MMSD Strategic Plan Appendix MMM-4-2
Performance Measures
Recommended -
Qctober 25, 2010
Student Curricuium Staff Resources/ Systems/Organization Year
Capacity
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1 Graduation Rate X | x
A| DPI Graduation and Completion Rate Y X X
B! MMSD Four Year Cohort Graduation Rate % | x
2 Nurnier and porcent of studonts scoring X X
at each proficiency or higher
performance levels on WKCE
assessments
Al WKCE Reading Proficiency Percentage X X T6.0% | 73.7% { 71.7% | 727% | 80.5% | 87.0% | 935% | 100% | 100%
Grade 3
Bi WHKCE Reading Proficiency Percentage Y X X TI3% | 749% F 759% | 731% | 80.5% | B7.0% | 935% | 100% | 100%
Grade 4
C1 WHKCE Reading Proficiency Fercentage X X 79.8% 1 73.8% | 73.0% | 746% | 805% | 87.0% | 935% | 100% | 100%
Grade 5
D WHCE Reading Proficiency Percentage X X 822% | 810% | 77.8% | 77.3% | 805% | 87.0% | 93.5% | 100% | 100%
Grade &
E| WKCE Readng Proficiency Percentage X X 79.4% | 81.0% | 81.3% B3.3% | 80.5% ; 87.0% | 93.5% | H00% | 100%
Grade 7
F | WHXCE Reading Proficiency Percentage Y X % 825% 1 81.5% | 81.0% | 81.1% | 80.5% | 87.0% | 83.5% | 100% | 100%
Grade 8
G| WHKCE Reading Proficiency Percentage X b 66.3% | 67.9% | 70.4% | 725% | BO.5% | 87.0% | 935% | 100% | 100%
Grade 10
H{ WKCE Math Proficiency Percentage X X Tt7% | 71.5% | 7T1.6% 69.6% | 685% | 79.0% | 805% | 100% | 100%
Grade 3
1 WHKCE Math Proficiency Percentage Y x X T4.4% | 12.7% | 76.2% 76.6% | 6B5% | 790% | 885% | 1W00% | 100%
Grade 4
J | WKCE Math Proficiency Percentage X X T1.5% | 72.9% | 725% | 726% | 685% | 79.0% | 89.5% | 100% | 100%
Grade &
K1 WHKCE Math Proficiency Percentage % 4 74.1% | 73.4% | 70.8% 723% | 6B5% | 79.0% | 885% | 100% | 100%
{Grade 6
L{ WKCE Math Proficiency Perceniage X X 75.6% | 748% § 75.0% § T7.2% | 685% | 79.0% | 89.5% | 100% | 100%
Grade 7
M| WKCE Math Proficiency Percentage Y X X 75.5% 1 71.8% | 73.8% | 782% | 685% | 79.0% | 89.5% | 100% ! 100%
Grade 8
N| WHKCE Math Proficiency Parcentage X X 88.2% | 65.4% | 65.0% | 67.4% | 68.5% | 79.0% | 89.5% | 100% i 100%
Grage 10
G| WHKCE Language Asts Proficiency x X 72.4% {701% | 67.5% | 69.3% | 77.0% | 84.7% | 92.3% | 100% | 100%
Percentage Grade 4
P WKCE Language Arts Proficiency b X 61.7% 1 620% | 625% | 63.7% | 72.8% | 81.9% | ©09% | 100% | 100%
Percentage Grade 8
Q] WKCE Language Arts Proficiency X X B5.4% | B30% | 64.4% | 605% | 704% | 803% | 90.1% | 100% | 100%
Percentage Grade 10
R| WKCE Science Proficiency Percentage X X T17% | 70.1% | 68.4% | 82.1% | 76.8% | 84.6% j 82.3% | 100% | 100%
Grade 4
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Perfarmance Measure

Student

Curricelum

o}
=3

Capacity

Resources/

Systems/Organization

#

Performance Measure

Core?

Achigvernant for All

Students

Relationships

Transitions

Accelerated Leaming

Assessmeant

Civic Engagement|

Citural Relevance

Flexible Instruction

Professional
Development
Rectuiting and

Retalning Staff
Prioritize and Allocate

Resources.
Y

Rigorous Evaluation
Pursue Necessa

Resources

Clireate

Communication
Cooperation/Coilabora

tion

Decision-Making

Partnerships

tn] Peformance Measure

WKCE Science Proficiency Percentage
Grade 8

=

T27%

71.1%

73.1%

Year

75.0%

201011

813%

01142

1 875%

201213
201314

o3.8% | 100%

201445

100%

—

WHIKCE Science Proficiency Percentage
Grade 1G

64.5%

84.0%

65.3%

64.9%

T3.7%

82.5%

91.2% { 100%

100%

WKCE Social Studies Proficiency
Perceniage Grade 4

87.9%

86.2%

86.0%

85.8%

89.4%

92.9%

96.5% | 100%

100%

WHKCE Sociaf Studies Proficiency
Percentage Grade 8

80.8%

71.3%

79.1%

T8.4%

83.8%

89.2%

246% | 100%

100%

WHKCE Social Studies Proficiency
Percentage Grade 10

Percentage of student scoring at the 30th
state percentife or higher on WKCE

WHKCE Reading - Grade 4

71.2%

14.7%

66.9%

12.8%

70.3%

13.4%

70.3%

12.4%

T17%

14.9%

85.2%

17.4%

92.6% | 100%

20.0%

22.5%

100%

25%

WHKCE Math - Grade 4

16.9%

14.4%

11.6%

T4.4%

16.5%

18.6%

22.9%

20.8%

25%

WHKCE Reading - Grade 8

16.0%

16.8%

16.0%

16.4%

18.1%

19.8%

21.6% | 23.3%

5%

jwixgifiil by

WHKCE Math - Grade 8

=< f =]

HiMixin

16.2%

14.4%

15.2%

14.6%

18.7%

18.8%

20.8% | 22.9%

25%

Number and percent of students scoring
at each proficiency levef on standards-
based grades

IR i

Elemerntary - Reading Standard 1

Elementary - Reading Standard 2

Elementary - Reading Standand 3

Elementary - Math Standard 1

Eiementary - Math Standard 2

Efementary - Math Standard 3

Eiementary - Science Standard

TiomMmiOiGimis

Eiementary - Art Standard

Percentage of students participating in
advanced courses - Grades 9 through 12

HIKiR[R|[R]Rix|x]>x

A | MAM I R[]

14.4%

15.1%

13.7%

18.2%

Percentage of students parlicipating in
advanced courses - Grade 9

03%

0.4%

0.2%

0.8%

Percentage of students participating in
advanced courses - Grade 10

55%

7.3%

5.8%

49%

Percentage of students participating in
advanced courses - Grade 11

18.1%

18.0%

15.9%

17.1%

Percentage of studenis participating in
advanced courses « Grade 12

Percentage of studenis successfully
completing afl courses ("Successful* is a
grade of "C" or higherj - Grades 6
through 12

A

Percentage successfully compieting all
courses - Grade 8

34.4%

63.4%

34.5%

80.9%

32.4%

64.2%

37.7%

63.5%

68.6%

} 73.8%

84.0%

’ 78.9%

o95%

SWManagement TeamKPHSP metrics Update with 2603-10 Datz Tim 09-28-2010 (version 1).xds
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Student

Curnicuium

@
&

Resources/

%
B
&

Systems/Organizetion

#

Periormance Measure

Performance Measure

Core?
Achiavement for Al

Students
Relatienships

Transitions

Agcelerated Learning

Assessimant

Civic Engagement
Cultural Refevance

Fiaxibie instrustion

Professionai
Development
Regring and

Retaining Staff]
Prioritize and Aliccate

Resources,
Rigorous Evaluation
Pursue Necessary|
Resources

Climate

Communigation
Cooperation/Collabora

tign

Decision-Making

Parinarships

i Peformance Measure

Percentage successfully completing all
courses - Grade 7

E3

53.0%

51.8%

57.6%

Year

57.4%

201041

537%

" 204142

69.9%

2012443

76.1%

201344

oA

201415

95%

O

Percentage successfully compieting alt
courses - Grade 8

51.3%

48.4%

51.9%

53.2%

80.4%

67.6%

74.8%

81.9%

95%

Percentage successfully completing all
courses - Grade 9

46.5%

45.7%

46.2%

48.5%

56.6%

64.8%

72.9%

81.0%

$5%

Percaniage successfully completing all
courses - Grade 10

45.3%

45,4%

45.6%

43.6%

51.8%

80.1%

68.3%

76.8%

95%

Percantage successfully completing all
courses - Grade 11

30.6%

49.7%

48.3%

46.1%

53.9%

81.7%

68.5%

77.3%

85%

Percentags successiully completing all
courses - Grade 12

60.6%

Percentage of students on track for credit
attainment required for graduation in four
years by year completed in high schoof
(i.e., credits garned after T year of high
scfrood, after 2 years of fiigh schoof, etc.}

Percentage of students on track for credit
attainment requdred for graduation i four
years - Grade 9fYear 1

58.5%

56.5%

57.5%

£4.0%

T0.4%

76.8%

83.2%

95%

Percentage of students on lrack for credit
attainment required for graduation i four
years - Grade 10/Year 2

NA

67.5%

%.5%

8G1%

833%

86.6%

B8.9%

93.1%

95%

Percentage of students on track for credit
attainment required for graduation in four
years - Grade $4/Year 3

NA

70.5%

78.1%

78.9%

81.7%

84.5%

87.3%

90.2%

95%

Percentage of students on track for cradit
aftainment required for graduation in four
vears - Grade 12/Year 4

NA

745%

85.7%

B4.8%

86.4%

857.9%

895%

91.0%

95%

Peorcentage of students on track for credit
attainment required for graduation in four
years by subfect area by year enroffed in
high school {i.e., credits earned after year
1 of high schagl, after years 2 of high
school, etc.}

S\WManagement TeamKPISF metrics Update with 2089-10 Data Tim 09-28-2010 (version 1).xis
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QOctober 25, 2010

Student

Curricuium

g

g
2
g

Resources/

Systems/Organization

it

Peformance Measure

PEHormance Measue

Performance Measwe

Core?

Achieverent for Al

Stugents

Reiationships

Transitions:

Accelerated Learning

Agsessment,

Civic Engagement|

Cultural Relevance

Flexible instruction

Professionai
Davelopment
Recruiting and

Retaining Staff

Prioritize and Allgcate

Resources

Rigorous Evaluation

Pursue Necessary

Resources,

Climate

Communication

Caoperation/Collabara

tion

Becision-Making

Partnerships.

w

Percentage of students on track for credit
attzimment that meets ACT core colfege
preparation definition (e, Grade 9,
Grade 18, Grade 11}

Year

2010:41

< 201142

201213

201314

2014445

Percentage of students scoring at the
proficient/ready to leam level ¢n the
Kindergarten Screener

58.4%

61.3%

50.5%

61.1%

63%

85%

66%

8%

0%

Percentage of responses scoring
favorably on the Schoof Climatle Survey,
selected itoms to be determined

Staff to Staff

Staff to Student

Staff to Family

OO Wi

Student fo Student

12

Percentage of responses scoring
favorably on the Dane County Youth
Assessment, selected items to be
determined

13

Parent satisfaction with after schiool
programs - percentage of Strongly
Agree/Agree

14

Percentage of Kindergarten, Grade 8, and
Grade 9 students suspended

Percentage of Kindergarten students
suspended

93%

91%

98%

98%

100%

G.0%

100%

0.0%

160%

100%

0.0%

160%

Parcentage of Grade 6 studenls
suspended

9.4%

11.5%

12.5%

13.5%

10.0%

8.8%

7.5%

6.3%

5.0%

Percentage of Grade 9 students
suspended

15

Percentage of students above 90 percenmt
attendance rate for Kindergarten, Grade
6, and Grade 9

Percentage of Kindergarten above 80
percent attendance rate

16.0%

86.3%

15.0%

83.2%

14.4%

84.6%

11.8%

85.9%

11.3%

88.0%

97%

90.0%

8.1%

92.0%

6.6%

84.0%

5.0%

Percentage of Grade § above 80 percent
attersdance rate

80.4%

88.5%

88.1%

88.2%

88.7%

91.3%

82.9%

94.4%

96%

Percentage of Grade 9 above 80 percent
aftendance rate

Percentage of Grade ¢ and Grade 9
studonts without grades lower than "C”

75.2%

T1.0%

Percentage of students without grades

fower than "C” - Grade 6

78.5%

82.7%

85.4%

88.0%

8GT7%

93.3%

96%

S\anagement Team PSP metrics Update with 2009-10 Data Tim 09.28-2010 {version f).xis
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MMSD Strategic Plan
Performance Measures

Appendix MMM-4-2

SaManagement TearmBPISP matrics Update with 2009-10 Data Tim 09-28-2818 (version 1).xs

Recommended
Qctober 25, 2010
Student Curriculum Staff Resources/ Systems/Organization Year
Capacity
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B| Perceniage of students without grades X 458% | 45.6% | 45.8% | 487% | 57.9% | 67.2% | 765% | 857% [ 95%
fower than "C" . Grade 9
17 Percaentage of Kindergarten stiudetits X
without fowest grades on standards.
based grading system fi.e., a *1")
18 Percent of students successfully X 89.6% | 89.2% | 88.1% | 856% | 87.4% | 89.3% | 91.2% | 93.1% | 95%
completing advanced courses
{“Successful" is a grade of “C" or higher} -
Grades 9 through 12
A| Percent of students successtully % 83.3% | B87% | 100.0% 1 ©933% | 947% | 960% | 97.3% | 98.7% | 100%
compleling advanced courses - Grade 9
B Percent of students successfully X 95.4% | 95.7% | 97.3% | 98.8% & 90.1% | 99.3% | 905% | 99.8% | 160%
compieting advanced courses - Grade 10
G| Percent of students successfully X S0.7% 1 840% ] 941% | 939% | 241% | 94.3% | 946% | 94.8% | D%
completing advanced courses - Grade 11
D} Percent of students sugcessiully X 88.1% | 855% | 833% | 79.8% | 82.8% | 55.9% | 88.5% | 92.0% [ o95%
completing advanced courses - Grade 12
19 Percentage of studemts with disabilities X MA MNA 40.1% | 45.5% | 54.8% | 63.1% | 71.4% | 79.8% | 90.0%
enroiled in general education fi.e, cradit
generating} courses falf courses are
regular ed courses}
26 Percentage of English Language X | x NA NA 47.7% | B9.0% | 661% | 73.1% | 80.2% | 87.2% | 80.0%
Leamers enrolied in general education
{i.e., credit generating} courses {ali
courses are regular ed courses)
21 ACT participation rates Y X 58.0% | 57.2% | 56.6% 58.8% | 65.7% | 72.6% { V9.5% | B6.4% | 98%
22 ACT Compositie Score- Percentage Y X 30% | 30% 28% 29% 31% 33% 3% 36% i 40%
Scoring Above 90th National Percentife
23 ACT average scores X 248 24.4 24.0 242 24.G 24.0 249 24.0 24.0
Al AGT average composite scores X 246 | 244 240 242 249 24.0 240 24.0 240
B! ACT average Reading score X 246 | 245 243 24.4 243 24.3 4.3 24.3 24.3
C| AGT average English score x 240 1 239 235 236 235 235 735 235 235
D] ACT average Mathematices score X 8.0 ; 249 24.3 24.5 243 243 243 24.3 24.3
E| ACT average Science score X 24.2 | 238 236 237 238 238 236 238 238
24 Percentage of students meeting ACT X
college readinecs standards
Page 5 of 16
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Performance Measures

Recommended October 25, 2010

aff Resgources/ Systems/Organization Year

1]

fum

2
)
2

Student

g
3
g

Students
Ciimate
fion
201011
201112
201213
201314
2014-15

Redationships
Transitions
Assessment,
Professional
Development
Recruiting and
Resources
Resources
Partnerships

Performance Measure

Peformance Measure
Core?
Achigvement for Al
Accelerated Learning
Civic Engagement
Cultural Relevance,
Flexible Instruction)
Retalning Staff]
Prioritize and Allocate
Rigorous Evaluation
Pursue Necessary
Communication
Coaoperation/Collabora
Decision-Making

T Petormancs Maasure]

<] Special education services piacement X
rate, calculated as percentage of students
placed in $peciaf education services -
change to initial placement rate

A  Special edusation placement - Nafive X
American
Bi Special education placement - Affican X
American
Special education placement - Hispanic X
Special education placement - Asian
Special education placement - White X
26 District assessment plan by grade jevel, X Narrative
subject area, puipose
27 Percentage of students participating in X 18% | 3.6% | 0.0% 79%
schooksponsored cormunity activities

>

m: o

28 Percentage of students successfully X
completing social studies graduation
requirements

25 District curricuium map (NEEDS: X Narrative
Agreement must be reached on what
standard course offerings are to he
provided to students at all schools, in
secial studies we must map the
curriculum jn Eclipse. Any applicabfe
course sfrould embed service learning
componetits. If service learning is
embedded in a course it should be 5
required course.}

30 Parcentage of students provided x X
academic interventions (including TAG)

Al Talenied and Giftes INSTEPS provided X NA NA 267 NA
3t Participation rates in core professional X
idevelopment sessions for instructional
employees

32 Participation rates in professional X
development sessions for non.
instructional employees (NEEDS: Mus?
develop professional development
tracking system for non-instructionat

employees)

Sianagement TeamKPI\SP metrics Update with 2009-10 Data Tim 09-28-2010 {version 1).xis Page 6 of 10



MMSD Strategic Plan Appendix MMM-4-2
Performance Measures

Recommended October 25, 2010
Student Curriculum Staff Resources! Bystems/Organization Year
Capacity
= wn 7 = = [=H b . . . -
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k 2 8 Old e 5 | 2E g
s | 2 k4 3
33 Value added program evaluation projects b4 As reported by specific
focused on measurinyg the effect of projects
professional development efforts
Percentage of staff by race-ethnic X 13.0% § 128% | 108% | 11.8%
minority (2ll employee groups)
A Adminislrators - Percentage Minority X 16.0% | 15.8% | 14.4% 13.5%
B| Professional (certified teachers & support X 899% | 9.6% 0.8% 9.5%
staff} - Percentage Minority
Clerical/TechnicaifSecurityBRS - X 24.8% | 24.68% | 22.2% 24.1%
Percentage Minority
Food Service - Percentage Minority X 246% 1 24.6% | 244% | 240%
Custodiai/MaintTrades - Percentage X 16.6% i 16.4% | 15.8% 16.8%
Minority
Educational Assistants - Percentage X 156% | 143% | 134% | 15.5%
Minority
Sub-Professionals - Percentage Minority X 54% | 5.4% 54% 4.2%
Staff annual retention rate by race-ethnic X 62.2% [ 79.1% 1 92.5% NA
minority {alil employee groups}
Administrators - Percentage Minotity X
Professional {cerlified teachers & support X
staff) - Percentage Minotity
ClericalfTeshnical/Securfy/BRS - X
Percentage Minority
Food Service - Percentage Minarity
Custodiai/Maint/Trades - Percentage
Minority
Educational Assistants - Percentage X
WMinority
Sub-Professionals - Percentage Minority X
New hire rates by race-ethnic minarity (all X 52% | 93% | 4.5% NA
emplayee groups}
Administrators - Percentage Minority X
Professional {certified teachers & support
staff} - Percentage Minority
Clericat/Technical/Security/BRS - X
Perceplage Minority
Food Service - Percentage Minority X
CustodialfMaint/Trades - Percentage x
Minormity

S\Wanagement TeamKPISP metdics Update with 2008-10 Data Tim 09-28-2030 {version 1).xis Page 7 of 10




MMSD Strategic Plan
Performance Measures
Recommended

Appendix MMM-4-2

October 25, 2010

Student

Curricuium

Staff

peil

Systems/Qrganization

#

Perigrmanga Measure

Performance Measure

Core?

Achiavemaent for All

Students
Relationships

Transitions

Accelerated Learning

Assessment

Civic Engagement
Cultural Relevance

Flexible Instruction

Professional
Davelepment
Recruiting and

Retaining Staff

Prioritize ang Allocate

Resources

Rigoraus Evaluation

Pursue Neceéssary
Resources

Cimate

Communigation
Cooperation/Collabora

fion

Decision-Making

Partnerships

| Peformance Measure

Educational Assistants - Percentage
Minority

Year

301041

© 201142

201243

© 204314

. 2014415

o]

Sub-Professionals - Percentage Minority

37

Number of. and savings produced by,
process efficiency improvements
including those automated using
technology

Number of programs and interventions
that are evaluated annuaily

Narrative

Number of resources obtained from
partnerships to accomplish district’s
strategic activities

40

Totat doffar amount of external grant
funds 1o accomplish district’s strategic
aclivities

41

Percentage of students suspended {in
and out of scheol), all grades

7.6%

8.1%

8.0%

7.8%

7.0%

6.5%

6.0%

5.5%

5.0%

Percentage of students suspended {in and
cut of school) - Kindergasien

12%

1.4%

10%

1.5%

07%

5%

03%

0.2%

0.0%

Perceniage of students suspended {in and
out of school) - Grade 1

22%

1.9%

2.6%

1.3%

1.7%

1.3%

0.9%

G.4%

0.0%

Percentage of students suspended {in and
out of school) - Grade 2

18%

2.5%

3.4%

2.9%

21%

1.6%

1.0%

0.5%

C.0%

Percentage of students suspended (in and
out of schoal) - Grade 3

2.5%

3.5%

3.6%

3.5%

2.4%

1.8%

12%

0.6%

0.0%

Percentage of students suspended (in and
out of school) - Grade 4

4G%

5.4%

4.6%

52%

3.0%

2.3%

19%

G.8%

0.0%

Percantage of students suspended (in and
out of school) - Grade 5

ryrs

5.6%

52%

5.4%

34%

26%

17%

09%

0.0%

Percentage of students suspended (in and
out of school) - Grade §

9.4%

11.5%

12.5%

13.5%

10.0%

5.8%

7.5%

6.3%

5.0%

Percantage of students suspended {in and
out of school) - Grade 7

16.0%

14.3%

14.2%

14.6%

11.1%

8.5%

8.1%

6.5%

5.0%

Percentage of students suspended {in and
cut of school) - Grade 8

15.5%

16.7%

16.3%

14.5%

12.5%

10.7%

8.8%

6.9%

5.0%

Percentage of students suspended (in and
ot of schood} - Grade 9

16.0%

15.0%

14.4%

11.9%

11.3%

2.7%

Bi%

£6%

5.0%

Percentage of students suspended (in and
aut of school) - Grade 10

13.8%

15.0%

12.9%

13.5%

10.2%

8.9%

7.6%

6.3%

5.0%

Percentage of students suspended (in and
out of schodl) - Grade 11

7.6%

9.3%

10.3%

11.2%

85%

7.7%

6.8%

5.9%

5.0%

Percentage of students suspended (in and
out of school) -~ Grade 12

53%

53%

5.7%

5.8%

5.5%

5.3%

5.2%

5.1%

5%

Si\Management Team\KFNSP mefrics Update with 2002-10 Data Tim 09-28-2818 (version 1).xis
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MMSD Strategic Plan Appendix MiVivi-4-2
Performance Measures

Recommended e
October 25, 2010
Student Cagmicuium Staft Resources/ Systems/Qrganization Year
Capacity
E¥E TE[ETL e[ETs e ieEaagccg s cEeE (8 g 3 e
a |2 53l S|l Blg|eledcngels|Be Elg8= %3 S &g
S |3 281 E2|% |88 31z|¢glasp S5 ZlabE:EIE R el = b & =
2 |2 g8 |5|81812 5|5 18a=c<g=8g° 15 |28 | & 8 &8 7R
~ | & = a o 2 = Bin Ein 8] & fol = (] [ © B
§ %il’erformanceMeasure g s |21 & 8 & @ Eg%%%m s im E g |28
g ia@ |3 & g Q g 8 A 5 @ o |& @
£ £ = ) 3 |2 = wl = o g a8
‘5 t6 rx3 D (3 - £ i 8) [v98 &
= |8 < 3 i B 2 i g
9 g < 2
0 - ]
42 Percentage of students participating in X
extra- and co-curricular activities
Percentage of students participating in X
exira- and co-curricuiar activities -
Academic
Percentage of students parficipating in X 22.2% | 234% 1 52.0% | 5B%

exira- and co-curricular community
activities - Athietic

Percentage of students participating in X 69% | 1.5% | 14.3% 6.6%
extra- and co-curricular community
activities - Music

School climate survey, selected items to X
be determined

Relationships: Student to Sudent - Safely
Student Responses

Refaticnships: Student to Student - Safety -
Parent Responses

(9]

Relationships: Siudent to Student « Safety -
Staff Responses

Engagement - Student Responses

Engagement - Parent Responses

Engagement - Staff Responses

@|nm|c

Commitment to Learning - Student
Responses

x

Commiiment to Learning - Parent
Responses

Caommitment to i.eaming - Staff
Responses

Student attendance rate (all grades) 938% | 935% | 94.0% 1 94.0%

Student attendance rate - Kindergarten 94.1% | 9$3.7% | 93.9% | 942%

Student attendance rate - Grade 1 94.9% | 94.4% | 948% | 94.6%

Student attendance rate - Grade 2 $5.3% | 948% | 95.2% | 952%

Student attendance rate - Grade 3 95.3% 16853% | 955% | 953%

Student attendance rate - Grade 4 95.4% | 95.0% | 95.6% | §54%

Student attendance rate - Grade 5 95.6% | 95.2% | 954% | 95.4%

Student attendance rate - Grade 6 95.4% [ 95.1% 1 95.0% | S4.9%

Student altendance rate - Grade 7 84.7% | 94.6% | 84.7% | 94.6%

Studient attendance rate - Grade 8 O4.5% ] 93.7% | 945% ; 94.4%

Student attendance rafe - Grade 9 80.4% §91.5% | 92.7% | 93.2%

Student atiendance rate - Grade 10 00.6% 3 90.7% | 91.5% | 91.2%

Student altendance rate - Grade 11 91.1% { 80.5% | 90.5% | ©0.7%

Fir X~ IO w0 Ojw e

A A A A AR A A R A R A A

Shident attendance rate - Grade $2 91.8% | 91.3% | 91.8% | 852.3%

S:\anagement TeamKPISP metrics Update with 2008-10 Data Tim 09-28-2010 {version t}.xis Page 9 of 10



MMSD Strategic Plan Appendix MMM-4-2
Performance Measures A

Recommended October 25, 2010

b
&

Student Curriculum Resources/ Systerns/Organization Yeal

O
B
@
Q

#

Peformance Measurs,

| Peflonarnce easurs

tion

Students
Transitions
Assassment,
Professional
Davelopment,
Recruiting and
Resourcas
Resources
Climate
2010-1
201112
2012413
201341

Performance Measwe

Cote?
Achievement for All
Relationships,
Accelerated Learming
Civic Engagement
Cultural Relevance
Flaxible Instruction
Retaining Staff
Prigritize and Allocate
Rigorous Evaluation
Pursue Necessary[~3
Communication
Cooperation/Collabora
Decision-Making
Partnerships

o

Number of Open Enroffment, x MNA NA
private/parochial, and home-hased
"feavers” due to dissatisfaction

Number of teachers using home-schoof X
communication tools (e.g., Infinite
Campus portal, Moocdic)

Positive response rate (o speciffc items
from parents o the schoof climate
survey, selected items to be determined

Relationghips: Staff-Family -
Communication - Parent Responses

Relationships: Staff-Family -
Communication - Staff Responses

Employee satisfaction {(perhaps using X
School Climate Survey items}

Number of opporttinities for comuntnity X
Input - engagernent sessions, especially
advisory grolps

Number of different community members X
participating in engagement sessions,
especialfy advisory groups

Numhber of advisory groups representing X
a cross-section of the community and
including students

Number of partnership efforts (NEED: %
Definition of parthership}

Schoof climate survey responses to staff b4
2o staff relationship iterns (POTENTIAL
NEED: Add items relating to school-
coniral office relationships}

Relationships: Staff-Staff - Staff
Responses

Number of teachers using coflaboration X
technologies like Moodie and Basecamp

Number of staff participating in school X
coimmitiees

Number of staff participating in defined X
leadership rofes

S\Management TeamKPISP metrics Update with 2009-10 Data Tim 68-28-2010 (version 1).xis Page 10 of 10
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