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Executive Summary
Wisconsin Knowledge and Concepts (WKCE) Test

introduction

The 2008-09 school year marked the fourth consecutive year in which testing in grades 3 through 8 and
10 was conducted in fulfiliment of the federal No Child Left Behind law. The Wisconsin Knowledge and
Concepts Exams (WKCE) is a criterion-referenced test {CRT) where a student's performance is
compared to a specific set of learning standard outcomes. The WKCE-CRT includes testing in all seven
grade |evels reading and math and in grades 4, 8 and 10 additional testing in language arts, science and
social studies. Just under 12,400 MMSD students participated in this year's WKCE-CRT.

Under NCLB, schools are required to test 95% of their full academic year (FAY) students in reading and
math. Madison's test participation rates exceeded 95% in all grade levels. Grades 3 through 8 achieved
99% test participation or higher while the District's 10th graders reached 98% in test participation,

In general, performance was relatively unchanged in the two academic areas tested across the seven
grade levels, In reading, across the seven grades tested four grade levels had an increase in the
percentage of students scoring at the proficient or higher performance categories compared with the
previous year while three grades showed a decline in the percentage. In math, three grades increased
proficient or higher performance, three grades declined, and one remained the same.

WKCE Reading and Math Performance b y Grade Level
Percentage of Scoring Proficient or Higher — All Students Tested

Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade

Subject Year 3 4 5 6 7 8 10

Reading | 2008-09 | 2% 75% S e | e | o
2007-08 | 7% | 7% | 7% | 8% | so% | 80% | 68%
2006-07 | /5% | fem | 79% | 8% | 79% | Bi% | 66% |
200506 | 77% | 77% | 79% | 78% | 81% | 82% | 73%

Math | 2008-09 | 71% | 75% | 7a% | 0% | 74% | 74% | BA%
2007-08 | 70% | L 73% e

200607 | 72% | 74% | T1% | T4% | .75% _'*=;_75'%';_'-" 69%
2005-06 | 72% 70% 71% 69% 72% 72% 69%

KEY -»

No Change | ' improve - |

The changing demographics of the district affect the overall aggregate achievement data. As the district
has experienced a greater proportion of students from subgroups which are at a disadvantage in {esting,
e.g., non-native English speakers, or English language learners (ELLs), the overall district averages have
correspondingly declined. Other subgroups which traditionally perform well on student achievement
tests, i.e., non-low income students and white students, continue to perform very high relative to
statewide peer groups. Therefore, it is important disaggregate the data to interpret and understand the
district results.

Unlike the previous years when MMSD students had a higher percentage of students perform at the
highest proficiency level - Advanced — when compared with their statewide peers, in 2008-09 this
occurred in just over half of the grade levels tested in reading and math. In general, students scoring at



the highest performance level are students who are not iow income, who are Asian, or who are white. As
these student subgroups become a smaller proportion of the total MMSD student population itis
predictable that the overall percentage of students scoring in the Advancad category wouid decline.

What is also clear from the data is that despite the change in the proportion of these subgroups within the
total MMSD student population there has been no decrease in the percentage scoring at the Advanced
level. This percentage point difference ranges from 8 to 15 points across all grade levels in reading when
comparing non-low income students in the MMSD with their statewide peers, and between 7 and 13
points in math. For Asian students this differential between MMSD students and their statewide peers is
between 2 and 19 percentage points in reading, and between 2 and 20 percent in math across all grades
tested. For the white subgroup MMSD averages over 14 percentage points more students scoring
Advanced in reading performance compared to their statewide peers, and over 12 percentage points
more students scoring Advanced in math across all tested grades.

Percentage Scoring Advanced Percentage Scoring Advanced
MMSD vs. Wisconsin - Reading MM SD vs. Wisconsin - Math
Non Economically Disadvantaged Students Non Economically Disadvantaged Students
o Madison nWlsconsinJ lDMadison @ Wiscorsin
80 70
0 60 s
4} &
£ o0+
] & 50 ~||'-|
Z 50 kel
5 3
‘Ei | ] Mo 40 T
a 40 o
E S 30
£ -4 4
g ¥ g
& 0+ 8 20 4
4
0 10 H
u .. Lo AN . 2 H o : . : : “
Grade Grade Grace Gratk Grack Gradk Grade 0+ -
3 4 5 6 ? 8 n Grate Grade Grade Grace Grace Crade Grade
3 & 5 6 7 8 ko
Percentage Scoring Advanced Pergentage Scoring Advanced
MMSD vs. Wisconsin - Reading MMSD vs, Wisconsin - Math
Asian Students Asian Students
[ madison = wisconsin] O Madison & Wiscorsin|
860 60
@ 50 50 4
3 40 1 T 40
0 B
b b
3 30T g 30+
8 £ e
g 20 - § 20 +
@ a i
o . s
10 1 10 J E
Grade Grade Grate Grade Grade Grade Crace Grade3 Graded GradeS Grade6 Crade? Grade8 Grade
3 4 5 6 7 8 D ®




Percentage Scoring Advanced Percentage Scoring Advanced
MM SD vs, Wisconsin - Reading MM SD vs. Wisconsin - Math
White Studgents White Students
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Similarly, and very interestingly, a consistently higher percentage of MMSD students score at the lowest
proficiency level - Minimal - than do students across the state. This is evidence of the higher degree of
economic and ethnic/racial diversity in MMSD compared with other Wisconsin school districts. In other
words, MMSD is a more “bi-modal” distribution of student achievement performance than the state as a
whole. This reinforces the array of learning needs within the MMSD, and is descriptive of the instructional
challenges within our classrooms and schools,

Reading by Student Subgroup

In general, across the tested grades levels the reading performance of white students relafive {o the
percentage of the subgroup scoring at the proficient or higher performance categories is much higher
when compared with their peers across the state, and somewhat higher among the Asian and non-low
income subgroups. Reading performance for MMSD special education students is about equivalent fo
their statewide peers. For English Language Learners (ELLs), Hispanic, African American, and low
income students, MMSD performance lags behind their statewide peer groups.

Math by Student Subgroup

MMSD white students had a significantly larger percentage scoring in the proficient or higher performance
categories on the math {est when compared fo their peers across the state. MMSD Asian and non-low
income subgroups were somewhat higher in their proficient or better performance compared with the
state. MMSD African American students scored very similar to the same students across the state on the
math test. Among the speciat education, non-ELL, ELL, and Hispanic studert subgroups MMSD students
scored somewhat lower on the math tests when compared to the same subgroups across the state. Asa
whole, low income students in MMSD score significantly lower than their statewide peers on the math
test.

Achievement Gap
A key goal of the MMSD is to eliminate the achievement gap between economically disadvantaged

students and those who are not economically disadvantaged. The gap in the percentage of students
scoring proficient and advanced across these two socio-economic groups increased in three of the seven



grades tested in mathematics between 2007-08 and 2008-09, it decreased in two other grades, and
remained the same in two grade levels. In reading this gap increased in five of the seven grades tested,
and decreased in the other two grade levels.

In general, the reading gap has remained unchanged over the past four years. Some progress has been
made in reducing the gap in math during that time. Most improvements in ciosing the gap have been at
grade 10. A particularly concerning increase in gaps occurred this year in Grade 3 reading. Much
remains to be accomplished in terms of achieving this goal.

Achievement Gap Between Low Income and Non-Low Income Students
Difference in Percentage of Subgroups Scoring Proficient or Higher

| Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade
3 4 5 6 7 8 10

Reading | 2008-00 | 41% | 36% | 86% | 28% | 2% | 3% | 3%
| 2007-08 \ 2/% | 38% || 35% | 0% | 30% | 30% | 43% |
2006-07 | 33% | 34% | B8% | 28% | 83% | 30% | 48%

2005-06 | 35% 35% 34% 34% 30% 33% | 44%
Math | 2008-09 W | 33% | 36% | 44% | 36% 38% | 44%
2007-08 ' % .

20066-07

Subject | Year

35% | 38% (1 87% | 389 | oa8Y
2005-06 | 41% 40% 46% 40% 41% 36% 51%

NoChange | Improve




Wisconsin Knowledge and Concepts Exam (WKCE]} Proficiency Performance
Students in District Full Academic Year (FAY)

Grade 3
CURRENT AND PREVIOUS YEAR PERFORMANCE DETAIL NoChange | Improve - |
WAA-BWD | Pre-Req English Proficiont +
; Enrolled FAY No WEAS {Disabled {ELL) Minimal Basic Proficient Advanced Advanced
[ Reading 1654 0% 1% GO e e A3% o BERTIeR
Mathematics 1654 0% 1% 19% ; il e i
WAA-SwWD | PreReq Engiish Proficient +
Enrolied FAY No WSAS {Disabled (ELL) Minimal Basic Proficient Advanced Advanced
Reading 1620 0% 2% 0% 9% 16% 30% 42% 72%
Mathematics 1620 0% 1% 0% 19% 9% 32% 38% 70%
0%
HISTORICAL TRENDS Prof + Adv Performance 85%
_Reading [ Mafh o
200809 e e T —— = e S —
2007-08 i o : ; - 65% Math
2006-07 s 5% 2 72% gnga ol
2005-06 77% 72% 0%
45%
6 Year Change NA " T 40%
3 Year Change 002 ol 200505 200607 200708 200808
GAP ANALYSIS Proficient + Advanced Performance
INCOME Reading Mathematics
Low income |Not Low income Ga Gap Change Low Income |Not Low Income Ga Gap Change
Students P from Prior Year Students Students P from Prior Year

N/A N/A N/A
AT e T
GAP ANALYSIS Proficient + Advanced Performance
ELL Reading Mathematics
Gap Change Gap Change
ELL Gap from Prior Year ELL Non-ELL Gap from Prior Year |
2008-09 25% LAY : : L
2007-08 o A e
2{15}“6-07
2005-06
6 Year Change
3 Year Change |-

2009 W, . _ Proficiency Summary Reports - District FAY Final



CURRENT AND PREVIOUS YEAR PERFORMANCE DETAIL

Wisconsin Knowledge and Concepts Exam (WKCE) Proficiency Performance
Students in District Full Academic Year (FAY)

Grade 4

No Change

I

improve . i

WAA-SWD Pra-Keq Engtish Profh +
Enrofied FAY No WSAS {Disabled (ELL) Advanced Advancad
1697 0% 1% i
Language 1697 L% %
Mathematics 1597 0% 1%
Science 1597 0% 1%
Soclal Studles 1597 0% 1%
WAA-SwD Pre-Req English Proficient
Enrolled FAY No WBAS {Disabled {ELL} Minimal Baslc Proficlent Advanced Ad d
Reading 1589 0% 2% 0% 9% 16% % 40% 74%
Language 1598 0% 2% 0% 10% 18% AL 38% 70%
Mathematics 1609 0% 1% 0% 17% 10% 3% 8% 72%
Solence 1539 0% 2% 0% 8% 21% 47% 23% T0%
Sccial Studies 1594 0% 2% 0% 5% 8% 25% 61% E8%
HISTORICAL TRENDS Profigient + Advanted Performance
Readin Languagn Arts Math Sclence _Social Studles
200808 7% | s o 76% g G EBYs L
2007-08 7494 i L o = ‘%&‘B&%ﬁw 2
2008.07 TR i o T4% 5 - 2%
200508 L SR s@,’{\ Fann DR
20064-05 80% . 78% : '72% - 75% o 8T%
2003-04 80% 76% 1% 75% - - R
2002-03 80% "] o T6% % CTI% “86% -
2601.02 T3% 68% 63% £8% 72%
2600-01 73% 58% 63% 66% 69%
6 Year Change [ :
7om | Reading
e Languago Arls
&% tath
B0% bl Seionee
55w | —FE—Suclel Sludies
50%
5%
2000-01 200102 200203 200304  2004-05  2005-06 2008-07 2007-08  2008-09
GAP ANALYSIS Proficient + Advanced Performance
iNCOME Reading Mathematics
Low ! NotLowl Ga Gap Change Low Incoma [ Not Low ingome Ga Gap Change
Students Students P from Prior Year Students Students 4 from Prior Year
91% e 2%
= wa =
2002-03 !
2001-02 -51%,
2000-01 4%
i Lah .. %% 5% | ]
3 Year Change proonooaenn ; 1 0% { 3% i |
GAP ANALYSIS Profictent + Advanced Performance
EFibL Reatlng Mathematics
Gap Change Gap Change
L Non-EtL from Prior Year ELL Non-ELL J_from Prior Year
2608.08 B :
200708
2006-07

2005-08
200405
2003-94
200203

20061-02¢

2000-1

& Year Change J&

3 Yegr Change REET R e B T 1 ¥

* Test conducted in Febraary of 2002, Calevlations are different than subsequent years.
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Wisconsin Knowledge and Concepts Exam (WKCE) Proficiency Performance
Students in District Full Academic Year (FAY)

Grade 5
CURRENT AND PREVIOUS YEAR PERFORMANCE DETAIL KEY -> NoChange | ' 'improve |
WAASWD | Pre-Req English Proficient +
i _Enrolled FAY No WSAS {Disabled {ELL} Minimal Basic Proficient Advanced Advanced
Readirng 1559 0% 2% : S T R R s T e
Mathematics 1558 0% 2% R N R e e R Rl e
WAA-SWD | Pre-Req £ngiish Proficient +
Enrolied FAY No WEAS {Disabled {ELL) Minimal Basic Proficient Advanced Advanced
Reading 1586 0% 1% 0% 7% 13% 32% 48% 78%
Mathematics 1586 (% 1% 0% 18% 9% 2% 44% 73%
HISTORICAL TRENDS Prof + Adv Performance e
N o L 80%
oo T (g
e | Br—Math
2005-06 7% 71% pot
: 45%
6 Year Change 40%
i e ey " 200505 2006-07 2007.08 200808
GAP ANALYSIS Proficient + Advanced Performance
INCOME Reading Mathematics
Low income Gap Change Low income |NotLow income Ga Gap Change
Students from Prior Year Students Students P from Prior Year
- o BO0 o BB 365 A
39% T & R
46%

NA N/A
S g
GAP ANALYSIS Proficlent + Advanced Performance
ELL Reading Mathematics
Gap Change Gap Change
ELL Gap from Prior Year E-L Gap from Prior Year

2007-08 :
2006-07 L

2005-06 52%
6 Year Change N/A
{3 Year Change | 7%

2008 W. .. Proficiency Summary Reports - District FAY Final



2009 W,

Wisconsin Knowledge and Concepts Exam (WKCE) Proficiency Performance

Students in District Full Academic Year (FAY)

Grade 6
CURRENT AND PREVIOUS YEAR PERFORMANCE DETAIL

NoChange | improve

WAA.SwWD Pre-Req English Proficient +
= Enrolied FAY No WSAS {Disabled {ELE} Advanced
Reading 1547 0% 1%
Mathematics 1547 0% 1%
WAA-SWD | Fre-Req English Proficient *
Enrolied FAY No WSAS {Disabled (ELL) Minimal Basic Proficient Advanced Advanced
Reading 1556 0% 1% 0% 7% 11% 35% 46% 81%
Mathematics 1558 0% 1% 0% 15% 11% 30% 43% 13%
HISTORICAL TRENDS Prof + Adv Performance ggﬁi
BO%
L 75%
I 0% el Raaging
5%
80% ell—Math
2005-06 78% 69% 55%
80%
45%
6 Year Change NA ~r e 46%
{ 3 Vear Chang e jiv v 200508 2008-07 200708 2008-09
GAP ANALYSIS Proficient + Advanced Performance
INCOME Reading Mathematics
iowIncome |[NotLow income Ga Gap Change Low lncome |NotLow Income Ga Gap Change
Students Students v from Prior Year Students Students P from Prior Year
- . - Ve e v Ty o
g 86% 32%
2005-08 59% 93% 34% 46% 86% 40%
6 Year Change NIA NfA N/A N/A
i 0% CUAY B LS F S [T
GAP ANALYSIS Proficient + Advanced Performance
ELL. Reading Mathematics
ELL Non-ELL Gap Gap Change Gap Gap Change

from Prior Year

SIERGL

from Prior Year

o
g

- Proficiency Summary Reports - District FAY Final

200507
2005-06 30% 41% 75% 34%
} 6 Year Change NIA NIA NIA
{_3 Year Change 5% 4% G 6%




Wisconsin Knowledge and Concepts Exam (WKCE) Proficiency Performance
Students in District Full Academic Year (FAY)

Grade 7
CURRENT AND PREVIOUS YEAR PERFORMANCE DETAIL KEY -> No Change ]"l-i"l-".‘.1gﬁprové';"..-:'-J
WAASwD | Pre-Req English Proficient +
Enrolled FAY No WSAS {Disabled {ELL) Minimal Basic Proficient Advanced Advanced
Reading 1544 0% 1% G G N e 300G L 48% B L
Mathematics 4544 0% 1% e R B R Y T 3R% e Ee 3Rt 74%
WAASwD | Pre-Req English Proficient +
Enrolied FAY No WSAS {Disabled (ELL} Minimat Basic Proficient Advanced Advanced
Reading 1581 1% 1% 0% 9% 9% 31% 49% 80%
Mathematics 1581 0% 1% 0% 14% 11% 36% 38% 74%
HISTORICAL TRENDS Prof + Adv Performance 20w
- Reading Math e + ==. 80%
2003“09 - 81”/9 ?4%, ____F:__K 1 ﬂ 75%
200708 [ T dav | T Reading
~ 60'5’: e Mth
55%
50%
45%
6§ Year Change NA NA v T y 40%
3 Year Change DA i S 20065.06 200607 200708 200809
GAP ANALYSIS Proficient + Advanced Performance
INCOME Reading Mathematics
Low Income |Not Low income Ga Gap Change Low income | NotLow incoma Ga Gap Change
Students P from Prior Year Students Students P from Prior Year
2008-09 G QBT 32% Ao L BAY : 36% 0%
200708 B 92% 30% %
2008-07 T 82% 33% C55%
200508 £2% 92% 30% 46%
€ Year Change NA N/A N/A NA NA
TvemChenae 1 % T T T T e T T
GAP ANALYSIS Proficient + Advanced Performance
ELL Reading Mathematics
. Gap Change § Gap Change
ELL Non-ELL Gap from Prior Year ELL Non-ELL Gap from Prior Year
2G08-09 85% 28% : ; 78% 23% 3
2007-08 S G 27% 78% 22%
2006-07 B 2 STBY 17%
2005-06 77% 22%
6 Year Change NA N/A N/A
3 Year Change 0% iy T
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Wisconsin Knowledge and Concepts Exam (WKCE) Proficiency Performance
Students in District Full Academic Year (FAY)

Grade 8
CURRENT AND PREVIOUS YEAR PERFORMANCE DETAIL NoChange | o fmprove
WAA-SwD Pre-Req English Proficient +
Enrolled FAY No WSAS {Dicabled (ELLY Min Perf Advanced
eading 1593 0% 1% 8% e Lk S
Langiage 1593 0% 1% 16% 62%
Mathematics 4583 0% 1% R L SR
Selgnce 1593 1% 1% sl TR o
Social Studies E63 1% 1% 7% T e
WAA-SWD | Pre-Rog English Proficient +
il Enrofled FAY No WSAS {Disabled {ELLY Min Pert Basie Proflciont Advancod Advanced
ng 1513 0% 1% 0% 8% 10% 35% 45% 0%
Languege 15%3 1% 1% 0% 16% 2% 30% 2% £2%
Mathernatics 1813 1% 1% 0% 4% 14% 41% 30% 1%
Sdence 1513 1% 1% 0% 125 16% 35% 34% 70%
Socia’ Studies 1513 1% 1% 0% 7% 14% 34% 43% %
HISTORICAL TRENDS Proficlent + Advanced Pedformance
Reatlng | Language Ads | Rath i Sclence | Soclal Studles
2008-09 o G B2% R L T i s R
200708 B L B2% B3 "
SEBIe
2004-05
200203
200102
2000-01
G Year Change [2005 0
3Veer Change 17
90%
85%
o o
....-M ,}?’\\ e 5%
=y i N 70
./“7@—-»#%?: " [ Rang
" / B6% | —m—l.ongusge Ars
He . I P Math
T 56% e Selencn
— W Sociol Sludles
50%
- 5%
v - -r v 3 r 1 T 40%
200001 200102 200208 2003-04 200406 200608 200807 200708  2008-09
GAP ANALYSIS Proficlent + Advanced Perf
INCOME Reading Mathgmatics
Low income {NotLow Income Gop Gap Change iowincome | Not Low income Ga Gip Change
Students Studants from Prior Year Studants Studonts 3 from Prior Year
2008-09 RS 93% W% O] e B1% 38% 0%
300708 T 63% ooa% 30% 0% e -3B% . :
S66-07 B 7 7 " . ¥ o 7 A
2005-06 R L O  Ja Pl ! %
2004-05 i Gl ] s e B 7 T
2003-04 i b B D e DL L ey U
Z002-03 1% | e Gat TR T4 S e IR
2001-02 A B e
2000-01 41% 63% 56%
{6 Year Change § <7 49 o 0% i T e T R
[ d¥garChange | =0 1% ok R T B TR
GAP ANALYSIS Proficient + Advanced Perf.
ELL Ruading Mzthtematics
Gap Change ELL Gap Change
from Prior Yoar from Peiar Year
A o e S

2005-06

2004-05
2003-04
2002-03

e
i

2001-02° WINSS

2000-0%

6 Year Change

R T

* Test conducted In February of 2602. Calculatons are different than subsequent years.
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Wisconsin Knowledge and Concepts Exam (WKCE) Proficiency Performance
Students in District Full Academie Year (FAY)

Grade 10
CURRENT AND PREVIOUS YEAR PERFORMANCE DETAIL KEY.> |5 Mo Changs | - Improve ']
WAA-SwD | Pre-Rag English Proficlent +
Enrollod FAY No WSAS {Disabled fELL) Min Posd Basle Praficient Advanced Advanced
Reading 1758 4% 1% 0% D = S43% 28% o AR ] R
Languags 1766 &% % o 5% R 6a%
Mathematics 1755 3% 1% [ G CF % A
Sdience 1755 A 79 0% TG - i 73% 1% 645,
Social Studies 1755 4% 1% 0% S20% o I ] I R IR e |
WAASWD | Pre-Req English Proficknt +
Enrplied FAY No WEAS (Dlsabiod {EME} Min Perf Basic Proficlont Advanced Advanced
Reading 1758 Zh 1% 0% 14% 15% 25% 43% 68%
lLanguags 1768 4% 1% 0% 17% 15% 40% 23% 83%
Mathemall 1758 3% 1% % 21% 10% 3% % 65%
Sc&e’r_x'ce 1‘{_58 4% 1% 0% 22% % 23% 41% 4%
Soclal Studies 1758 4% 1% 0% 23% 5% 20% 47% 7%
HISTORICAL TRENDS Proficlent + Advanced Performance
2008-09
2007-08
2000-63
6 Year Change
3Year Change i
S0%
BS%
80%
5%
- T0% —4—Roading
L B8, = Bi==Laingunga Arts
tah
6% e S Tenon
4% e Sttt St
5%
a5t
200004 200102 200203 200304 200405 200500 200607 200708 200800
GAP ANALYSIS Proficient + Advanced Performance
INCOME Reading Mathamatics
Low lcome ] NotLow Income G Gap Changa Low income | Not Low Income P Gap Change
Studsnts Students » from Prior Year [ Studsnts Students » from Pior Yoar
200865 B CRTNRNER I Ll e e
200705 E e R o N TR
A EERmET
1% - e
ZO0A- 0% e
2003-04 i g -
2042-03 R -
TR R
2000-01
{6 Year Change | 5% - A5 AGH L |
| 3VearChénge | - 6% - G - % ] 1
GAP ANALYSIS
ELL Reading Mathematics
Gap Change
ELL Nor-ELL from Prior Yea

i IR 7

#% -

6 Year Change

3 Year Change

* Test conducted in February of 2002. Calculations are different than subsequent years,
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2009 WKCE Madison vs. Wisconsin table_1
Group: All Students

Crade | Bubjest £ R EIEEY S TR T T T TR
2 s |8 % % 2lEL E E| E § i £lz % All MISD studpnts tested ia grades 3 through § and 10 in reading and math pesformed between 4 and 3 percentage polats lower
g El s s 2 ] § ] E el % £ £ B é Eg than students acress Wisconsin in the proficient or higher performance Javels.
= |2 8 =0 E o < bt
2 K] H
Kl § *® ; g a E E *® &# g g b § g Breaking out the data into the kighest perfarmance level only - the advanced level - MMSD students performed higher than
§ gy ] E 2 B ‘E 2 Wisconsin students as a whole in Yezding ingrades 7 and g, and in math in grades 4, 7, 8, and 10. MMSD students tralled the
H g b E g z g % 2 g state as a whole in advanced performance in grades 3 and 4 ion reading and in grades 5 and 6 in math.
Ed # a
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§ £ g grades tested. The difference ranged from 2 to 8 percentage points.
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2009 WKCE Madison vs. Wisconsin table 1
Group: All Students FAY for MMSD

Grade Subject H 2 2] Ea 7 5 k) = i) L o b} 3
% % F 2 By E | 5] 2 B2 | = E ] when students perk based on thelr Jeve! of schoot moblity, 1.2, frequency of mning from schoot 10 school,
) i3 5 |l 22| ELE § E ZlE 5 there i 2 greater percantage of mone stable students withis the MMSD perfoeming at the highest proficiency lgvel -~ Advanced - on the
3 - = E hall - a -1 P a <€ ] ® WEKCE reading and math tests than do similar stutfents across the state as a whole In most but not all grade levels. The differerce s
q g # g S | *® & g E :i= most proncunced for grade 10 math whene MMSD hes 5 percent more shudants scoring Advanced than the ctate as a whole.
& 2E |5 & %
& E k: % § % Across 2l grades testers In reading and math, MMSD had between 4 and 9 pescent fewer stable students sooring in the profictent or
= % b s & |3 tigher performance leve! compared with students 2Gross the state as a whole.
iY |3 5 = £ |
! 5 E E § X As icdid in the Advanced perfarmance group, MMSD hiad a Righer paroentage of low mobllity studerts s00dng i the jowest
5 é H k performance leve! - Minimal - In 31l grades tested i reading and math when compared to aE students across the state,
N g :
® ®
Grade 3 {Reading Madizon FAY o 1 o il 8 28 45 73
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Group: Economically Disadvantaged
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Group: Not Econ Disadvantaged
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Group: African American
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Group: Hispanic
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Groups: Asian
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Group: White

= .- T 4] = w g "t "+ ']
Grade Subjert s 2 g :.: i E W g g H H 2 z
3 e | 2 IEEIEY] s | e | 21§ || e]| & |2%
= | 8] o |2giegi E =21 B 13218288
rs - = = 2 ® A < 2 g < &
] 5| F (<2l LA I - A
s 4 = @ & e n
=] = » -
i 2313 £1£]8
g s 8 |81 %
284 # E 2 i
F o 3 b ®
28] £13 :
H [
2 - 2 3
= [~ <
E E: &
& ES
Grade 3 {Reading {Madison 797 g [ 0 9 1 30 49 7%
5 * ST Y tage Scoring Proficient or Higher P ge Scordng Ad d
MMSD vs. Wisconsin - Reading WMMSD vs. Wiscensin - Reading
Ahlta Studar Ahie Siudend
45 80
79
80
g £ s0
D
2 E
& 85 2 694
B k-]
3 7
> B 20 4
o7y : &
| ]
Graded Grade4 OGeadsS Grade6 Grade7 Grade8 Grade 10 Grded Grged Grades Graded Grade7? Graded Gradetd
P ntage Scoring Profisient or Higher Percentage Scoring Advancad
MMsH vs. Wisconsin - Math ¥IMSD vs. Wisconsin - Math
White Students White dents
70
1c0
96 60
80 4 @
£ £
§ ™ -
3
& B0 4 D oag 4
; 5 B
@ %07 g
Grade 7 |Mathematics g & 30-‘
. g 404 €
g 20, £ 201
o
& 204
10 4
16 4
g LLY ; : : 04
Grade 3 Gmde 4 Grade§ Gradn 6 Grade 7 Grede 8 Gmde 10
READING

14.6 = Average Diference in Advanced Across All Grades
3.2 = Average Difference in Proficient or Higher Across All Grades
0.1 = Average Difference In Minima! Across All Grades

MATHEMATICS
12.6 = Average Difference in Advanced Across All Grades

4.5 = Average Difference in Proficient or Higher Across Al Grades
0.3 = Average Difference In Mintma! Agross All Grades




2009 WKCE Madison vs. Wisconsin table_1
Group: Special Education
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Group: English Language Learners (ELL)
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Principal/IRT Professional Development Meeting

WKCE DATA ANALYSIS WORKSHOP

May 1, 2009
Olson Elementary School, Rooms 135 & 136

Key Outcomes:
» Be able to navigate Turnleaf to “mine” information from a school’s WKCE data.
= Based upon a school's questions, customize analysis through Turnleaf’s tools.

»  Demonstrate a way to “close the data loop” by connecting test results to a school’s

instructionai practices.

= Develop a plan to share data with school’s staff.

8:15 Welcomel

Overview of morning’s work
8:30 WKCE Data on WINSS: Common Questions

8:45 WKCE Test ltem Experience
- What do students experience in taking the test?

- Why is this important in understanding the data? a school’s test

preparation practices?

9:00 Navigating Turnleaf: Basics of the Tool
-~ How is the analysis too! designed?
-~ How can | use the tool to answer questions?

- How can | best discern trends and patterns?

9:15 Navigating Turnleaf: Proficiency Summary and Longitudinal Data



9:30

9:45

10:00
10:15
11:00

11:15

How did a school/groups of students perform this fall?

How has a school/groups of students performed over time?
Navigating Turnleaf: Analysis by Standards

How do reading and math results break down by standards?
What might these findings mean for instruction?

Navigating Turnleaf: Analysis by ltems

How do standards break down by test items?

What might these findings mean for instruction

BREAK

Customized Analysis/Consultation with Instructional Expertise

Pianning: How to share the data with your staff?

Next Steps
Adjourn



