I R 2t g & ocd
e ST Toa oz s G50 To ViS50 186 0079 S0l0r isaE o20K0 ik Yes e ke N m
X 70" e s e
; folieerd w o
H e @
H . o o
((SchooDistrict__TotalN 53 89 2 33 132 15 182 8. Yes No NR NR NR NRN]
2 2 210009 s oa s
a PR 2 - oa
. o 2 - PR
’ . s I . . s
. : w B w : o

Grades no Grades no Grades Grades nof

AMAO1 _meeting | AMAO2 _meeting | AMAO3 Math _meeting _Reading _meetng
34579 K123567]
‘ NO 01112 ‘ND 9101112 ‘

2.AMAO 1: Grades and Schools
Even if the district met the 66.7% AMAO-1 improvement target, identify specific schools or grades
needing improvement.
a. Scan down the AMAO1 percentage column to locate the percentages that have less than 66.7% of
students making targeted impi . Highlight or Circle.

District > School ' =8| 2 H § 258
© 2z | 4 £” IZ5€

Washington State Total Total No 1 7849 Yes

‘SchooDistrict Total No 6279 No

RidgeElementary Total No 14 26 40 No
K

1 14 14 10009 NR

2 3 1 1 7 NR

3 6 1 7 14 NR

4 5 5 509 ] NR

Ezra Higischool Total Yes 1 11 2 ZX NR

9 3 1 . 5 NR

10 3 5 8 2 NR

1 4 4 8 0. NR

12 4 1 5 X NR

EzraviddleSchool Total Yes 5 15 20 NR

7 3 5 8 NR

8 2 10 12 833 NR

Lincoln Elementary Total No 7 2 31 7749 Yes
K

1 10 10 10008 NR

2 7 7 10009 NR

3 3 5 8 E s 3 NR

4 4 2 6 23 | NR

parkschool Total Yes 9 1 21 15) NR

5 6 6 12 NR

6 3 6 o NR

HillsHigh School Total Yes 4 1 5 NR

9 1 1 2 NR

12 3 3 NR
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2. AMAO 1: Grades and Schools Itis recommended to list elementary schools first, middle schools next, and high schools last.
. o : ) 2. AMAO 1: Grades and Schools
b. Indicate below any schools and grades within schools falling below 66.7% students showing Even if the district met the 66.7% AMAO-1 improvement target, identify specific schools or grades
improvement. Do not include schools with less than 10 matched students. needing improvement.

a. Scan down the AMAO1 percentage column (G) to locate the percentages that have less than

0 el @ :MAMM“'"%P'"“'“S 2 5.9 66.7% of students making targeted improvement. Highlight or Circle. Do not rely on Column H for this
o 23 3 GE® GE £° ~=28g b. Indicate below any schools and grades within schools falling below 66.7% students showing
Washington State Total Total No 14, 51,56¢ 65,806 7849 Yes improvement. Do not include schools with less than 10 matched students.
‘SchooDistrict Total No 8 142 6279 No
RidgeElementary. Total No 26 0 No Grades not Grades not
K Schools AMAOL _ meeting | AMAO2  meeting | AMAO3  Math Reading
1 14 14 10000 KR
2 3 1 14 Example Elementary Yes No K1278 N No Yes
H s 1 1 Ridge Elementary No 34
Ezra HigiSchool Total Yes 14 1 25 Lincoln Elementary Yes 34
) 3 1 4
10 3 5 8
1 4 4 8 Park School (5-6) No 5
12 4 1 5
Ezra Middieschool Total Yes 5 15 20
7 3 5 8 Ezra MS Yes 7
8 2 10 12
Lincoln Elementary Total No 7 2 31
3 EzraHS No 9101112
1 10 10
2 7 7 Hills High
3 3 5 ]
4 4 2 6
ParkSchool Total Yes ] 12 21
5 6 6 12
6 3 6 9
HillsHigh School Total Yes 4 1 5 2009 NR
) 1 1 2 5000 NR
12 3 3 009 NR

3. AMAO 2: Grades and Schools
Even if the district met the 13.3% AMAO-2 transition target, identify specific

schools or grades needing improvement. B 5 -
a. Scan down the AMAOZ2 percentage transitioning to locate the percentages S g 3 i8¢ E ¢ E 2‘ ] H § 58
that have less than 13.3% of students transitioning from the TBIP program. C [ B . HIES £g &g
Highlight or Circle. ’ 2 ° 0 H L
b. Indicate below the schools and grades within schools falling below 13.3% of 8 [t g 255 -
students transitioning. Do not include schools with less than 10 tested “‘ “ “ o o =
students. ! o z -
O e Al
. Pow o w e aos "
i R s W ko
2 g g 2 g g
3 g s 2% 3 gq ] 28
District > School B 57 g zc District > School B 2% a zg
o g2 £ ) o Te £ )
e A =g 8 g =8
Washington State Total Total Yes ‘Washington State Total Total 92,08C 2019 Yes
SchooDistrict Total No SchooDistrict Total 182 8.2% No
RidgeElementary Total No . RidgeElementary Total 64 No .
K NR Do not include K 20 [Coou NR Do not include
3 o schools with less 3 " '1':3? s schools with less
3 NR than 10 tested 3 7 NR than 10 tested
4 NR 4 6 [00u NR
Ezra Higtschool Total NR students Ezra HigiSchool Total 25 [ 4.0%) NR students
9 NR 9 4 [00u NR
10 NR 10 8 NR
11 NR 1 8 [ o0 NR
12 NR 12 5 (oou nR
Ezra Middl&School Total NR Ezra MiddléSchool Total 20 25.0% NR
7 NR 7 8 NR
8 NR 8 12 NR
Lincoln Elementary Total No Lincoln Elementary Total 45 No
K NR K 12 [[00% NR
1 NR 1 10 NR
2 NR 2 8 [ 00 NR
3 NR 3 8 (1250 nR
4 NR 4 7 28.6% NR
ParkSchool Total NR Park School Total 22 NR
5 NR 5 12 NR
6 NR 6 10 [o0u nR
HillsHigh School Total NR HillsHigh School Total 6 0.0% NR
9 NR 9 3 0.0% NR
12 NR 12 3 0.0% NR
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4. AMAO 3Grades and Schools

3. AMAO 2: Grades and Schools The percent meeting standard in WASL reading and math are shown in the last AMAO colu@n<€lls that prevented the
Even if the district met the 13.3% AMAO-2 transition target, identify specific schools or grades needing district or school from meeting the targets set by AYP are indicatedydin that cell
improvement. . Scan down the lagtMAO3column (2) to locate schools and grades not meetinggRiight or Circle.
a. Scan down the AMAO2 percentage column (O) to locate the percentages that have less than B el P o G s g L ) oy e i T )
13.3% of students transitioning from the TBIP program. Highlight or Circle. Do not rely on Column P for NRoindicates the entity met due to N<30. TréRvas meeting AMAG.
this determination. - " AMAO3 Academics (AYP) =
b. Indicate below the schools and grades within schools falling below 13.3% of students transitioning 258 53 - 28 ¢ g ¢ g8 ¢% ¢29 o
Do not include schools with less than 10 tested students. Distict > School BZE 8% 308 58 sog 558 582388 =
© %3 33 ] a§ 2§ 22§ 25 226 %
Washington State Total Total No No No No No No No
Clarcsles EriEB e Schoobistrict Total Yes  No NR NR NR  No
Schools AMAOL __ meeting | AMAO2  meeting | AMAO3 _ Math Reading — 7 @ OR =
Example Elementary Yes K1278 No No Yes K
Ridge Elem No 34 No K134 ;
Lincoln Elem Yes 34 No K123 3
n
Ezra Higtschool Total  NRNR Yes
Park School (5-6) No S No 56 9
10
1
Ezra MS Yes 7 Yes 7 12
E2ra MiddieSchool Total  NRNR Yes
EzaHs No 9101112| No 9101112 5
Hills High Lincoln Elementary Total  NR NR Yes
K
1
2
3
n
ParkSchool Total  NRNR Yes
5
6
3. AMAO 2: Grades and Schools N3] FA 5 ¢ )R:S
Even if the district met the 13.3% AMAO-2 transition target, identify specific schools or grades needing UNDEBETAN DI U MAO RESUL Y 27071?931777
improvement. == : L = =
a. Scan down the AMAO2 percentage column (O) to locate the percentages that have less than AMAO Results Language | MSp/HSPE Results |
13.3% of students transitioning from the TBIP program. Highlight or Circle. Do not rely on Column P for X . § Domains | § ¢ i & ¢ £ i !
this determination. | EI I i1
b. Indicate below the schools and grades within schools falling below 13.3% of students transitioning T = 'a = oo
Do not include schools with less than 10 tested students. . =
Grades not Grades not % =E
Schools AMAO1 meeting AMAO2 meeting AMAO3 Math Reading s 3 -
Example Elementary | ves No K1278 | No No ; TR
Ridge Elem No 34 No K134 Yes ; H 1; "‘
Lincoln Elem Yes 34 No K123 Yes HE -
Park School (5-6) No 5 No 56 | Yes oy s e =
EzraMS Yes 7 Yes 7 Yes i FRE R nom SRR Eae ow
EzraHS No 9101112[ No 9101112] Yes i HE g 2 lg 5° 3S <
Hills High —— N i i 2T S i
‘ N—
UNDERSTANDINGURAMAORESULTEORSY 2012011 5. Which language domain needs improvement?
a. Scan down thgoAdvanced or Proficient by D which, if any, of the language domains £086 or
. morebelow thestate averages for your district and grades at the district leMéghlight or Circle cells based upon 10 or
AMAO Language Domain Results oGS
% Advanced or Proficient by Domai Indicate (by placing &) below for the district total and then any grades at the district level falling more than 10% belasathaverage.
2
2 2 2 5
g £ 5 =2 I
District > School g |3 & § £ ER
Bl 3 & = T2 Percentage at
g 5% 8 .
CTEIEEDTE e s san ows e soss] LEvel3orLevel4in Reading Reading | Listening| Speaking] Writing Reading | Listening| Speaking| Writing
K 14,78¢ District Total 6th Grade
1 | 60% 62% 70% 58% 14,02 Percentage at -
2| Tew To% T BB 11470 | evel 3 or Level zgt in Listening Kindergarien Tth Grade
3 | 82% 76% 87% 80% 9,38 Listening 1st Grade 8th Grade
4 | Ba% 80% 79% B82% 7,94
5 | @ e &y oo o — 2nd Grade 9th Grade
O | @ em @y @ G e A S 3rd Grade 10th Grade|
evel 3 or Level 4 in Speakin:
7 | Ta% T6% 82% 7a% 411 2peaxing 4th Grade 11th Grade
8 | 79% 85% 4% 83% 4,02
9 | 76% B82% 82% 78% 3,870 5th Grade 12th Grade
10 | 8a% 85% 83% B82% 342 Percentageat
11 | 87% 83% 84% 85% 2974 Level3or Level 4 in Writing
12 | 88% 89% 86% 87% 2,37
SchooDistrict Total | 624 709 89% 70% 253
K w
1 859 63% B89% 93% 27
2 929 79% 96% 88% 24




District > School

Washington State Total

SchooDistrict

District > School

Washington State Total

SchooDistrict

District > School

Washington State Total

SchooDistrict

% Advanced or Proficient by Domg
g 2 2 5 £
£ 3 8 3 £ i3
s e & & = Zg 10% or moréelow thestateaverages
£ g & ¥ 3§
e
Total 8% 74% 77% 67% 9052
K 24% 62% 63% 13% 14,78¢ Reading | Listening | Speaking | Writing
1 60% 62% 70% 58% 14,024 | District
2 78% 76% 77% 81% 11,47
3 82% 76% 87% 80% 9,38
4 saw sow 7o% 2% 7,04 |LStCrade
5 79% 80% 78% 82% 6,591 | 2nd Grade
6  78% 84% 90% 83% 5543 3rd Grade
7 74% T76% 82% 74% 4,11
8 79% 85% B84% 83% 4,02: SHiGIaCe
9 76% 82% 82% 78%  3,87q|5th Grade
10 84% 85% 83% 82% 3,428
11 87% 88% B84% 85% 2,97
12 88% 89% 86% 87% 2,37:
Total  69% TO% 75% 82% 182 Reading | Listening | Speaking| Writing
K 0% 1% Seu 4% 32| Fere s
1 67% 63% 56% 96% 27
2 91y 779 86y 1009 22| |7"Grade
3 93y 93% 87% 87% 15| [8th Grade
4 85y 69w 54 9v 13
5 92% 75% 92% 83% 12 giGrace
6 90% 1009 1009 100% 10| [10th Grade
7 75% 75% 88% 88Y% 8| | 11thGrade
8 1009 67 83 83 12
9 719 86% 1009 71% 7 2GR
10 88% 75% 88% 100% 8
11 63% 75% 88% 88% 8
12 88% 88% T75% T75% 8

9% Advanced or Proficient by Domg|
e 2 g , £
g £ £ 5
£ 3%z § £ &3
3 e % & = 2§ 10% or moréelow thestateaverages
& g g ¥ g
Total _68% 74% 77% 67% 9052
K 14,78 Reading [ Listening [ Speaking [ Writing
1 60% 62% 70% 58% 14,029 | District
2 78% 76% 77% 81% 1147 VARV
3 82% 76% B87% 80% 9,38
4 saw so% 7o% e2% 794 [ LSLCrade
5  79% 80% 78% 82%  6,591|2nd Grade
6  78% 84% 90% 83%  5543|3rd Grade
7 74% T76% 82% 74% 4,11
8 7o e s s 402 |onCrade
9  76% s2% 82% 78w  3,87q|5th Grade
10  84% B5% 83% 82% 3,421
11 87% 88% B84% 85% 297
12 88% B9% B6% B7% 2,37
Total _69% 70% 75% 82 182
% | Reading | Listening | Speaking] Wiiing
1 679 63 56% 96% 27
2 919 779 86v 1009 22||7"Grade
3 93 93u 87% 87%  15|[8thGrade
4 85 69% 54% 929 13
5 ou 7su oo saw 1o [ONGrade
6 90v 1009 1009 1009 10| [10th Grade
7 759 75% 88% 88% 8| | 11thGrade
8 1009 67% 83% 83% 12
9 719 86% 1009 71% 7 |2k
10 88% 75% 88% 100% 8
11 63% 75% 88% 88% 8
12 88% 88% 75% 75% 8
% Advanced or Proficient by Domg
> 2 2 2
@ £ £ = 2 3
i § &8 § £ 3%
E & 2 & = ©%10% or mordelow thestateaverages
£ & =2 & 57
2
Total 68% 74% 77% 67% 90,52
K 24% 62% 63% 13% 14,78 Reading | Listening | Speaking] Wriing
1 0% 62% 70% 58% 14029 | District
2 147 VARV
3 82% 76% B67% 80% 9,38
4 sa% so% 7o% e2% 794 [ LSLCTAdeE Y2
5  79% 80% 78% 82% 6591 )|2nd Grade
6  78% B84% 90% 83%  5543|3rd Grade
7 Ta% T6% 82% 74% 4,11
8 7ow msw sk sa% 40 [ Crade
9  76% B82% B82% 78% 3,87 | SthGrade
10 84% 85% B83% 82% 342
11 87% 88% B84% 85% 297
12 2,37
ol P Reading | Listening | Speaking] Writing
K 32
1 27| | 6" Grade
2 | [rome
3 93% 93 87% 87%  15|[8thGrade
4 85 69w 549 9% 13
5 o 7su ow s 1o | AnCrade
6 90% 1009 100% 1009 10 | 10th Grade
7 75% 75% 88% 88% 8|[11thGrade
8 1009 67% 83% 83y 12
9 719 86% 1009 71% 7 EEkCEe
10 88% 75% 88% 1009 8
11 63% 75% 88% 88Y% 8
12 88% 88% 75% 75% 8

District > School

Washington State Total

SchooDistrict

District > School

Washington State Total

SchooDistrict

District > School

Washington State Total

SchooDistrict

9/23/2011

% Advanced or Proficientby Domg
e 2 £ H
5 e & § = Zg 10%ormoréelow thestateaverages
& & £ ¥ 3
e
K 28% G2% G63% 13% 14,7 Reading | Listening [ Speaking] Writing
1 6o% 62% 70% 58% 14,024 | District
2 78% 76% 77% B81%  1L47{q
3 B2% 76% 87% B80% 9,38
4 saw sow 7o% 82w 7.4 | LSLGrade
5  79% 80% 78% 82%  6591|2nd Grade
6 78% B84% 90% 83%  5543|3rd Grade
7 Ta% 76% 82% 74% 4,11
8 7o s s saw  40p]|AinCrade
9 7e% 820 2% 78% 37| 5thGrade
10  84% B85% 83% 82% 342
11 8% 88% B4% B5% 2,07
12 88% 89% B6% B7% 2,37
Total 182 Reading | istring | Speaking] Witing
K 0 419 S6v 4a% 32| feres
1 67y 63% 56% 9% 27
2 919 779 86y 1009 22| |7"Grade
3 93y 93 87% 87% 15| [8thGrade
4 ey 69 544 99 13
5 o 7sy ow s 1p||2nCrade
6  90v 1009 1009 1009 1o||10th Grade
7 75% 75% 88% 88% 8| | 11thGrade
8 1009 67% 83% 83 12
9 719 86% 1009 71% 7 |[E2HCEdE
10 88% 75% 88% 1009 8
11 63 75% 88% 88 8
12 88Y 88% T5% 75% 8
% Advanced or Proficient by Domg
> 2 2 , £
g £ £ 5
£ 3 : 3 £ &3
s e & § = 23 10%ormoreelow thestateaverages
8 g g ¥ g
Total 68% 74% 77% 67% 90,52
K _24% 62% 63% 13% 14,78 Reading | Listening | Speaking| Wiiting
1 [L60% 62% 70% 58% | 14,02{ | District
2 78% 76% 77% B81%  1147{ q VI v
3 B2% 76% 87% B80% 9,38
4 saw 8w 7o% e 7.4 [LStCrade vV
5  79% 80% 78% 82%  6591|2nd Grade
6 78% B84% 90% 83%  5541|3rd Grade
7 7a% 76% 82% 74% 411
8 79w e sa saw  402] | A Crade
9 7e% 8% 82% 78%  3.g7( | 5th Grade
10  84% B5% 83% 82% 342
11 8% 88% B4% B5% 2,07
12 88% B9% B6% B7% 237
Tc['(‘a' o7 07 S e 1:5 Reading | Listening | Speaking] Wriing
: | mme
2 919 77 86% 1009 22| |7"Grade
3 93y 93 87% 87% 15| |8thGrade
4 8y 69 544 99 13
5 o 7y ow s 1p||2hGrade
6 90y 1009 100 1009 10| |10th Grade
7 75% 75% 88% 88% 8| | 11thGrade
8 1009 67 83 83y 12
9 719 86% 1009 71% 7 |[B2Cade
10 88y 75% 88% 1009 8
11 63% 75% 88% 88% 8
12 88% 88% 75% 75% 8
% Advanced or Proficient by Domg
., g 2 8 o ¢
£ % : % £ i3
E & 5 & = ©310%ormordelow thestateaverages
£ 2 8 & 3
°
Total 68% 74% 77% 67% 90,52
K 24% 62% 63% 13% 14,78 Reading | Listening | Speaking] Writng
1 60% 62% 70% 58% 14,024 | District
2 78% 76% 77% 81%  1147{ g VI v
5
4 e Bow% 7To% B 794 [ LStCrade vV
5  79% 80% 78% 82%  6591|2nd Grade
6  78% B84% 90% 83%  5549|3rd Grade
T Ta% 76% 82% 74% 4,11
8 7ow esw saw 83 402 o Crade
9 76% 8% B82% 78%  3.87( | 5th Grade
10 84% B5% B3% B2% 342
11 87% 88% B84% B5% 297
12 88% B89% B86% 87% 2,37
L2 N0 B/ 057 B2 M 32 Reading | Listening | Speaking| Writing
K 0% 419 Seu 44w 32| Feres
1 679 63% 56% 9% 27
2 919 779 86y 1009 22||7"Grade
: % [ath Srade
4 85y 69y 549 99 13|
5 o 7sy ow s 1p||2hCrade
6 90% 1009 1009 100% 10| | 10th Grade
7 759 75% 88% 88% 8| [11thGrade
8 1009 67 83y 83 12
9 719 86% 1009 71% 7 |E2CEHS
10 88% 75% 88% 1009 8
11 63 75% 88y 88 8
12 88% 88% 75% 75% 8

10



% Advanced or Proficientby Domd
2 2 £ o %
& 3§ 5 3§ £ 33
District > School & & z & z 7 3| 10% or mordelow thestate averages
g 8 0% 5
Washington State Total Total 68% 74% 77% 67% 9052
K 24% 62% 63% 13% 14,78 Reading | Listening | Speaking | Writing
1 60% 62% 70% 58% 14,024 | District
2 78% 76% 77% 81% 11,47 Vi vV
3 82% 76% 87% 80% 9,38
4 754 | ISt Grade v
5 79% 80% 78% 82% 6,591 | 2nd Grade
6  78% 84% 90% 83% 5543 3rd Grade
7 74% 76% 82% 74% 4,118
8 79w s s s 40z |onCrade v
9 76% 82% 82% 78%  3,87q|5th Grade
10 84w 8% 8% 82% 342
11 87% 88% B84% 85% 2,97
12 88 B9% 86% B7% 237
SchooDistrict Total  69% 70% 75% 82% 182 Reading | Listening | Speaking] Wiking
Koo aww seu 4 %2l fores
1 67% 63% 56% 96% 27
2 o1 77y 86w 100y  22||7"Grade
3 93y _93% 87% 87% 15| [8th Grade
4 13
5 o 7ou oo s  1o| [ShGrade
6 90% 1009 1009 100% 10| [10th Grade
7 75% 75% 88% 88Y% 8| | 11thGrade
8 1009 67y 83 83 12
9 719 86% 1009 71% 7 2GR
10 88% 75% 88% 1009 8
11 63% 75% 88% 88Y% 8
12 88% 88% T75% T75% 8
% Advanced or Proficient by Doma
o o 2
a g £ £ p §
§ § & § £ 3%
i S| & g & g § Z §| 10% or moreelow thestate averages
EREEC g
Washington State Total Total 68% 74% 77% 67% 90,52
K 24% 62% 63% 13% 14,78 Reading | Listening | Speaking| Writing
1 60% 62% 70% 58% 14,029 | District
2 78% 76% 77% 81% 11,47 Vi v
3 82% 76% 87% 80% 9,38
4 saw sow 79% so% 7,04 |LStCrade vV
5  79% 80% 78% 82% 6591 | 2nd Grade
6  78% 84% 90% 83% 5543 3rd Grade
7 74% 76% 82% 74% 4,118
s 4oz] (Hn Crade v
9 7o% 8% 8% 78%  387q|5th Grade
10 B4 B5% 8% B2% 342
11 87% 88% B84% 85% 2,97
12 88% 89% 86% 87% 2,37
SchooDistrict Total  69% 70% 75% 82% 182
| Reading | Listening | Speaking] Wiiting
1 67y 63% 56% 96% 27
2 o1 77y 86w 100y 22| |7"Grade
3 o3 9% 87% 87% 15| |gthGrade v
4 85 69Y 544 92% 13
5 92% 75% 92% 83% 12 SthGrade
6 90v 1009 1009 1009 10| [10th Grade
7 75% 75% 88% 88Y% 8| | 11thGrade
; 2
9 71 86% 1009 71% 7 |2k
10 88% 75% 88% 1009 8
11 63% 75% 88% 88Y% 8
12 88% 88% 75% T75% 8
> P0AGvancga o Proficieg by Doman
Distit> School H H ] %
Washington State Total Toal 567 72y 77 579 9052
K 14,78
1 60% 629 709 58%  14,0:
2 78y 769 79 81 1147
3 829 769 879 809 9,38
4 84y 807 799 820 794
s 799 80% 789 829 659
6 8% 84y 909 83% 5,54
7 749 767 829 780 a1
8 79% 859 849 83% 4,02:
9 76 829 829 78% 3,87(
10 84y a5y 83y 820 342
1 879 88y 849 859 297
12 88 899 8 87% 2,37
SchooDistrict Toal Go% 0% 5% 8] 182
RidgeElementary Total 52% 56% 69% 73% 64
« 0% 5% 65% 2% 20
1 a7 s3% so% o 17
2 a6% 64% 93 1009 14
3 1009 86% 86% 100 7
4 1009 so% 33% 83% 5
Ezra Higichool Total 72% 76% 84% 849 25|
) 503 75% 1000 S0% 4
10 a8% 5% 88% 1009 8
11 63% 75% 88 B8% 8
12 80 80% 60% 80% 5
Exatiddle School Totl 900 700 8y as% 20
7 75% 75% 88 88% 8
8 1009 67% 83w s 12
Lincoln Elementary Total o7 760 2% s a5
K 0% 33 a2% 12
1 1004 80% sou 1000 10
2 100% 1009 750 100% 8
3 88% 1009 88y 5% 8
4 7% 86 71 1009 7
ParkSchool Total 915 863 955 o% 22
5 925 75% 925 s 12
6 90 1009 1000 1000 10

Part Il Language Domains.

% Advanced or Proficient by Domd
o

2 2 2 o 5

& § 5 3§ £ =3
District > School B § & ¢ § 3%
g s 3 2 & m®
EE S s

Washington State Total Total 68% 74% 77% 67% 9052
K 24% 62% 63% 13% 14,78
1 0% 62% 70% 58% 14,02
2 78% T76% 77% 81% 11,47
3 82% 76% 87% 80% 9,38
4 84% 80% 79% 82% 7.94:
6 78% 84% 90% 83% 5,54
7 74%  76% 82% 74% 4,118
8 79% 8% 4% 83% 402
9 76% 82% 82% 78% 3,870
10 84w 8% 83% 82% 342
11 87% 88% B84% 85% 2,97
12 88% 89% B6% B7% 237
SchooDistrict Total 69% 70% 75% 82% 182
K 0% 41% 56% 4% 32
1 67% 63% 56% 96% 27
2 o1y 77% 86% 1009 22
3 93% 93% 87% 87% 15
4 13
5 12
6 90% 1009 1009 1009 10
7 759 75% 88% 88% 8
8 1009 67y 83 83y 12
9 719 86% 1009 71% 7
10 88% 75% 88% 100% 8
11 63y 75% 88v 88% 8
12 88% 88% 75% 75% 8

9/23/2011

10% or morebelow thestate averages

Ri

eading

Listening

Speaking[ Writing

District
Ki

Vv

V

1st Grade

2nd Grade

3rd Grade

4th Grade

5th Grade

Reading

Listening

Speaking| Writing

6" Grade

7 Grade

8th Grade

9th Grade

10th Grade

11thGrade

12thGrade

Use the Detailed Excel File for your district to complete the following questions.
5. Which language domain needs improvement?

b. Indicate below grades by language domains that needs improvement by school.

List elementary, middle, then high schools.
Do not include schools with less than 10 tested students.

School Reading |Listening |Speaking |Writing
Example Elementary |K.2.3.46 |K.3.4.5 1.2.3.6 K.2,35.6
> % Advancgd or Proficiegs by Domain

Distict> School i H s B

g & z L

Washington State Total Total 2 74y 77 579) 9052
K 14,78

1 609 629 709 58% 14,0

2 789 769 77 819 1147

3 829 769 879 80% 9,38

4 84y 80 799 820 794

5 799 809 789 829 659

6 789 849 909 83% 5,54

7 749 769 829 740 4

8 799 859 849 839 402

9 769 829 829 78% 3,87

10 3,421

11 2,974

12 2,37:

SchooDistrict Toal 182
RidgeElementary Total 64
K 20|

1 17

2 1a

3 7

4 5

Ezra Higtschool Total 25|
) 4

10 8

1 8

o) 5

Ezraiddle School Tolal 0% 0% 85y 8% 20
7 75% 75% 88y 88% 8

] 1009 7% 83y s 12

Lincoln Elementary Tolal 67% 6% 629 so% a5
K % 33% 2% 5 12

1 1009 80% s0% 1008 10

2 1009 1009 5% 100 8

3 88% 1009 88y 5% 8

4 71 86% 71 100 7

parkschool Tolal 915 86% 95 o 2
5 925 75% 92 s 12

6 0% 1009 1009 1000 10l

11
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S ToAdvanced or Proficientby Domain - o Advancgd or Proficieg by Domain
g H g g R g H £ £ .
Distriet> School i ] H s Egj District> School ki & £ s B3
3 4 2 e o s 2 = &
Washington State Total Total 6! 7 Washington State Total Total 89 7%
I3 K
1 1
2 2
3 3
4 4
5 5
6 6
7 7
8 8
9 9
10 10
1 1
12 12
SchooDistrict Totl SchooDistrict Total
RidgeElementary Total RidgeElementary Total
K K
1 1
2 2
3 3
4 4
Ezra HighSchool Total Ezra HigSchool Total
9 9
10 10
1 1
12 )
Ezra MiddleSchool Total Ezra Middléchool Total
7 7
s ]
Lincoln Elementary Total Lincoln Elementary Total
« K
1 1009 80% sou 004 10 1
2 1009 1009 5% 100% 8 2
3 88% 1009 88u 5% 8 3
4 71 asn 719 100% 7] 4
ParkSchool Total 91% 86% 95% 91% 22| ParkSchool Total
5 o2% 75 92 e 12 5
6 90% 1009 1009 100% 10l 6
> % Advancgd or Proficies by Domain
] £ £ H £ Sty ]
District> School ki H g £ s Big District> School ki
5 3 3 & = 2 4
© 3 2 £ # E ©
Washington State Total Total 68% 749 779 67% 90,52 ‘Washington State Total Total
K 24y 629 63% 13% 14,78 K
1 o 1
2 2
3 3
4 4
5 5
6 5
7 7
s ]
9 9
10 10
1 1
12 12
SchooDistrict Total SchooDistrict Total
RidgeElementary Toal RidgeElementary Tota
K K
1 1
2 2
3 3
4 4
Ezra Highschool Toal Ezra HigSchool Total
9 9
10 10
1 1
2 I
Ezra MiddleSchool Total Ezra MiddléSchool Total
7 7
s s
Lincoln Elementary Total Lincoln Elementary Total
K K
1 1
2 2
3 3
4 4
Parkchool Toal ParkSchool Total
s 5
6 6
& % Advancgd or Proficiegiby Domain
] £ 2 E a4
District > School ki g 2 g s 53¢
& = e a 3 Fi%
Washington State Total Toal Partll  Language Domains. Use the Detailed Excel File for your district to complete the following questions.
K : ) .
1 5. Which language domain needs improvement?
2
3
4 b. Indicate below grades by language domains that needs improvement by school.
s
6
. List elementary, middle, then high schools.
s Do not include schools with less than 10 tested students.
10
b School Reading |Listening |Speaking |Writing
ST ) Example Elementary |K,2,3,4,6 |K,3,4,5 1,2,3,6 K.2,3,5,6
RidgeElementary Total
f Ridge Elem TK1 TK14 14
8 Lincoln Elem TK4 T TK1
i
Ezra Higichool Total
2 Park School
u Ezra Middle 78
Ezra Midlichool Totl
7
8 Ezra High 911 1 12 9
Lincoln Elementary Total =Ll
N Hills High
2
3
:
PariSchool Toul ﬁ% g 950 o 2
5 925 75% 925 s 12
6 90 1009 1000 1000 10

12
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Part IIl.MSP/HSPE Performance: Use the Detailed Excel File for your district to complete the following questions.
6. How did ELL students perform on the MSP/HSPE in reading, math, writing and scienc

Scan down théMeeting MSP/HSPE Standaaidetermine which, if any, of the academic subjects are
below the state averages for your district, schools, or grades.

" '“";&E£l§§’"‘1

UNDERSTANDINGOURAMAORESULTEORSY 2012011

AMAO Academic Results

= 8
£ e
District > School " §o E‘
g8 & 3
g 5 ¢
& 28«
Washington State Total Total  25% 42,643
K
1
2
3 38% 9121
4 23% 7671
5 24% 6363
6 21% 5351
7 8% 3,909
8 17% 3812
9
10 29% 3167
1 25% 2076
12 21% 1155
Schoobistrict Total 219 122
K
1
2
3 sa 2
4 20 20

o

. How did ELL students perform

% Meeting MSP/HSPE Standards
o 2 8 7
5 2 s g 5 i
S & 55 5 Be o8
g § ¥ £ ¥ 2 Percentage of ELLs
$8 ¢ 32 % 32 ¢ Meeting MSP/HSPE
22% 37,25 35% 16,604 11% 13,536 standard in Reading
Percentage of ELLs
200 9274( 0% 1)
23% 7,831 30% 7,257 Meeting MSP/HSPE
25 G i GRS standard in Math
19% 5476
13% 4,070 _30% (5 0% 2
Percentage of ELLs
T Soee o 30w Meeting MSP/HSPE
a0% 964 (0% 6] standard in Writing
18% 124 26% 50 2% 41
Percentage of ELLs
Meeting MSP/HSPE
% 24 g
19 21 21% 19 standard in Science

on the MSP/HSPE in reading, math, writing and scienc

more than 5%below thestate averages

Check cells below any grades at the district level, school totals, and then the grades within schools

falling more tharb% belowthe state total average, or the state average for each grade.
Ignore cells with fewer than 10 students

Total r3 rade 4| Grade 5| Gré | Grade 7| Grade 8| Grade 10 | Grade 11 | Grade 12
5 £ B B

g o8 of §| of 82 o282 =282 =9
BsE535RcE|R83s3sE3s63sE538sE 58S £ 5
SEESRSRECE S S SRE SRS EESSRESSREY
& 3 3l A& & A& 3

District Total

o

more than 5%below thestate averages

% Meeting MSP/HSPE Standards

District> School

fschoobistrict

Ezra HigtSchool

Ezra MiddieSchool

Lincoln Elementary.

. How did ELL students perform on the MSP/HSPE in reading, math, writing and scienc

eling ISPIHSPE Standards

[
% 825% 8
8 12 £

T Mesting MSP/HSPE Standards % Meeting MSP/HSPE Standards
District> School 8 52 5,58 & 5,
323 8§ 2t ¢ 34
§3E fE:E 1 Hid
Schoobistrict Total
3 (215 4 15
i
5 1w 121w 12 o 14
6 ow
7 ww 8 oow s 8
8 aw 12 ex 12 o 1
s
I 10 4w 7 o s 7 0% 1
o : 12w sam 3 oK 1
12 2% 1155 3 a8 a0 964 0 3 R 3 izl &
— Toal 8% 13 15K 13 17% 6
'Washington State Total 3 ow 72w 7
4 3w s o 61w 6
EzraHigSchool Towl 3 15 1% 9 5s% 11 0% 7
10 4w 7 % 8% 7 0% 1
o2 5w 3 oK 1
2 w3 o 3
EzraMiddiSchool Toll 25% 20 5% 2025% 8 8% 13
7 1w 8 ox 82% 8
8 v 12 e 12 o 1
LincolrElementary Towl 274 15404 15 7% 7
3 sou Bsw 8
4 ow 72w 7T 7
ParkSchool Total 10% 21 10% 21 8% 12
5 1w 12w 12 o 1
6w o w9
Total Gr3| Grade 4| Grade 5| Gr6 | Grade 7| Grade 8| Grade 10 | Grade 11 | Grade 12
T o382 |2 dF BE |2 o 2F o8Ef o5 of
3 b - = i = 3|8 3 TEE S
g SRR R g g g §EE8
& A& Zle &= 3le e 3 & & & 3l
District Totall

ParkSchool
Total | Gr3| Grade 4| Grade 5| Gr6 | Grade 7.
£ oot £ _d&_ EE [£_4E
25588 N =
EER FE25E582
& fle Sle £=gle Sl
District Total

6. How did ELL students perform on the MSP/HSPE in reading, math, writing and scienc
more than 5%below thestate averages

7% Mesting MSP/HSPE Standards B
3 District> School 8 52 3, 5.
¢ -] 52
[} o £8 & wE
Totsl s SchooDistrict Tolal 219 ‘84 E
3 2% agm 3
a 4
5 5
. 6
7 7
5 ]
% 9
10 10
u s 1
1 g s aen  s8 aow s 0w 6 =
— Total
Washington State Total 3
4
Ezra HigSchool Tota
1
1
2
Ezra MiddisSchool Tolal
7
s
Lincoln Elementary  Total
3
3
parkSchool Tolal
5
5
Total | Gr3| Grade 4 Grade 5| Gr6| Grade 7| Grad
£ o23f [E_df_ JE [E_4E
s SEclScsElSs5SsSsEss
3|8 5 £2c58gSsElss
SEcoifcEc|iEigiEeis
& Gl& =& &2 glesé &
District Tota] VvV
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6. How did ELL students perform on the MSP/HSPE in reading, math, writing and scienc

more than 5%below thestate averages

% Weeling J/SPIHSPE Standards
i 2.2 5335 .2 8..8 ¢
§ durcsred £ g2 5 HEEEE FH B P
] 638 §8 33 % es €28 98
Tatal 7.5 SchooDistrict Total 219 84 1% 78 a4y 32 6% 3
3 mx o m% M 3 2w 1540% 15
a 162 2w zau 4 15w 13 15% 13 a6y
s (2 6am am gass 1% _Garg) 5
& 3% s3I ST 6 —ow "
7 s 3w a0 o 35 0% 2 71 8 0% 8% 8
8 arx agw 3984 0% 1 1% 3846 g S R
s
1 9% 3 0% 3 e 3005 Sk 309 1o 4% 7 % GEM T oM 7
H2 0% M% I aw% Lss sx @ nogn sEn @ 1
1 3% 1Is5 6% 4B aom 96 0% 6 E o
Total 154 13 154 13 17% 6
‘Washington State Total 30 729% 7
4 33 % 617% 6
E2ra Higichool Tol 83 15 11% 9 554 11 0% 7
10 4% 7 0% 68w 7 0% 7
112w 53 3 0w 1
12 a3 o% 3
Ezra Middieschool Tol 25% 20 5% 20 25% 8 8% 13
7 18 8 0 B2 8
8 3w 12 8 12 8% 13
Lincoln Elementary Towl 27y 15 40% 15 7% 7
3 s BSY B
4 0% 7% TN 7
Parkschool Tol 109 21 10% 21 8 13
5 1w 1217% 12 s 13
6 ou o 0% o
Total | Gr3| Grade 4| Grade 5| Gr6| Grade 7| Grade 8| Grade 10 | Grade 11 | Grade 12
£ o8E £ _of g£ [ _oZ EZ_ 28 23 _ 29
Scf5sclScElscssesScElScsslscEEs5sE55sE 5
§8C2 885 SsE|lfs8lSES8E S fsE8SsE888E 8
-4 Al 2o €= glesle ¢zae Ble ol a 3
District Total \a%

6. How did ELL students perform on the MSP/HSPE in reading, math, writing and scienc

more than 5%below thestate averages

i Niesiing JfSPHSPE Standards
g Distrct > School $ 52 3,38 5
3 § 23 2§ 3¢ 2
5 5 38 8 58 2
Total SchooDistrict Total 21% 84 15%
3 3 om0 15 0%
4 4 I 13 15%
s 5 %
H 6
: 7
5 8
9 9
10 9% 3167 0% 3 a7T% 3005 5% 3,049 10 43w 7 6 86% 7 0% 1
n 5% 2076 1% 1 ao% 1598 5% az 1 20% 5 33% 3 o% 1
12 % 155 46% 48 ao% 964 0% 3 g g @ e
- Toll 15% 13 15% 13 17% 6
‘Washington State Total 3 0% 729% 7
4 3w s 0w 61w 6
Ezra Higtschool Tol 3 15 1% 9 5% 11 0% 7
10 am 7 % 8% 7 0% 7
12w 53 3 oW 1
2 a3 o 3
Ezra MiddleéSchool Total 25% 20 5% 20 25% 8 8% 12
7 1w 8 ox 82 8
8 w12 8% 12 o 1
Lincoln Elementary Total 27% 15 40% 15 71% 7
3 S Bs0% 8
4 729w 7T 7
ParkSchool Towl 104 21 10% 21 s 1
5 1w 121w 12 e 19
5 9 0% o
Total Gr3| Grade 4| Grade 5| Gr6| Grade 7| Grade 8| Grade 10 | Grade 11 | Grade 12
LY e e e e
SEE 85 S5E 5825838 S EEESSSESSEED
& A& Slg &= gle & & 3 & 3 & 3l
District Totall Vv Vv

6. How did ELL students perform on the MSP/HSPE in reading, math, writing and scienc
more than 5%below thestate averages

Washington State Total

% Mesting MSP/HSPE Standards % Meeting YSPIHSPE Standards
i . H H ] District > School S, 35 =
g 3 gg =5 2 a8
5 S8 28 3T g8
Totsl s 3¢ | RidgeElementary 13 15%
3 o 20%
5 485 T )| Ezrabigschool
6 ST
7 a0 aow azer
L ETTREY 3954 0% 1 11% 3048)
s Ezra Middi&chool
0w e o as 3m0s sk saes
HoOBK 0% A% I aw 1S S% @
1 2% Liss  ae% 968 o 5 | Lincoln Elementary
ParkSchool
Total ] Gr3] Grade 4] Grade 5| Gr 6] Grade 7] Grade §] Grade 10] Grade 11] Grade 12
g =232 [ df ZE [E 4 8 =282 =8 =98
ReE5|RslRcERsoRslRcERsEBsEa8sss R8s s
SEE50ESEESEal83SEE8E3|8ES288E388E 3
& Gl& Sle o i1 3 4 3le 3le 3
District Total vV
Ridge Elem Vv
Lincoln Elem
Park School %
Ezra Middle Vv
EzraHigh
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6. How did ELL students perform on the MSP/HSPE in reading, math, writing and scienc
more than 5%below thestate averages
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3005 5% 3
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954 0%

o
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District> School

‘SchooDistrict

'Washington State Total

Ezra HigtSchool

Ezra MiddiSchool
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o
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6. How did ELL students perform on the MSP/HSPE in reading, math, writing and scienc
more than 5%below thestate averages

Washington State Total

% Meeting MSP/HSPE Standards

3 District> School g 52 5,38
2 g s 3: 3p 3
s < 6 g3 28 38 S cc SIc87 08
Tousl (Z5n_ane RidgeElementary o g 159 13 15% 13 17%
P v 3
o 4 a6 oM 61w ¢
s s Ezra Higsschool Total (83915 11% 9 55w 11 0w
6 ax 10 23 R o
7T e 1 20w 53 3 0% 1
8 % 3812 12 - U
E E2raMiddischool Total (25% 26 5% 20 25% 8o 1]
10 29% 3167 0% ar% 3005 s ; e b
n2 0% a% I aww% Lss 5w
BoE g e B e e e Lincoln Elementary Toa (25 dou e 7w
ParkSchool
Total Grade 5] Gr 6] Grade 7]
g S
£.28 o g
Sg £ S < < £
SSE S 8§83 EE
-4 3 223
District Total
Ridge Elem Y
Lincoln Elem
Park School v
Ezra Middie vV
Ezra High

%

eling J/SPIHSPE Standards

7. How did ELL students perform on the MSP/HSPE (by WLPT level) in reading, math, writing and science?

Scan down the %Meeting MSP/HSPE Standards by WLPT-II Level to determine which, if any, of the academic subjects
are below the state averages by WLPT-Il Level for your district and grades. Highlightor Circle any Level or grade more

than

Circle below any district totals and grades at the district level falling more than 5% below the state average, or the
average for each grade. lgnore cells with fewer than 10 students.

Identify district, districtwide grades, and schools more thai% belowstate averages.

District totals below average: (circle):

WLPTlLevel1: Reading ~ Math  Wiiting

WLPTlLevel2: Reading ~ Math  Witing

District wide grades below average (circle):

Level 1
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 11
Level 2
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11
Math: 4 5 6 7 310 11
Level3
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 11
Level4
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 11

SciefePTll Level 3: Reading

ScieWePTil Level 4: Reading

Writing:
Science:

Writing:
Science:

Writing
Science:

Writing:
Science

4

4

Math

Math

7 10

5 8 10
7 10

5 8 10
500 10
5 8 10
5 7 10
5 8 10

Writing
Writing
1 12
1 12
1 12
1n 12
1n 12
1n 12
u 1
1 12

Science

Science

14
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AMAO English level by academic performance

% Meeting MSP/HSPE Standards by WLESvel
5 3 8 § 38 £ 38 &8 38 3 8 § 38 £ 8 &
District > School E ¢ E £ E 5 E Q|lE & E E E 5 E §
1 B IR I A [ B I AU L
6 R x 2 : R E R IR R OB 5 OB &
Washington State Total ~ Total  16% 38€ 10% 583 13% 112 5% 247 5% 5707 7% 608C 9% 250€ 2% 209
K
1
2
3 26% 65 20% 96 6% 121€ 10% 130
4 36% 44 13% 84 44% 25 6% 105¢ 6% 113z 9% 913
5 14% 71 13% 1058 8% 101 4% 988 6% 1047 2% 104«
6 22% 23 14% 43 3% 303 8% 347
7 11% 27 5% 55 8% 13 1% 353 4% 42€ 5% 299
8 9% 45 6% 67 5% 63 1% 369 4% 41¢ 2% 414
9
10 3% 73 2% 88 4% 49 1% 81 3% 617 5% 66C 13% 567 1% 60!
11 11% 28 3% 34 6% 18 0% 1 4% 474 7% 45€ 10% 437 0% 1§
12 20% 10 9% 11 0% 7 0% 1 8% 320 7% 27¢ 9% 287 0%
SchooDistrict Total 25% 4 33% 6 0% 2 25% 4 7% 15 0% 15 0% 7 0% 5

Circle below any district totals and grades at the district level falling more than 5% below the state average, of the
average for each grade. lanore cells with fewer than 10 students.

Level 1 on WLPT-II

#Level 1 reading te:

Washington State Total
District Total

(B Lever et eang

169
339

# Level 1 math test

583

#Level 1 writing tests

:
;

386 [109 139 112
42 |209) 50 |13%) 15

more than 5%elow thestate averages

# Level 1 science test

:
&3

# Level 2 reading test:

139 2

# Level 2 math tests

£
£
kS

Identity district, districtwide grades, and schools more than 5% below state averages.

District totals below average: (circle):

WLPTILevel 1: Reading ~ Math  Writing ~ ScieW®PTlI Level 3: Reading  Math
WLPTI Level 2:  Reading Math Writing SciemiePTIl Level 4  Reading Math
Students scoring Level 1 on WLPT-II
Washington State Tote District Total
- ~2 .88 -2
¢ 33csssodsegizazg g 33
€ 823§8E8s825£E38235 Nz 2
€ 2538 J8I8 Z8EIEZESS 8 Jg
6 RERCRERERERSRERS 5 RE
Totl 16% 386 10% 583 13% 112 5% 247 ol 3%
3 26% 65 204 % 3 3w
4 aM 44 13 84 M 25 4 sox
5 1% 71 13% 105 8% 10 s o
6 2% 23 1w a3 6
7 7
8 45 6% En s
9 9
10 3w 73 2% 88 4% 49 1% 8 10
1 on% 28 3% a4 e% 18 o% 1 1
1 2% 10 % 1 0% 7 ox 1 12

District wide grades below average (circle)

Level 1
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 8
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 3
Level2
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 8
Math: 4 5 6 7 3
Level3
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 8
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 3
Level4
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 8
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 3

10
10

10
10

10
10

10
10

1 12
1 12
1 12
1 12
1 12
1 12
1 12
1 12

Writing: 4
Science: 5
Witing: 4

Scien 5
Witing: 4 5
Scien 5
Witing: 4 5
Science: 5

7 10
8 10
7 10
8 10
7 10
8 10
7 10
8 10

129 242

Level 2 on WLPT-II

@ o
2 8 g
g 5 ¢
£ 5 4
2 @
£ g g
S E B
[
3 3
5 & 3
g 43
FS =
2%|209:
2% 17¢
Writing  Science
Wiiting  Science

1 12
112
1 12
1 12
1 12
1 12

1 12
1 12
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AMAO English level by academic performance

[ % Meeting MSP/HSPE Standards by WLEGvel
= = u L 5 o & w 8 g
2 3 oz $ 3|2 % oz 8 8
FIE - - B4 -G A -
e 2 E 2 5 =2 3 /¢ 2 E £ 5 =2 8§ 8
2 4 8§ 5 8 E Y s % £ s £ E ¢
District > School g fF g § E g E og|E g EEEEOEOG
2 0 2 o 2 o 2 oI < I ¢ I < I o
s T 3 T 3 T 3 T BT I T I T T T B
38353535 3/3s8 3538353 g
6 & F 8 x £ % £ |2 % L % £ ¥ £
Washington State Total Total 19%2703C 16%2754¢ 33%10821 4% 8393 53% 434¢ 38% 4442 64% 1672 21% 112/
K
1
2
3 30% 5914 28% 5934 62% 851
4 209 4792 16% 481¢ 28% 4647 56 462 G4Y 458
5 20% 4061 17% 4081 3% 407 53% 24t 18% 244
6 8% 3258 8% 328t 269 93¢
7 9% 3002 9% 302€ 25% 2927 369 882 28% 8BE 55% 87E
8 10% 2391 10% 241¢ 6% 2419 40% 634 27% 63¢ 24% 63t
9
10 259% 2037 9% 203t 53% 1964 2% 1847 70% 25¢ 32% 26C 86% 257 18Y% 24
11 22% 1023 13% 127C 43% 863 3% 4( 70% 67 23% 111 82% 66
12 22% 544 11% 674 31% 41€ 0% 11 76% 21 22% 54 89% 18100% 1
SchooDistrict Total  17% 78 15% 78 27% 30 0% 29 48% 23 35% 23 50% 10 0% 3

Circle below any district totals and grades at the district level falling more than 5% below the state average, or the

average for each grade. lgnore cells with few

erthan 10 students.

more than 5%below thestate averages

Level 3 on WLPT-II

6 Level 3met reading
# Level 3 reading test:
b Level 3met math

S
5
3
2
2
™
N

District Total

N
1

Washington State Total

Identify district, districtwide grades, and schools more than 5% below state averages,

District totals below average: (circle):

1614 1644389

6 Level 3met science

# Level 3 math teste
Level 3met writing
Level 3 writing tests

@
g
w
Lo

S

10821/ 4%839:
682 8%) 55:

# Level 3 science test

o
(886 Level amet reading
=

Level 4 on WLPT-II

539

8 £ 4 Level 4 reading test:

(& 8Js evel 4met mann
»

459

: # Level 4 math teste

(32 rp—

85

649 1
649

# Level 4 writing tests

B o
]

&2
1296 Level 4met science
=3

@ N # Level 4 science test

8

289

WLPTI Level 1:  Reading Math Writing ScieePTI Level 3: Reading Math Writing Science
WLPTI Level 2:  Reading Math Writing ScieePTIl Level 4. Reading Math Writing Science
Students scoring Level 2 on WLPT-II
Washington State Tot: District Total Y
2 8 8 2 ¥ I
o ~8af wfofos vp upad oo
g 3 3Egd g 3538 58 $8TY
el §388 g ESEEif . LERT
° 3 FE=3 G FE RE=g
Tota 2% 2008 Towl 4% 492 7% S17 124 242 2% 17
3 3 1% seux 73
4 4 X 77 5 85 16% 68
5 %104d 5 7% 7a15% 79 7
5 6 3% 31 ex
7 1w 33 4w 426 5% 299 7 2% 41 7% 43 3 20
8 8 o 3 3 o 3
9 9
10 13% 567 10 72 1% 73 16% 58 0%
1 o437 oy 1 47_a% 44
12 o 287 0% 2 5211046 Tow 43
District wide grades below average (circle):
Level 1
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11 12 Writing: 4 7 10 11 12
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 11 12 Science: 5 8 10 11 12
Level 2
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11 Writing: 4 7 10 11 12
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 1 Science: 5 8 10 11 12
Level 3
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11 12 Writing: 4 5 7 10 11 12
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 11 12 Science: 5 8 10 11 12
Level 4
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11 12 Writing: 4 5 7 10 11 12
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 11 12 Science: 5 8 10 11 12
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Students scoring Level 3 on WLPT-II

Washington State Tot¢

met reading
#Level 3
eading tests
9% Level 3
met math
#Level3

bl

30y 5014 28% 5934
209 4792 16% 4814 28% 4642
1

©®~ o0 s wGrades

10 25% 2037 9%
1 22% 1028 13%
12 2% 544 1%

math tests
metwriting

% Level 3

2035 53% 1964
127C 43% 863 3%
674 31% 416 0%

#Level3
writing tests
% Level 3

met science

District wide grades below average (circle)

Students scoring Level 4 on WLPT-II

Level 1
Reading: 3 4 5 6 10 11 12
Math: 3 4 5 6 10 11 12
Level 2
Reading: 3 4 5 6 8 11
Math: 3 4 5 6 3 11
Level 3
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 12
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 3 1 12
Level4
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 12
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 3 1 12
Washington State Tote
e ¢ .8 8
£.8 <358
2 32E338
o 2 #3RERH
3 148
4 e 460 o a2 oay 4ss
5 i ¥
¢ [ o ses e
7
8 40% 634 27% 638 24% 638
o
10 70w 258 v 260 seu 257 18w 20
1 70w of 2o a1 o s

12 76% 21 22%

6
18 100% 1|

District wide grades below average (circle)

Level1
Reading: 3 4 5 6
Math: 3 4 5 6
Level2
Reading: 3 4 5 6
Math: 4 5 6
Level3
Reading: 3 4 5 6
Math: 3 4 5 6

Level4

Reading: 3 4 6
Math: 3 4 6

Circle below any district totals and grades at the distict level falling more than 5% below the state average, or the.
average for each grade. lgnore cells with fewer than 10 suden's. - more than 5%elow thestate averages

District > School

g

(<2

Washington State Total  Total
School District Total
School 1 Total
School 2 Total
School 3 Total

School 4 Total 26
School 5 Total

Schools below average:
WLPT-I English

Reading:
Math:
Writing:

Science:

1 12
1 12
11

1

1 12
1 12
1 12
1 12

science tests

REB©®~ oo s wsrades

Wiiting:
Science:

Wiiting:

Science:

Writing:

Science:

Writing:
Science:

Wiiting: 4

Science:

Witing: 4
Science:

Wiiting: 4
Science:

Witing: 4

Science:

IS

5

5

: O,

5
5

#Level 3
reading tesis
% Level 3
b
% met main
#level3
1 & math tests

%% Level 3

10
10

10
10

10
10

10
10

metwriting

District Total

#Level 3

29 54%
17 629
10 299

11
11

11
11

1
1

11
1

District Total

2 100%
10 11
10 1
10 11
10 1
10 1
10 11

10 11
10 11

writing tests
%% Level 3
science tests

met science
#Level 3

2

met science
#Level 4
science tests

Pavel

Level3
School1  School 2
School 5

Schooll School2

School 1 School2
School 5

% Meeting MSPIHSBE Standaigs by WL o
s § z § 3 £ ¥ 5|3 § z § ¥ £ 3 8
S e85 o5 o2 s F|s L o5 S5 2 o5 8
%8 F8 32 J8 325 38 25582838 32783558 385§
19%2703C 16%2754¢ 33%10821 A% 8307 53% 434€ 38Y44d< 64% 167: 21% 112
9 582 179 60z 29% 23z 4% 17 59% 9 77 76% 33 16% 1
8: 34 19404 5 0% 5 0% 1 33%
3 12 11009 1
(% 29 7 0% 4 0% 4 0% 1 0%
27 30% 27 4% 9
26 14%  26F 0% 11 5 20% 5100% 0%

Students scoring Level 3 on WLPT-II

Washington State Tot¢ District Total
g £ s 2.3 # e £ o
0% 0 o 0 28 0§ 05 o8 2~§ fog ot nf ot
G FE =P RESE RE WS FERB & ®E Rf RE FE RE WE
3 aou S04 28w 504 3 oo 131 24w 131
4 204 479; 16% 4814 26% 4642 4 16% 122 16w 122 20% 18
5 204 4061 17% 4081 407 5 1% 8 1w 8
6 8% 32 3288 6 1 T % 8l
H 00 o% 3026 25% 2027 7 e% 68 o 7 6
8 104 2301 10% 241 69 241 8 104 39 2% a4
9 9
10 9% 203t 53 1964 291841 10 20 sy 28
11 3% 1 86; 4 1 17 6% 13
12 (229 544 119 674 319 416 0% 1 12 10 29%
District wide grades below average (circle):
Level 1
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11 12  Wiing: 4 7 0 11
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 11 12  Science: 5 8 10 11
Level2
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11 Witing: 4 7 0 11
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 11 Science: 5 8 10 11
Level3
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11 12 Wiiting: 4 5 @ 10 11
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 11 12  Sciencer 5 8 10 11
Level 4
Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11 12 5 7 10 1
Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 11 12 5 8 10 11

Circle below any district totals and grades at the district level falling more than 5% below the state average, or the

%% Level 3
met science
# Level
science tests

9/23/2011

average for each grade. lgnore cells with fewer than 10 studen's. “more than 5%elow thestate averages

% Meeting MSP/HSPE Standards by WLB&vel
5 5 5 5 3 E s §ls 3 s 5
5 § 8 § 3 s 3|z 5 3 %
EEE 4 E | & 2
District > School 5 E S8 L5 % 5 RIS 0 & §
se3 T 3 To3 ¥87F 8Py T3
LTI PR T AP LI R TR IR T
6 |sE3EsE38353825:828 38 sE 8
Washington State Total  Total | 16% 386 10% 583 13y 11z 5% 241 5% 5707 7% 608C
School District Total | 42% 12 28% 18 33 6 14% 163 184
School 1 Total F 195 0 23
School 2 Total 3 oM 3
School 3 Total 5 0% 6
School4 Total 13w 14
School5 Total % 1 8 0% 10
Schools below average:
WLPT-I| English Level1 Level2 Level3
Reading: School1
Math: School 1
Writing:
Science:

Circle below any distict totals and grades at the district level falling more than 5% below the state average, or the

average for each grade. lgnore cells with fewer than 10 students.
Idenify district, districtwide grades, and schools more than 5% below state averages.
District totals below average: (circle):
WLPTI Level 1: Reading ~ Math  Wring  Scie@#PTl Level3: Reading ~ Math  Writing
WLPTI Level 2: Reading ~ Math ~ Wriing  Scie®PTI Level4: Reading ~ Math  Writing
District wide grades below average (circle):

Level 1

Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11 12 Writing: 4 7 10 11

Math: 3 4 5 6 7 310 11 12  Science: 5 8 10 11

Level 2

Reading: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11 Writing: 4 7 10 11

Math: 4 5 6 7 310 11 12  Science: 5 8 10 11

Level3

Reading:3 4 5 6 7 810 11 12 wiing 4 5 (D) 10 11

Math: 3 4 5 6 7 810 11 12  Sciencer 5 8 10 11

Level 4

Reading: 3 4 6 7 810 11 12  Wing 4 5 7 10 1

Math: 3 4 6 7 810 11 12  Science: 5 8 10 11

Schools below average:

WLPT-ll English Level1 evel2 evel3

School1 School2

Reading: School 1 School 5

Math: School 1 School 1 School 2

Writing: School1 School2
School 5

Science:

9% Level 2met

2333339
S22 Qg

Science
Science

12
12

12
12

12
12

12

9% Level 2met

9939339y
22222 Q Nscience
1 # Level 2 science.

S

3 # Level 2 writing
£ g Sess

o B

rowrwd
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Additional Data Sources to Consider

Student level raw data files listing WLPT-Il and MSP/HSPE 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

AMAO Needs Assessment Workbook

Needs Assessment Workbook
AMAO Data Analysis Worksheet

The Workbook includes Assessments by Program Models:

ADual Language

ATransitional Bilingual Education (EaByit) or TBE
AMAO Needs Assessment Workbook ADevelopmental Bilingual Education (L-&it) or DBE

A Sheltered Instruction

ANewcomers

. Complete a Needs Assessment for each Program Model impleme
Title Il Improvement Plan Template in your district.

Needs Assessment Workbook Needs AssessmeWworkbook

\ TRANSITIONAL BILINGUAL INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAM
¢KS 62N) 06221 SOFfdzaddSa GKS RA
specific goals and objectivesr each of the eight areas:

SafDey Tre g Reports Sl ch

A Program Characteristics

A Instruction

A Specialized and Supplemental Curriculum

A staff Quality

A Professional Development to Meet the Needs of ELL
Students

A Parent and Community Involvement

A Student Assessments

A Program Evaluation

17


http://www.wabilingual.org/tbip/Reportmenu/Assessments/index.cfm

9/23/2011

Sheltered Instruction Program Model
AMAO Needs Assessment Workbook e —
Program Characteristics Yes | butneeds| Needs tobe|
Tevion | develped.
Contents: S0 worksheat tabs on bottor [GoAL _The program has strong, effective, and leadership
[Objectves 11 District h: adopted poli for the educati f ELLs that includ { Il
Dual Language worksheet S e T T e o e e P e
e . i are’ bout the ELL program in their school.
Ea rIV Exit ‘:tra nsitiona ” worksheet 3. Administrators, teachers, parents, students, and the larger community understand how Sheltg
. Instruction works.
Late Exit (developmental) worksheet 4. Local policy makers understand and support the goals and rationale of Sheltered Instruction|
Sheltered Instruction (content-based)worksheet 5 rovide leadership for the program.
[GOAL B. The district uses a wedlefined and inclusive process to select and refine a model design.
Newcomers worksheet [Obiectves [ ¢KS LINPINJ Y Y2RSf Aa F{AJySR 6AGK GK
2. The planning process included stakeholders (teachers, administrators, parents, community m|
Each Program Model worksheet contains: the f ELL students.
I. Program Characteristics 8. Time, resources, and research were devoted to the planning process.
Il. Instruction o, The district used student d information in program
pecialized and Supplemental Curriculum jselection._ _
. Statt Cualty l5. A rationale for services was developed which addresses issues of diversity and equity.

[6._A processis in place to adapt the program as needed
[6oA " [c. The districts Sheltered Instruction program promotes teaching contentin ways that promote English language developn]
[Objectives |1 The program is articulated within and across grades.

V. to Meet th ds of ELL Students
V1. Parent and Community Involvement

VII. Student Assessment

VIl Progrom Evaluation [2._Program outcomes are aligned with theory and research on second language acquisition,

[ Parents are advised that continuous participation for the duration of the program is essential
their children to realize the full benefits.

[4_ The program design and I fully in the classroom.
5. If pulbutis part of Sheltered Instructionthere is a process to determine time, frequency and
schedule for pulbutservice:
6. If pukoutis part of Sheltered is a timeline to d T pallt
Office of Super jent of Public Instruction its' conclusion.
igrant and Biingual Education [commenTs
Sheltered Instruction Program Model Sheltered Instruction Program Model
I. Program Characteristics o evdence.
. Ves [ butneeds| Needs obe - R
oo | devaoped I1. Instruction s |dencelo evdence
[GoAL 'A. The program has strong, effective, and leadership revision | developed.
[Objectves |1 District has an adopted policy in for the education of ELLs that includes a clear overall progral [GOAL [A. i derived from p sheltered instruction and from research on the
and goals. \ development of bilingualism andiliteracy in children.
are boutthe ELL program in their school. V Objectives [1. L. and integrated in instruction.
3. Administrators, teachers, parents, students, and the larger community understand how Sheltq v
[2.  Teachers use sheltered instruction to build on prior knowledge and use routines and structul
[4_ Local policy makers understand and supportthe goals and rationale of Sheltered Instruction | v/ and pi
5. for the program. vV B C use ELD econd language -and cra
[FoA[B- The district uses a wellefined and inclusive process to select and refine a model design. culural
[Objecives [y GKS LINBEINI Y Y2RS( Aa I(A3ySR 6r0K 0KV 4. ELD teachers use subjspecific instructional methodologies.
2. The included (teachers, parents, vV 5.  Curriculaand reflect student levels in both cognitive
bout the ELL students. I i
[3.  Time, resources, and research were devoted to the V. [.  Students and teachers interact socially and work together to perform academic tasks.
[4. The district used student ic and information in Vv 7. Instructional methods meet the needs of both native speakers and second language leamel
5 ;E‘EC‘“":» = - students are together during instruction.
SR on e/l e Vices Vasldeveloped SSUess YEICedil v [B- A variety of strategies are used to ensure student comprehension and can include; teacher
Jb._Aprocessis in place to adapt the program as needed. vV asing : thematic un
[OAL " |C. The district's Sheltered Instruction program promotes teaching contentin ways that promote English language developn] handson materials; and visual and graphic displays) to teach academic content through the
[Obiectives |1, The program is articulated within and across grades. v medium of the second languages.
0. Technology such as multimedia d the Intemetis. instruction|
2. Program outcomes are aligned with theory and research on second language acquisition. | \/
[3.  Parents are advised that continuous participation for the duration of the program is essential [10. Support services provided in both languages to the extent possible (e.g. instructional aide,
their children to realize the full benefits. \ resource teacher, instructional coach, etc.).
4. The program design and l fully in the cl Vv 11. NorEnglish speakers encouraged to communicate in the language of instruction to the bes
/5. Ifpuboutis part of Sheltered i isa process tod time, frequency and their abilty.
schedulefor \ 2 o it i quire languag: ©
6. If puboutis part of Sheltered is a timeline to d f pailit Vi _ - _
services and its' conclusion. [13. O ided ‘with and learn from
[commEnTs
AMAO Needs Assessment Workbook
Sheltered Instruction Program Model
V. Professional Development to Meet the Needs of ELL Students Evidence| No evidence.
Yes |butneeds| Needstobe
revision | developed.

GoAL |A. The program has a quality professional development plan that builds the capacity of program and gef
ion staff.

[Obiectives |1, A longerm professional development plan exists that is inclusive, Vv Tltle I“ Improvement Plﬂ

focused, and omoing.

2. Professional development is neebased and individual staff plans are
aligned with the program plan.

3. Professional development is aligned with the competencies needed t{

meet English Language D: needs of ELLs. v
l4.  Adequate resources (time, etc.) are provided to support professional Vv
5. English Language Development Standards (ELD) are required as p: vV
i development plan .
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AMAO Data Analysis Worksheet

AMAO Needs Assessment Workbook

Title Il Improvement Plan Template

Title Il Improvement Plan Template

Part One: Data Analysis Summary
(Use the results of the Data Analysis Worksheet to identify and describe the factors
that prevented your school district from meeting AMAOs).

Check the AMAO(s) that the district did not meet:

[C] AMAO1: Annual increases in the number or percentage of children making progr|
learning English.

[J AMAO2: Annual increases in the number or percentage of children attaining Eng
proficiency.

] AMAO3: The number or percentage of students meeting Annual Yearly Progress
targets in the Reading and Math ELL cells.

Data Analysis Summary:
Schools & grades not meeting targets:

Language Domains needingimprovement:

WLPT-I L

Primary language groups potential targets for bilingual program models:

District Improvement Plan
Part One: Data Analysis Summary
(Use the results of the Data Analysis Worksheet to identify and describe the factors that prevented your school district from meeting AMAOS).

Checkthe AMAO(S) that the district did not meet:
& AMAO 1:Annual increases in the number or percentage of children making progress in learning English.
& AMAO 2: Annual increases in the number or percentage of children attaining English proficiency.

51 AMAO 3: The number or pe g Annual Yearly Progress
Data Analysis Summary:

(AMAO -1) 34579101112 (AMAO -2) K 83,5-6,7,9 -12  (AMAO -3) reading3 -5
Schools & grades not meeting targets:

Ridge Elem: (AMAO ~ -1)34 (AMAO  -2) K134

Lincoln Elem 34 K134

Park School 5 56

EziaMs 7 7

EzraHS 9 -12 9 -12

Language Domains needing improvement:
Kdreading 1 = dspeaking 4 ™ dspeaking 8 ™ dlistening

Reading - District 4 ™ grade, Ridge, Park
Math & EzraMS

WLPTI Level categories needing academic improvement:
Level2 312 grade reading
Level3 87" grade writing
Level4 36" gradereading _ math

9/23/2011

Improvement Plan Template

Name of School District
Address

Indicate status: [ 2 year O ayear

Title lll Improvement Plan Template

the pian, orm Package 15,2011,

Office of Superintendent of Pubiic Instruction
Migrant and Bilingual Education

Improvement PlanTemplate Sample Plan

Part One: Data Analysis SUmMmary (use te resuitsof the Data A
preventedyour school districtfrom meeting AMAGH).

Jysis Worksheerto identdy and describe the factors that

Checkthe AVAGI That e diEict Aot oeet
IBAMA 1 Annualincreases In the numberor percentage of chidren making rogress i earning Englsh
IRAMAD2: Annualncreases nthe numberor ercentage afchidren ttaining Enghsh proficency.

AMAO : The numberor —

targets n the Reading and MathELL cells,

Data Analysis Summary:

Sehools & grades not meeting largets:

DiStrict Lavel: AMAG] - 3457910 1112 AMAO2-K1234579101112  AMAD3- ReadingGrades3s

EeMFLIAMACL-34 AMAOZ-K123  EEmELAMAOL-34 AMAOZ-56

UpperBem#1:AMAOL-5 AMAD2-56  Middle#1:AMACI-7 AMAG2-7 MSKL:AMAOL-9101112 AMAO2-9101112

tanguage pomains needing impravement
1"

1) - Istening (2 . B

Elem#2: reading (K) - istening (K] - speaking (K1) H5#1; speaking (12)
academic performance needing improvemant:

District Level: Grade S (reading) Elemmistotal (reading)  Uppe:

District: Lave| 2 —Grade 12 {reading] 7 {writing)
Schaoll - Level2 [reading math] Level3 (reading math writing]  School 2 — Level 3 [reading math writing) SchoalS — Level 3 (reading writing)

Improvement PlanTemplate ~ Sample Plan

Part Twa: Setting Goals and Objectives SUMMArY (uss the result of the Dt Anaysts Workshert)
Section 1: Program Characteristics

I Program Characteristics

GoAL ‘ = Frocine |u...m ‘
that apply
bt TSt A 33031 POy 107 e & BTN o ELLS st IR  Cear GY T3l PIORTaim von and s T 1
[= Shoutthe ELL T ]
inair o ELL stucks wara bang cerved  thar buling
mad 3 the centra dotoctofice evel and cid ik ol buiing otat
Objectiva; 1.
Adtionston Forson{s] Rosponsible | Timefines | Comploied | Actual Datels] | Evidonce onFile
L Complotod o
Tesderron o Tecete
Davalop ceat pofcy in coneuitafion with ELL program iasms s2012
ey w58 psearted T B Tirecias for aoosior: Teadrsto oo Ty
Bosra Mg

‘Objactive: Burding and Central Oifics Adminvratars wil ba Arowiedpestio abaut the ELL program smplemented i thar achoa'and dstact

Ao stan Timalings | Compiated | AeuslDate(s] | Evidents onile

compieted

 Provide fraring on e Shellad naicional g mode 15 8 | ELL Program Diciar | AAmaiatsr
Buding sdinsdretors mangas
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9/23/2011

AMAO Data Analysis

From Data Analysis to Program Implementation AMAO Needs Assessment

pu

Title Il Improvement Plan

Title 11l Program Implementation

From Data Analysis to From Data Analysis to
Program Implementation Program Implementation

Public Law 107110, SEC. 3121. EVALUATIONS

(b) USE OF EVALUAT@MNevaluation provided by an eligible entity under AWhat is the relationship between your analyses and your practict
subsection (a) shall be used by the entity and the State educational agency

(1) for improvement of programs and activities;

(2) to determine the effectiveness of programs and activities in assisting
children who are limited English proficient to attain English proficiency (as
measured consistent with subsection (d)) and meet challenging State acad

A How will you evaluate your current program and practices?

AYou must submit your improvement plan using the OSPI

content and student academic achievement standards; and aTitle 1l Improvement Plan Templéate
(3) in determining whether or not to continue funding for specific programs | ByOctober 152011
activities.

Contacts for Technical Assistance Contacts for Technical Assistance

After you have made an attempt, if you still think you Migrant and Bilingual Division
will need on-site training for this analysis process, 360.725.6147

please email us so we may plan a training in your .
region Helen Malagon, Interim Director

Paul McCold, Administrative Program Specialist 2
We will not provide this training during the IGrants workshops. AlmaChadn, Bilingual PrograrBupervisor
Alyssa Westall, Bilingual Program Supervisor

DOWNLOAD MATERIAbSp://www.wabilingual.org/
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