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Tony Evers, PhD, State Superintendent

May 20, 2011

Daniel A Nerad, District Administrator
Madison Metropolitan School Dmmct
545 W Dayton St

Madison W1 53703-1967

Dear District Administrator

The federal Elemenmrylgecondéry Education Act, No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act requires that
districts and schools make adequate yearly progress (AYP) toward state-established benchmarks in four

areas: test participation, reading proficiency, math proficiency, and the other academic indicator:
attendance or high school graduation.

This letter is to inform you that your district, or one or more of your schools, has either missed AYP; is
identified for mprovement; is no longer identified for improvement status; or missed AYP in the prior
school year but remains in satisfactory status by meeting AYP for the current school year: 2010-11.

The enclosed Preliminary Annual Review of Performarnce report(s) are color coded according to the
following:

= YELLOW: Schools and/or districts that have not met AYP in one or more areas
Yellow reports are for schools or districts with satisfactory status that have not met one or more AYP

criteria in 2010-11. The schoo! or district must miss the same objective for two vears in a row to be
identified for improvement.

=  PINK: Schools and/or districts identified for improvement
Pink reports are for schools or districts that are identified for improvement because they have not met
AYP in the same objective for two or more consecutive years. The pink reports also include schools
or districts identified for improvement in the prior school year but met AYP in 2010-11. They
continue to be identified for improvement until they meet AYP for two conseoutive vears in the
objective that triggered improvement status.

Schools or districts receiving this improvement designation and receiving Title I funds are subject to
sanctions under NCLB. For a complete list of Title I sanctions see:

hitt://dpiwi.goviesea/doc/sanctions-schools.doe or hitp://dpi.wi.goviesea/doc/sanctions-districts.doe.

GREEN: Schools andfor districts removed from improvement status
Green reports indicate schools or districts previously identified for improvement that have met AYP
for two consecutive years in the objective that triggered improvement statns. These schools and/or

districts now have a satisfactory status and if a Title T school, are no longer subject to NCLB
sanctions.

L

BLUE: Schools and/or districts that missed AYP iu the prior year and have now met AYP
Blue reports indicate schools or districts that missed AYP in the prior school year, but have now met
those objectives in 2010-11. These schools and/or districts continue fo have a satisfactory status.
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All other entities—those not receiving a report at this time—have met AYP requirements for 2010-11.
The AYP reports for these schools and districts are not incloded with this mailing. Your complete set of
AYP reports will be available as a private download at the Online Reporting System
(https://wsasors.turnleaf.com) by June 30. The District Assessment Coordinator (DAC) should download
the reports for your disirict for distribution at that time.

The enclosed reports provide a preliminary AYP improvement designation. Youn may request
reconsideration if you have evidence of data errors that would result in changes to the AYP or
improvement status. To assist you with this decision, we bave included information about the
documentation required to verify data errors. Any request for reconsideration, along with complete
documentation, must be received at DPY by 4 p.m. on June 24, 2011. Schools and/or districts
requesting reconsideration will be notified of their final improvement status on or before July 31.

If you have questions or would like assistance interpret_ingithe review form, please contact one of the
following staff members:

Susan Ketchum, Accountabitity Consultant Phil Cranley, Assessment Consultant
Office of Educational Accountability Office of Educational Acconntability
608-267-0425 608-266-9798

susan. ketchum(@dpi. wigoy philip.cranlev@dpi.wi.gov

Phil Olsen, Assistant Director Lynette Russell, Director

Office of Educational Accountability Office of Educational Accountability
608-266-8779 608-267-1072
philip.olsen@dpi.wi.gov lynette russelli@dpi. wi.gov

Office of Educational Accountability Fax 608-266-8770
This preliminary AYP information is embargoed until June 7, 2011, when it will be released to the
media and posted on the DPT website. Do pot release AYP information until that date.
Thank you for your work on behalf of Wisconsin schools.

Sincerely,

Michael J. Thormpson, PhD

Deputy State Superintendent

MT:phb
Enclosures

cet Principal
Disirict Assessment Coordinator



WISLOREIH

State of Wisconsin
Department of Public Instruction

Preliminary Annual Review of District Performance: 2010-11

Tested Grades: 3,4,5,6,7,8,10

District: Madison Metropolitan
' District Enroflment: 24,482

3269
Three Year Adequate Yearly Progress - DISTRICT REVIEW SUMMARY
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
AYP Status AYP Status AYP Sfatus
Test Participation Yes Satigfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic indicator Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Reading Yas Satisfactory | No Satisfactory, No Level 1
Mathematics Yes Satisfactory Yes Satistactory No Satisfactory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? Yes No No
District Status: Satisfactory Satisfactory - Level 1
Title |

Adequate Yearly Progress District Review: 2G1 011

s Elementary Middle High  District
Adequate Yearly Progress - District Level o Level Schgooi Summary AYP
Test Participation Yes 7 Yes Yes ' Yes
Other Academic Indicator Yes Yes No : Yes
Reading No No Ne No
Mathematics No No No - : No
No

et Adequate Yearly Progress?




Part A:

Tested Grade

Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF DISTRICT PERFORMANCE: 2010-11
Dfsffff?t 3269 Wadison Metropolitan

‘ OTHER ACADEM?C INDICATOR

TEST PARTICIPATI{)N Current Year Two-Year
Objective  95% Enrolled | Tested | Enrolfed | Tested AYP i Locat
Al Students 6,694 | 100% | 11,200 |  100% Yes Ob}ecﬂve' Currenf  Growth  AYP
. 5 0, 0,
American Indian/Alaska Native 37 Attenidance BS% i 8% I [ Tes
Asian/Pacific Istander 847 | 100% 1,268 | 100% | Yes #et Other Indjcator Objective?  Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 1,388 899% 2,743 59% Yes Key
Hispanic i i 1,075 100% 1,976 100% Yes ok Confidence Interval
Wh'[:e' ot of Hispanic Origin 2,539 | 100% 5,225 100% Yes Enrofled: The tolal students envolled in tested grades.
English Language Learness 1,280 | 100% 2427 106% YeS | PAY-T:  Number of Full Acadetmic Year students tested.
Students with Disabiliies 803 | 100% 1,631 9% | Yes !y sex  Proficiency Index
Economically Disadvantaged 2,920 100% 5704 100% Yes NiA: Insufficient data for reliable detemmination.
Met Test Parficipation Objective? Yeg | SH: Safe Hatbor
Safe Harbor Skep 1 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
READING : L
Cureent Year Two-Year Not Proficient/index Wi State Local
Objective  80% FAYT | ndex | FAYT | index | Pror¥r | Reduced | Crtena | Cument | AYP
All Studenis 5,185 84% 10,239 83% Yes
Ametican Indian/Afaska Native 32
Aslan/Pacific Islander 680 88% 1,132 86% Yes
Biack, not of Hispanic Origin 1,176 T0% 2,337 T0% 31% 3% 35% 95% No
Hispanic 972 5% 1,779 3% 31% 21% 85% 98% Yes-SH
White, not of Hispanic Origin 2,405 94% 4914 93% Yes
English Language Learmhers 1,114 74% 2,146 1% 29% 6% 85% 8% Yes-SH
Siudents with Disabiliies 755 B80% 1,827 59% 38% % 85% 7% Mo
Economically Disadvaniaged 2,530 T4% 4,951 72% 30% 1% 85% 97% Yes-SH
et Reading Objective? ' No
AT ATICS Safe Harhor Step 1 Bafe Harbor Step 2
MATHEM ) ' Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/index W| Stafe Local
Objective  68% FAYT | Index | FAYT | index | Prior¥r | Reduged | Criena | Cument | AYP
All Students 5,165 8% 16,239 8% Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native 32 i
AsianfPacific Islander 580 88% 1,132 86% Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Oslgin 1,176 55% 2,337 55% 44% -1% 85% 86% No
Hispanic 872 68% 1,779 86% Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin 2,408 91% 4,914 890% Yes
English Language Leamers 1,114 68% 2,146 86% Yes
S{udents with Disabilities 755 53% 1,528 53% A4% 0% 85% 97% No
Economically Disadvantaged 2,530 62% 4,852 B82% 38% 1% B5% 97% No
Mot Mathematics Objective? No
ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS DISTRICT REV!EW
Ke Rii 00800 7009 & .
AYP AYP AYFP
“Test Participation Yes Yes Yes
Other Academic Indicator Yes Yes Yes
Reading No No No
Mathematics Yes Yes No
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? No No No




Part B:
District 3269 Madison Metropolitan

Preii!ﬁinary ANNUAL REVIEW OF DISTRICT PERFORMANCE: 2010-11
Tested Grade

6,78

TEST PARTICIPATION Cusrent Year Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
QObiective  95% Enrolled | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP L Local
All Students 5,083 | 100% | 10,105 | 100% Yes Objective Curent  Growth  AYP
ce 859 %
American Indian/Alaska Native 2877 o8% 8 | 9% | Yes Atlendance 85% | 97% | | _Yes
Asian/Pacific Iskander 536 | 100% | 4,070 100% Yes Het Other Indicator Objeciive? Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Ofigin 1,374 90% 2,681 89% Yes Key
Hispanic - 805 | 100% | 1487 | 100% | Yes | cp Confidence Interval
White, not of Hts?pamc Origin 2,319 100% 4,784 100% Yes Enrolled: The fotal students enrofied in tested grades.
Enghsh Language Learners 822 100% 1,598 100% Yes FAY-T: Number of Full Academic Year students tested.
Students with Disab.ﬂities 912 89% 1,831 99% Yes Index: Proﬂciency Index }
Economically Disadvantaged 2,560 100% 4,967 100% Yes MIA: Insufficient data for reliable detesmination.
Met Test Participation Objective? Yes SH: Safe Harbor
Safe Harbor Step 7 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
READING -
Current Year Two-Year Not Proficientfindex | WI State Local
Objective  80% FAYT | index | FAYT | Index | ProrYi | Reduced | Cena | Curenl | AYP
All Students 4,622 87% | 9,220 87% Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native 39
Asian/Pacific Islander 504 89% 985 88% Yes
 Black, not of Hispanic Orgin 1,148 74% 2.254 72% 28% 6% 85% 46% No
Hispanic 732 5% 1,366 79% Yes-Cl
White, not of Hispanic Origin 2,198 96% 4,532 95% Yes
English Language Learners 733 74% 1,438 T3% Yes-Cl
Students with Disabilities B45 57% 1,685 58% 3T% -3% 85% 95% No
Economically Disadvantaged 2.217 76% 4,322 78% 25% 7% B85% 95% No
Met Reading Objective? No
8afe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
MATHEMATICS Current Year Two-Year Not Profictentindex | WI State Lacal
Objective  63% FAY-T Indax FAY-T Index Prior Y | Reduoed | Ctee | Curent | AYP
Al Studenis 4,621 79% 9,218 B0% Yes
American IndianfAlaska Native 39
Aslan/Pacific islander 504 85% 895 87% Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 1,148 55% 2,254 58% 41% % . 85% 86% No
Hispanic 732 70% 1,366 T1% Yes
White, not of Hispanic Orlgin 2,198 84% 4,530 93% Yes
English Language Learners 733 84% 1,436 66% Yes-Cl
Students with Disabilities 844 44% 1,683 48% 45% 8% &5% 95% No
Economicatly Disadvantaged 2,216 63% 4320 B5% 33% 8% B5% o5% No
Met Mathematics Objective? No
ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS - DISTRICT REVIEW _ L
b Teliaor : = 0 e
AYP AYP AYP
Test Participation Yes Yes Yes
Other Academic Indicator Yes Yes Yes
Reading No Ho No
Mathematics No Yes No
‘Met Adequate Yearly Progress? Ne No No




Péi’t C: Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF DISTRICT PERFORMANCE: 2010-11
District 3269 Madison Metropolitan Tested Grade 10

2

o €50 106
"~ ..T\.w : =i P el S bt vy il I e AL DALY Erak, i
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Yeat Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
Objective  95% Enrofled | Tested | Enrofled | Tested AYP oo Local
All Studenis 1,862 98% 3,626 08% Yes Objective Curent  Growth  AYP
. 0, 1
American Indian/Alaska Native 20 Graduation 85% % 82% { No § No
Asian/Pacific Istander ) 202 89% 374 99% Yes Met Other Indicator Qbjective? No
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 408 96% 868 86% Yes Key
Hispanic . 277 28% 481 98% Yes ok Confidence interval
White, not of Hispanic Origin 948 98% 1,854 99% Yes Enrolied; The total students enrolled in tested gradas.
Enghsh Language Learners 244 89% 474 98% Yes FAY-T:  Number of Full Academic Year students tested.
Students with Disabilities 308 96% 622 9% | Yes | jndex:  Proficiency Index
Econemically Disadvantaged 783 87% 1,587 97% Yes NIA: insufiicient data for reliable defermination,
Met Test Pariicipation Objective? Yes | SH: Safe Harbor
. . Safe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
READING Not Proficient/ind W Stat £
‘ Current Year Two-Year - Not Proficientfindex > itez:‘ 1 ocaf .
Objective  80% FAY.T | Index | FAY-T | index | Priot¥r | Reduced | urent | AYP
All Students 1,661 82% 3,248 82% Yes
American ndian/Alaska Mative 18 !
Astan/Pacific Islander 180 . 83% 340 79% ' Yes
Biack, not of Hispanic Origin 338 62% J08 63% 36% 2% 5% 42% No
Hispanic 238 71% 423 £8% 35% 18% . 1% 50%: Yes-3H
White, not of Hispanic Origin 892 93% 1,746 83% Yes
English Languege Leamers 207 55% 408 52% 39% 12% 2% 3% Yes-SH
Students with Disabilities . 280 51% 555 51% 48% 3% 10% 38% No
Economically Disadvantaged 858 54% 1,325 B64% 37% 4% 21% 43% No
Met Reading Obfective? No
Safe Harbor Step 7 Safe Harbor Siep 2
MATH EN{AT!GS Current Year . Two-Year Not Proficient/index Véi;f;ﬁ? Ci.oca}f? ;
Objective  68% FAY-T | ndex | FAY-T | index | PriorYr | Reduced LS AYP
All Students . 1,855 7% 3,241 76% Yes
American indian/Alaska Native 16
Astan/Paciiic Islander 180 81% 340 F1% Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 332 50% 705 50% 49% ~1% 5% 42% No
Hispanic 237 64% 422 82% : : Yes-Cl
White, not of Hispanic Origin 880 1% 1,743 80% : . Yes
English Language Learners 207 50% 409 48% 43% 10% 2% 31% Yes-SH
Students with Disabilifles 276 45% 550 38% 61% 4% 10% 8% No
Economicaily Disadvantaged 655 55% 1,321 £5% | 46% 4% 21% 43% No
et Mathematics Objective? No
ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS - DISTRICT REVIEW
AYP ) AYP AYP
Test Participation Yes Yes Yes
Other Academic Indicator Yes No No
Reading Yes No No
Mathematics No No No
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? _ No No. o No




ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS (AYP) — DisTRICT

Be aware that some parts of the ANNUAL REVIEW OF PERFORMANCE worksheets are for “Internal Use Only”
because they may contain personally identifiable student information.  Public release can indirectly
disclose student-level data and may be a violation of pupil records law.  Legal counsel should be consulted
prior o release of the detailed part of the worksheet information to the public. The AYP Review
Summary of the District report as a whole is not confidential and /s public information.

s Under NCLB, all schools and districts are held accountable. Schools and districts with very small
numbers of students undergo an individual review to determine their AYP status. Subgroups
smaller than 40 Full Academic Year (FAY) students are evaluated when sufficient cell size is met at
the district and/or state for accountability purposes.

» The AYP Review Summary provides the results for three years of AYP objectives, the overall AYP
decision, and the Schoof or District Accouniability status. The information summarized on this
review is based on the Wisconsin Knowledge & Concepts Examinations (WKCE), the Wisconsin
Alternate Assessments (WAA-SwD), and information provided for the annual Schoof Performance

'Report (SPR) through the Individual Student Enrofiment System (ISES).

s Disiricts are evaluated at each relevant grade span on results from the fested grades. Grade
spans evaluated for the Other Academic Indicator — Graduation and/or Attendance as relevant to
the district, are Elernentary (grades K-5), Middle (grades 6-8), and High School (grades 9-12).

» Please refer to the - EXPLANATORY NOTES — ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL AND DISTRICT
PERFORMANCE {echnical details at dpl.wi.qov/oea/pdi/avp explanatoryil.pdf for a detailed
description of each of the worksheet sections. '

Rounding Conventions: Calculations are performed prior to rounding using formulas with multiple decimal
places. Final data displayed on the Annual Review of AYP Performance are then rounded to the nearest
whole percent.

Adequate Yearly Progress {(AYP) DISTRICT REVIEW SUMMARY

A district must meet each of the criteria required for the four objectives. The AYP resulis are summarized
for the mosi recent year of testing in the lower right-hand box (above). The two prior school years’ AYP
summary and Accountability L.evel are also provided when applicable,

DISTRICT STATUS

Complete information about federal and state accountability requirements for Wisconsin Public Schools is
available at dpi.wi.govioealacct/index.html,

Satisfactory: The district is not in improvement status, :

DiFr: A district that does not meet AYP for two consecutive years in the same objective (Participation, Other
Academic Indicator, Reading, or Mathematics) at all relevant grade span (Elementary, Middle and High School)
will have a status designated as a "District idenfified for improvement” (DiF1).  The Accountabilily Level is equal fo

the highest level of the Adequale Yearly Progress objectives. AYP must be met for fwo years in a row in that
objective to be removed from this “improvement” status.

DiF: Levels 1 - 5: Missed at least one of the Adeguate Yearly Progress objectives. The school or district is
subject to the state requirements and additional Title | sanctions (if applicable} assigned to that level.

DiF1 Levels 1- 5 iImproved: Met the Adeguale Yearly Progress objectives in the year tested, but the
school or district is subject o state requirements and additional Tifle I sanctions (if applicable) assigned io
that level. AYP must be met for two years in a row in that objective to be removed from this “improvement™
status and returned o Salisfactory status.

The overall accountabifity status is equal to the highest status of the four AYF objeclives. Title | Status:
Identifies if Title | funds are directed fo this school or district.  Only Title | schools and districts receiving
Title { funds are subject to the federal sanclions.  See dpi.wi.goviesea/pdf/bul_0402.pdf for complete
information about school sanctions. For district information see!
dpi.wi.gov/eseafdoc/sanciions-districis.doc .

AYP ExplainDisti1.docx



Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11.

District: 3262  RMadison Metropolitan Tested Grades: 34,56
Schook 0015 Lincoln Bt School Enrolimenit: 361
- Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary
2008-09 200810 20410-11
AYP Status AYP Status AYP Sfafus
Test Parfici pati on : Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yeg Satisfactory
Other Academic indicator Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Reading No Level 1 Yes Levai 1 improved Yes Satisfactory
Miathematics Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfaciory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? No Yes Yes
SCHOOL Status: Level 1 Level 1 improved Satisfactory
Title -Swp
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
' Objective  95% Enrolled | Tested | Envolled | Tested AYP L Local )
All Students 335 99% 677 | 100% | Yes Objective Gurent _ Growth _ AYP
g (] 0, -
Amertican lndian/Alaska Native . Attendance 85% | 95% i | Yes
Astan/Pacific lstander 50 100% 96 100% Yes Met Other Indicator Objective? Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 65 100% 138 100% Yes Key
Hispanic _ 120 8% 235 100% Yes ok Confidence interval
Wh't?’ rot of Hispanic Origin 100 9% 204 99% Yes Enrotled: The tolal students enrolied in fested grades.
English i.ar‘;g uage Le_a_mers 168 100% 318 100% Yes FAY-T:  Number of Fuli Academic Year studerts tested.
Studeni:% with D_Isablirttes . 43 98% 83 29% Yes Index: Proficiency Index
Economtically Disadvantaged 238 98% 481 160% Yes N/A; Insufficient data for reliable determination.
Met Test Participation Ohjective? Yes SH: Safe Harbor
READING Safe Harbor Step 7 Safe Harbor Step 2
Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/indeX | g state | Locaf :
_— o .
Cbjective  80% FAY-T | Index |, FAY-T | Index | Prior¥r | Reduced | Critesla | Cument | AYP
All Students 278 79% 558 75% ‘ Yes-Cl
American indian/Alaska Native
AsianfPacific islander 46 78% 86 2% Yes-Gl
Biack, not of Hispanic Origia 49 68% 88 66% Yes-Cl
Hispanic 103 69% 200 61% Yes-Cl
White, not of Hispanic Origin 88 86% 180 6% Yes
English Language Leamers 140 1% 274 B83% : Yes-Cl
Students with Disabilities 33 .
Economically Disadvanfaged 189 71% 373 &5% 41% 29% 85% 98% Yes-SH
Met Reading Objective? Yes
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
o Gurrent Year Two-Year Nof Profidient/index | v state | Locar
Objective  68% TEAYT | index FAY-T index | Prior ¥r | Reduced | Citeria | Curent | AYP
All Students 278 78% 558 76% Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native
Asian/Pacific Istander 456 80% 86 T4% ) Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 41 66% 88 58% Yes-Cl
Hispanic 103 59% 200 66% ) Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin 88 86% 160 97% : Yes
English Language Learners 140 73% 274 68% Yes
Students with Disabilities 33
Economically Disatdvaniaged 189 BS% 373 66% Yes

Yes

Met Mathematics Objective?




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3269  padison Metropolitan Tesfed Grades: 3,45
School: 0880 Hyegel £l School Enroliment: 391
Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary
2008-02 . 2009-10 2010-11
AYP Status AYP . Stafus AYE Status
Test Participation Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic indicator Yes Satisfactory Yes Satistactory Yeg Safisfactory
Reading Yes Satisfactory No . Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Mathematics Yes Satisfactory | Yes Satisfactory . Yes Satisfactory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? Yes No Yes
SCHOOL. Status: Satisfactory Satisfactory Satisfactory
) Title L.OWP
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADERMIC INDICATOR
Objective  95% . Enrolled | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP ) Local
All Students 188 90% 401 09% Yes Objective Cument  Growth  AYP
<, <,
Aetican IndianiAlaska Native Atiendance 85% | 98% | | Yes
Astan/Pacific lslander 19 Mef Other indicator Objective?  Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 45 100% 103 100% Yes Key
His?anic : . 38 ck Confidence Interval
White, not of Hlspanic Oﬂgm 83 100% 197 59% Yes Enrolled; The Iotal students enrolied i fested grades,
English i.arfguag‘;a L'e.alrners s FAY-T;  Number of Full Academic Year students tested,
Studentst with D'asablhtles 23 index:  Proficiency Index
Economically Disadvantaged % 99% 198 88% Yes N/A: Insufficient data for reliable determination,
Met Test Participation Objective? Yos SH: Safe Harbor

Safe Harbor Step 7

Safe Harbor Sfep 2

READING Currant Year Two-Year . Not Proficient/index |y state Local
Objective  80% FAYT | index | FAY-T | index. | Prior¥r | Reduced | Crtera | Cument | AYP
All Studenis 159 85% 342 81% Yes
American indian/Afaska Native
Asian/Pacific lsiander 18
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 34
Hispanic 26
White, not of Hispanic Origin 83 92% 181 80% Yes
English Language Learners 24
Students with Disabililes 22 .
Economicatly Disadvantaged : 71 4% 147 85% Yes-Cl
Met Reading Objective? ‘ Yos
" Safe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harhor Sfep 2
ATHEMATIGS Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/lndex |y gtate Local
Objective  68% FAY-T 1 index | FAY-T | ndex | Prior¥r | Reduced | Critera | Cument | AYP
All Students 169 7% 342 74% Yes
Ametican Indian/Alaska Native
Asian/Pacific Isiander 18
Black, not of Hispanic Orlgin 34
Hispanic 28
White, not of Hispanic Origin 83 85% 181 88% Yes
English Language Leamers 24
Students with Disabilites 22
Economically Disadvantaged 1 61% 147 57% Yes-Cl

Het Mathematics Objective?

Yes




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3269  Madison Metropolitan

Sehcol: G210 Fajk E§

Tested Grades:

345

School Enrofiment: 380

ua ear rogre - School Review Summa
Adequate Yearly P ss - School Review Sum
2008-0% 2009-10 2610-11
AYP Statfus AYP . Status AYP Status j
Test Participation Yes Satisfactory Yes Salisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicator | Yes Satistactory Yes Setisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Reading Yes Batisfactory Yes Safisfactory No Satisfactory
Mathematics Yes Satisfactory Yes Satistactory Yes Satisfactory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress?. Yes Yes No
' SCHOOL Status: Satisfactory Satisfactory Satisfactory
Title -SwP
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
Objective:  95% Enrolled | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP Lo Local
Al Students 164 ogY% 320 09%, Yeas Ob}ectlve Cument  Growlh =~ AYP
Q,
Amertican Indian/Alaska Native 1 Atendance 85% | 96% _| | Yes
AsianiPaciic Islander 18 Met Other Indicator Objective?  Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Onigin 80 89% 167. S9% Yes Key
His?anic : . 17 cl: ' Confidence inferval
Wmtfa, not of Hispanic Orighn 39 Enrolled: The total students enrolled in tested grades.
English Language Learners 28 FAY-T:  Number of Full Academic Year students fested.
Students with Disabilifies 30 index:  Proficiency Index
Economically Disatventaged 118 99% 228 95% Yes 1 wia: Insufficient data for refiable determination.
Met Test Participation Objective? Yes SH: Safe Hatbor
READING Safe Harbor Step 7 Safe Harbor Step 2
- N Current Year Two-Year Not Proficlent/index | wistate | Local
Objective  80% FAY-T index FAY-T Index | PriorYr | Reduced | Citeta | Cument | AYP
All Students 123 76% 238 7% Yes-Cl
American Indian/Alaska Native 1
AsianfPacific Islander 11
Black, not of Hispanic Origin &2 85% 113 58% 33% -3% 85% 95% - No
Hispanic 12
White, not of Hispanic Origin 37
English |.anguage Learners 17
Students with Disabilities 24
Economically Disadvantaged 79 65% 156 87% 31% -11% 85% 96% Neo
Met Reading Objective? No
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Sfep 1 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
o Current Year - Two-Year Not Proficient/index | ) state | Local
Objective  68% FAY-T | index | FAY-T | Index | Pror¥r | Reduced | Ceria | Cument | AYP
Al Students 123 71% 238 73% Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native 1
Astan/Pacific Islander 11
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 62 55% 113 58% Yes-f
Hispanic 12
White, not of Hispanic Origin 37
English Language Learmners 17
Students with Disabilities 24
Economically Disadvantaged 79 58% 166 83% Yes-Cl
Metf Mathematics Objective? Yes




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF §CHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2016-11

District: 3269 Wadison Metropolitan

Sehool: 0255 Glendale Fl

Tested Gratles: 345
School Enrofiment; 425

Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary

-2008-09 200970 . 201011
AYP Statfus AYP Status AvYp Stafus
Test Participation Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicator Yes Safisfactory ' Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfaciory
Reading Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory No Satisfactory
Mathemaitics Yes Satisfactory Yes _ Salisfactory No Satisfactory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? Yes Yes No
SCHOOL Status: Satisfactory Satisfactory Satisfactory
’ Title 1-SwP
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
Objective  85% Enrofled | Tested | Enrofied | Tested AYP o Locat
All Students 274 100% 433 100% Yes Objective Current  Growth AYP
- 0, 2,
American Indian/Alagka Native 1 Atendance 85% ‘ 5% i i Yes
Asian/Pacific Islander 20 Met Other Indicator Objective? Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 71 0% 138 100% Yes Key
Hispanic 72 106% 139 100% Yes o Confidence Interval
White, not of Hispanic Origin 57 100% 13 100% Yes Enrolled: The total students enrolled in tested grades.
English Language Leamers 88 100% 169 160% Yes FAY-T:  Number of Full Academic Year students tested,
Students with Disabilities 38 Index:  Proficiency Index
Feonomically Disadvantaged 188 100% 368 100% Yes NIA: Insufficient data for reliable determination.
Met Test Participation Objective? Yes SH: Safe Harbar
READING Safe Harbor Step 1  Safe Harbor Step 2
o R Current Year Two-Year Not Proficlent/index | \ay giate toval
Objective  80% FAY.T | lndex | FAY-T | lIndex | Prior¥r | Reduced | Criteria | Cument | AYP
Al Students : 178 74% 346 4% Yes-Ci
American Indian/Alaska Nalive 1
Asian/Pacific Islander 18
Black, not of Hispanic Crigin 48 59% a8 T0% Yes-Cl
Hispatic &1 T0% 117 Ti% Yes-Cl
White, not of Hispanic Origin 51 B7% 103 B7% Yes
English Language Learnets 75 65% 142 6% 31% 6% 85% 98% No
Students with Disabilities 29
Economically Disadvantaged 149 59% 290 71% 27% 0% 85% 98% No
et Reading Objective? No
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Siep 1 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
o . Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/index | vy state | 1ocal
Objective  68% FAY-T Index FAY-T Index PriorYr | Reduced | Cfiterla | Current AYP
Al Students 178 51% 346 83% Yes-Cl
American Indian/Alaska Native 1
Asian/Pacific Istander 48
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 48 45% 88 43% 53% 10% 85% S7% Yes-SH
Hispanic 51 55% 117 62% Yes-Cl
White, nof of Hispanic Origin 51 76% 103 T9% Yes
English Language Learners 75 83% 142 58% Yes-Cl
Students with Disabilifies 29 .
Economically Disadvantaged 148 54% 280 58% 35% -12% 85% 98% No
Met Mathemalics Objective? No




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

Distict: 3269 Madison Metropolitan
School: 0440 James Wright Mid

Tested Grades:

6,7.8

Sehool Enrollment: 247

Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summa
q
2008-09 . 2009-10 2010-11
AYP Status AYP Status AYpP Status
Test Participation Yes sgsisfacfory Yes Safisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicator Yes Satisfactory Yes Satlsfastory Yes Satisfactory
Readin g Yes Satisfaciory Yes Satisfactory No Saﬁsf,'actogy
Mathematics Yes Satisfactory Yes Saifsfactory Yes Satisfactory
Met Adeguate Yearly Progress? Yes Yes No
SCHOOL Status: Safisfactory Batisfactory Satisfactory
Not Title |
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADENMIC INDICATOR
' Objective  95% Enrolied | Tested | Envolled | Tested AYP L Locat
All Students 247 99% 485 99% | Yes Objective Current _ Growth _ AYP
o, -7 <
Rmerlcan indian/Alaska Native 4 Atendance 85% | 96% | [ Yes
© Asian/Pacific (slander 22 Met Other Indicator Objective?  Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 85 99% 178 85% Yes Key
Hispanic _ 143 106% 194 100% Yes cl ‘Confidence Interval
Whltfs, not of Hispanic Origin 33 Enrolled: The total students enrolled in {ested grades.
English Language Learners o7 100% 207 100% Yes FAY-T:  Number of Full Academic Year students fested,
Studentsl with D.isabilities 57 96% 113 97% Yes Index: F’roﬂciancy Index
Econorically Disadvantaged 204 100% 415 100% Yes N/A: Insufficient data for rellable determination.
Mef Test Participation Objective? Yes SH: Safe Harbor
éEADlNG Safe Harbor Sfep 7 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
o ) Current Year Two-Year Not Proficlent/index | v gtate | Logal
Objective  80%- FAYST | Index | FAY-T | Index | Prior¥r | Reduced | CMeda | Cument | AYP
All Students 237 78% 489 8% Yes-Ci
American indian/Alaska Native 4
Asian/Pacific Islznder 2z
Black, not of Hispanic Qrigin 79 75% 167 T8% Yes-Cl
Hispenic 100 73% 187 T5% Yes-Cl
White, not of Mispanic Otigin 32
Engtish Language Leamners 104 70% 200 2% Yes-Cl
Students with Disabilities 53 58% 108 61% 33% 2% 85% 83% No
Economically Disadvantaged 195 74% 394 76% Yes-Cl
Met Reading Objective? No
MATHEMATICS ) Safe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Skep 2
) Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/index | v gigre Local
Objective  68% FAY.T | index | FAY-T | Index | Prior¥r | Reduced | Criteia | Cument | AYP
All Students 237 B7% 469 67% Yes-Cl
Ametican indianfAlaska Native 4
AsianPacific Istander 22
Biack, not of Mispanic Origin 79 652% 167 80% Yes-Ci
Hispanic 100 61% 187 2% Yes-Cl
White, not of Hispanic Origin 32
English Language Leamers 104 58% 200 59% Yes-{1
Students with Disabilities 53 44% 108 44% 51% 13% 85% 93% Yes-SH
Economically Disadvantaged 195 61% 394 62% Yes-Cl
Met Mathematics Objective? Yes




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3269 Madison Metropolitan Tested Grades: - 8,7,8
- School: 0370 jefferson WMid School Enroliment: 560
Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
7 AYP Status AYP Status AYP Status !
Test Participation _ Yes ~ Satisfactory Yes Safisfactory Yesg Satisfactofy
Other Academic Indicator Yes | Safistactory | Yes Safisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Reading Yes Satisfactory Yes Satistactory No Satisfactory
Mathematics Yes " Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory No Safisfactory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress?, : Yes Yes No .
- SCHOOL Status: Satisfactory Satisfactory Satisfactory
) Not Title |
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year TwoYear - "1 | OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
- Objecfive  95% Entolled | Tested | Enrclled | Tested AYP o Local
A“ Stud ents 564 100% ] , 104 1060% Yes Objectlve Current Growth AYP
. {1 2,
American Indlan/Alaska Native 5 Attendance 85% [ oe%_| | Yes
Asian/Pacific Istander 89 100% 176 | 160% Yes Mef Other Indicator Objective? Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 136 | o8% 260 100% Yes Key '
Hispanic 83 100% 111 100% Yes ce Confidence Interval
Whit:e, not of Hispanic Origin 271 100% 547 100% Yes Enrolied: The total students enrolied in tested grades.
Engfish Language Learmers 67 | 100% 129 | 100% ;  Yes | pav.T:  Number of Full Academic Year students tested.,
Students? with Dl}sabiiities 12 100% 220 100% Yes index:  Proficiency index
Economically Disadvantaged 207 100% 401 100% Yes M/A: insufficient data for reliable determination.
Met Test Parficipation Objective? Yes SH: Safe Harbor
READING Safe Harbor .Sfep 1 Safe Harbor Step 2
o . Gurrent Year Two-Year Not Proficient/Index | vy state | Local
. Objective  80% FAY-T | Index | FAY-T | Index | PriorYr | Reduced | Criteria | Cument | AYP
Al Students 489 87% 961 88% Yes
American indianfAlaska Native 5 .
Asian/Pacific islander 82 91% 180 %1% Yes
Biack, not of Hispanic Origin 100 69% 189 70% 29% ~T% 85% 82% No
Hispanic 51 78% 91 TT% ] Yes-Cl
White, niot of Hispanic Origin : 251 05% 514 26% Yes
English Language Leamers 53 786% 1 1% Yes-Ci
Students with Disabllitles 102 58% 180 53% 36% 5% 85% 3% No
Econormically Disadvantaged 187 7% 296 70% 31% 6% a5% 3% No
Met Reading Objective? No
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Step 7 Safe Harbor Step 2
o Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/index |y gtate Local
Objective . 68% FAY-T | Index | FAY-T | Index | PriorYr | Reduced | Crterla | Cument | AYP
All Students 489 81% 961 B82% - Yes
Amerlean ndian/Alaska Native 5
AsianfPacific Islahder 82 91% 160 92% Yes
Bizck, not of Hispanic Origin -~ 100 47% 188 48% 48% 4% 85% 2% No
Hispanic - 51 67% 91 68% 1 Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin 251 93% 514 93% Yes
English Language Learners 53 65% 101 66% Yes-Cl
Students with Disabifities 102 44% 190 A8% 48% 6% 85% 93% No
Economically Disadvantaged 157 53% 266 . 55% 43% -3% 85% 83% No
Met Mathematics Objective? No




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3268 Madison Metropo"tan Tested Grades: 87,8
School: 0540 (YKeefie Nid Schoof Enroliment: 433
Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary ,
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
] AYP Status AYF Status AYP Status
Test Participation Yes Salisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfaciory
Other Academic Indicator Yes Satisfactory Yes Saiisfactory Yes Satisfactory .
Reading Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Safisfactory
Mathematics Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory No Satisfactory
Met Adeguate Yearly Progress? Yes Yes No
SCHOOL Status: Satisfactory Satisfactory Satisfactory
. Not Title |
TEST PARTICIPATION | Current Year Two-Year | OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
Objective  95% Enrolled | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP : o Local
All Students 430 100% 858 160% Yo Objective Cumeni  Growth  AYP
L7 G
American indian/Alaska Native 3 Attendance 85% ‘ 7% | l Yes
Asian/Pacific lslander 19 Met Other Indicator Objective? . Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Orig 114 99% 228 88% Yes Key
Hispanic . 57 160% 102 100% Yes o Confidence interval
White, not of Hispanic Origin 237 100% 482 100% Yes Enrolled: The total students enrolled in tested grades.
English Language Leamers 87 FAY-T:  Number of Fult Academic Year students tested,
Students with Disabilities 3 99% 150 9% | Yes | ndex:  Proficiency index
Economically Disadvantaged 208 99% 410 98% Yes NIA: Insufficient data for refizble determination,
KMet Test Participation Objective? Yes SH: Sate Hatbor
READING Safe Harbor Sfep ! Safe Harbor Step 2
o . Cutrent Year Two-Year Not Proficient/Index |y State | Local
_ Objective  80% FAY-T | index | FAY-T | Index | PriorYr | Reduced | Crteia | Curent | AYP
All Students 378 80% 748 0% Yoo
American Indian/Alaska Native 3
AstapfPacific Islander 19 .
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 885 6% 1683 T9% Yes-Cl
Hispanic 53 B6% $6 B2% Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin 218 97% 442 96% Yes
English Language Leamers 36 ) ‘
Students with Disabilities 85 59% 133 59% 39% % 85% 97% Yes-SH
Economicalty Disadvantaged 163 B83% 323 81% Yes
Mef Reading Objective? Yes
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
o Current Year Two-Year Not Profidient/index | vy geate | Local
Objective  68% FAY-T | Index | FAYT | lndex | PriorYr | Reduced | Ctieria | Cument | AYP
Al Students 378 84% 747 85% Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native - 3
Astan/Pacific slander 19
Biack, not of Hispanic Origin 85 62% 163 B82% Yes-Cl
Hisparic 53 7% 865 7% Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin Z18 95% 441 95% Yes
English Language Learners 36
. Students with Disabilities a5 45% 132 46% 50% 0% 85% 7% No
Economically Disadvantaged 163 T1% 322 72% Yes
Met Mathematics Objective? No




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 201041

Distiict: 3268  Madison Metropolitan Tested Grades: 10 District Review
School: 0480 SAPAR Pregram Hi Schoo! Enrollment: 19
Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary
2008-09 2008-10 2010-11
AYP Status AYP Status AYP Status
Test Participation NA Satisfactory NA Satistactory Yas Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicator NiA Batisfactory Yes Satisfactory No Satisfactory
Reading Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Mathematics Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yo Satisfactory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress?) Yes Yes No
SCHOOL Status: Satisfactory Satisfactory Satisfaciory
Not Title §
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
Obiective  95% Enrolied | Tested | Enrolied | Vested AYP Loca)
Al Students 4 ‘ Objective Curent  Growlh  AYP
. 1, g,
American Indian/Alaska Native Altendance 85% % B2% i No | No
AsianfPacific Islander Met Other Indjcator Objective?  No
Bl.ack, rzet of Hispanke Origin 1 Key .
Hispanic S 2 ot Confidence Interval
Whit‘e, not of Hispanic Origin 1 Envolied: The fotal students enrolled in tested grades.
English Language Leamers 2 FAY-T:  Number of Full Academic Year students tested.
Students with Disabiliies Index:  Proficiency fndex
Eceriomically Disadvantaged 4 NiA: insufficient data for reliable determinafion,
Met Test Participation Objective? Yes SH: Safe Harbor
READING Safe Harbor Sfep 7. Safe Harbor Step 2
- i _ Current Year Two-Year Not Proficientlindex | i siate | Losal
Objective  80% FAYT | index | FAY-T | index | Prior¥r | Reduced | Cftterla | Cument | AYP
All Students Disfrict
American indian/Alaska Native
Asian/Pacific Islander
Black, not of Hispanic Origin
Hispanic
White, not of Hispanic Origin
English Language Learners
Students with Disabilities
Economically Disadvantaged
Met Reading Objective? Yes
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Sfep 1 Safe Harbor Step 2
) \ Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/Index | vyt gtate | Locaf
Objective  68% FAY.T | index | FAY-T | Index | Prior¥r | Reduced | Criteia | Cument | AYP
All Students District
Arnerican Indian/Alaska Native
Astan/Pacific lsfander
Black, not of Hispanic Origin
Hispanig
White, not of Hispanic Origin
English Language Learners
Students with Disabilities
Econumically Disadvantaged
Met Mathematics Objective? Yes




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3262 pfadison Metropolitan

School: 0685 Sennett Mid

Tested Grades:

67,8

School Enroflment: 630

Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary

200809 2009-10 2010-11
AYP S.fafus AYP .s‘tatus AYP Siatus
Test Participatiori Yas Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicator Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satistactory
Reading Yes Satisfaciory Yes Salistactory No Satisfaciory
athematics No Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory No Satjsfactory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? No Yes No
SCHOOL Status: Satisfactory Salisfactory Safisfactory
) Not Title |
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADENIC INDICATOR
Objective  85% Enrofled | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP i Locat
All Students 6838 100% 1,245 100% Yes Objective Current Growth AYP
o, 0,
American Indian/Ataska Native 7 A’{tendénce 85% l S6% I | Tes
Asian/Pacific isander 42 | 100% 85 | 100% | Yes Met Other Indicator Objective?  Yes
Biack, not of Hispanic Origin 204 100% 372 100% Yes Key
HiS?anés _ 136 100% 257 100% | Yes cr: Confidence Interval
Whiifa, not of Hispanic Origin 247 100% 519 100% Yes Enrolled; The total stedents eprolled in tested grades.
English Language Leamers 131 100% 247 100% Yes FAY-T:  Number of Full Acadenic Year students tested.
Student§ with D-isabiiities 136 100% 264 100% Yes Index:  Proficiency Index
Economically Bisadvantaged 409 100% 757 100% Yes NIA: Insufficient data for reliable defermination,
Met Test Participation Objective? Yes SH: Safe Harbor
Safe Harbor Sfep 7 Bafe Harbor Sfep 2
READING Not Proficient/index
o . Current Year Two-Year Wi State Local
Objective  80% FAYT | Index | FAY-T | Index | Pror¥r | Reduced | Criteria | Cument | AYP
All Students 584 83% 1,085 84% Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native &
Asian/Pacific slander 39
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 188 T1% 281 1% 28% 2% 85% 95% No
Hispanic 125 BO% 238 81% Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin 224 92% 488 93% Yes
English Language Leamers 122 7% 231 78% Yes-Cl
Students with Disabiliies 116 53% 223 57% 36% ~11% 85% 95% No
Economically Disadvantaged 337 75% 629 77% Yes-Cl
Met Reading Chjective? No
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Sfep 1 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
o Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/Index |\ srate | Local
Objective  88% FAY-T | Index | FAYT | index | PriorYr | Reduced | Cttesia | Curent | AYP
All Students 554 74% 1,084 7% Yes
American Indian/Aleska Native 5
AsiznfPacific Islander 39
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 156 57% 281 58% 40% ~T%- 85% 95% No
Hispanic 128 70% 238 74% Yes
White, not of Hispanie Origin 229 87% AB7 88% Yes
English Language Learners 122 54% 231 69% Yes
Students with Disabilites 116 44% 222 A47% 48% ~10% 85% 95% No
Economically Disadvaniaged 337 64% 829 67% Yes-Cl

Met Mathematics Objective?

No




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3269 Radison Metropolitan

Schoot: 0710 Sherman Mid

Tested Grades:

6,7.8

School Enroflment: 381

Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
AYP Status AYP Stafus AYE Statis
Test Participation Yes Satisfactory Yes Safisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicator Yes Safisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Reading Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Mathem atics Yes Setisfactory Yes Satisfaciory No Saﬁsfac{ory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? Yes Yes No
SCHOOL Status: Satisfactory Satisfaciory Satisfactory
Not Title |
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
Objective  95% Enrolled | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP . Lacal
Al Students 385 100% 746 100% Yes Objective Cumment  Growth  AYP
2 B,
American Indian/Alaska Native 2 Aftendance 85% | 98% | | Yes
Asian/Pacific Islander 52 100% 104 100% Yes Met Other Indicator Objective? Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 134 100% 258 100% Yes Key
Hispanic 70 | 100% 126 1 100% | Yes | g Confidence Interval
Whlt‘e, aot of Hispanic Origin 127 100% 254 100% Yes Envolled: The fotal students envolled in tested grades,
English Language Leamers 94 100% 184 100% Yes EAY-T:  Number of Full Academic Year students fested,
Students with Diszbilties 77 ] 100% 144 | 100% | Yes | |ndex:  Proficiency index
Economically Disadvantaged 271 100% 510 100% Yes NIA: insufficient data for reliable determination,
Met Test Parlicipation Objective? Yes SH: . Safe Harbot
READING Safe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
] Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/index |y gtate Local
Objective  80% FAY.T | index FAY-T | index | Prior¥r | Reduced | Cilteria | Cument | AYP
Al Students 333 86% 644 85% Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native 2
Asian/Pasific istander 46 80% 895 84% Yes
Biack, not of Hispanic Orlgin 106 B0% 20 79% Yes
Hispanic 63 82% 116 80% Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin 116 94% 229 93% Yes
English Language Leamers 79 80% 166 T7% : Yes
Students with Disabilities 83 59% 116 57% 43% 8% 85% 26% Yes-SH |
Economicaily Disadvantaged 225 83% 427 B81% Yes
Met Reading Objeciive? Yes
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Step 2
o Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/index [ wyygiate | Local
Objective  68% FAYT | index | FAY-T | index | Prior¥r | Reduced | Crteria | Cument | AYP
All Students 333 4% 644 7% ' Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native 2
Asian/Pacific Islander 48 85% 95 82% Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Ctigin 108 8% 201 62% Yes-C3
Hispanic 63 58% 116 75% . Yes
White, not of Hispanic Orlgin 118 88% 229 89% Yes
English Language Leamers 79 68% 166 74% Yes
Students with Disabilities 63 48% 116 50% 45% % 85% 96% No
Economically Disadvantaged 225 659% 427 1% Yes
Met Mathematics Objective? No




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3269 Wladison Metropolitan Tesfed Grades: 10
School: 0840 Wagt Hi ‘ Schoof Enrollment: 2,087
Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary
2008-08 200910 2010-41
AYP Sfa,fus AYP ?13!05 AYP Status
Test Participation Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicator Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Reading Yes Level { Improved Yes Batisfactory No Satisfactory
AMathematics Yes Satisfactory | Yes Satistactory No Satisfactory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? Yes L ' No
SCHOOL Status: Lavel 1 Improved Satisfactory Satisfactory
Not Tifle |
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
Objective  95% Enrolied | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP L Local
All Studenis 557 8% 1,052 98% Yes Objective Current  Growth  AYP
i 0 0,
Ametican Indiar/Aiaska Native 5 Graduation 8% | 93% ] | Yes
Asian{Pagific islander 67 7% 117 98% Yes Met Other Indicator Objective? Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 85 95% 185 86% Yes Key '
His}f)anic _ N 87 98% 152 88% Yes ok Confidence Interval
Wh*t_e= not of Hispanic Origin 308 98% 570 98% Yes Enrolied: The total students enrolled in tested grades.
English Language Learners 66 98% 129 99% | Yes | pav.T:  Number of Full Academic Year students tested.
Studenist with D_isabiiities 63 7% 135 96% Yes Index:  Proficiency Index ‘ ]
Economically Disadvantaged 178 7% 359 98% Yes | wia: insufficient data for refiable determination.
Met Test Participation Objective? ‘ Yeos SH: Safe Marbor
READING $ale Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Step 2
o Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/indeX | vy seate | Logar
Objective  80% FAYT | Index | FAY-T | index | Prior¥s | Reduced | Criteria | Cument | AYP
All Students . 510 88% 241 88% Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native 7
Aslan/Pacific Islander ’ 58 90% 102 84% Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 71 55% 181 70% 26% 27% 85% Growth No
Hispanic 78 74% 135 72% Yes-Cl
White, not of Hispanic Origin 2586 97% 540 97% Yes
English Language Learners 60 61% 118 56% 38% 22% 2% 3% Yes-SH
Studenis with Disabilities &1 52% 116 56% 38% 8% 10% 50% Ne
Feonomically Disadvantaged 148 67% 268 56% 34% 2% 21% 458% No
Met Reading Objective? No
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Sfep 7 Safe Harbor Slep 2
o Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/IndeX | \wj gtate |  Logas
Objective  68% FAY-T Index FAY-T index | PriorYr | Reduced | Crteria | Cument | AYP
Al Students 507 85% 938 85% ' Yes
American IndianfAlaska Nafive 7 .
AstanfPacific lslander 58 85% 102 82% Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Crigin 65 53% 148 a81% Yes-Ci
Hisparic T T0% 134 68% Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin 206 .86% 540 86% Yes
English Language Leamers 8} 83% 115 52% Yes-Ci
Students with Disabilities 58 47% 113 51% 41% ~14% 10% 50% No
Economically Disadvantaged 146 58% 286 &60% Yes-Cl
Met Mathematics Objective? : No




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL. PERFORMANCE: 201011

District: 3269  pjadison Metropolitan
Schoof: 0315 Whitehorse Mid

Tested Grades;

6,78

Scheol Enrofiment: 423

Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary

2008-09 2009-10 201011
_AYP Status AYP Status AYP Status
Test Participation Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicator Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfaciory
Reading No Safisfactory Yes Satisfaciory No Satisfactory
Mathematics Yes Satistactory Yes Satisfactory No Safisfaciory
Met Adequafe Yearly Progress? No Yes No
SCHOOL. Status: Setistactory Satisfactory Satisfactory
Not Title |
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
Objective  85% Enrolled | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP L Local
A" Stu dents 475 180% B71 100% Yes Objectlve Current Growth AYP
Attend 9
American indianiAlaska Native 5 Hendance 85% | 8% | | Yes
Asian/Pacific Islander 19 ] Met Other Indicator Objective?  Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 101 100% 216 100% Yes Key
Hispanic - 57 100% 107 100% Yes cL: Confidence Interval
tht‘e, not of Hispanic Origln 243 100% 4598 100% Yes Enrofied: The fotal students enrolied in tested grades.
English Language Leamers 49 100% a0 100% Yes EAY-T:  Number of Full Academic Year students tested.
S{udents. with Disabilities 77 100% 164 100% Yes Index;  Proficiency Index
Economically Disadvantaged 198 100% 419 100% Yes NIA: Insufficient data for reliable determination.
Met Test Participation Objective? Yes SH: Safe Harbor '
Safe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Step 2
READING Not Proficient/Index
o . Current Year Two-Year ro Wi State Local
Objective  80% FAY-T | ndex | FAY-T | index | Prior¥r | Reduced | Criteria | Cument | AYP
All Students 393 89% 791 89% Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native 4
Asian/Pacific Islander 18
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 88 77% 176 76% Yes-Cl
Hispanic 50 82% 94 85% Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin 232 84% 4758 94% Yes
English {anguage Learners 41 78% 77 81% Yes
Students with Disabiities T2 56% 142 £8% 3% -19% 85% 7% Ne
Economically Disadvantaged 174 8% 351 79% Yes
Met Reading Objective? No
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Sfep 1 Safe Warbor Step 2
) . Gurrent Year Two-Year Not Proficientindex | w) state | Locar
Objective  68% FAY-T | index | FAY-T | Index | Prior¥r | Reduced | Ciiteria | Curent | AYP
All Students 393 78% 791 81% Yoo
American Indian/Alaska Native 4
Asian/Pacific Islander 19
Black, not of Hispasle Origin &8 55% 176 59% Yes-Gi
Hispanic 50 58% 84 73% Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin 232 90% 475 91% Yes
English Language Leamers 41 58% 77 64% Yes-Cl
Students with Disabiliffes 72 40% 142 48% 42% -19% 85% 87% MNo
Ecohamically Disadvantaged 174 63% 351 68% Yes
et Mathematics Objective? No




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL. PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

Disirict: 3269  WMjadison Metropolitan
School: 0080 Cherokee Heights hitict

Tested Grades:

67,8

Schoof Enrollment; 524

Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary
2008-09 2609-10 C2040-11
AYP Stalus AYP Status AYP Status
Test Participation Yes Satligfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicator Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Reading No Level Yes Level T Improved No Level 2
Mathematics Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory No Safisfactory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? No Yes ' No
SCHOOL Siatus: Level 1 Level 1 Improved Level 2
Not Title |
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
Objective  95% Enrolled | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP o Local
Al Students 533 100% 1,066 100% Yes Objective Curent  Growth  AYP
L/
American Indian/Alska Native 5 Atiendance 85% | 97% | [ Yes
Aslan/Pacific Istander 44 100% 83 100% Yes Met Other Indicator Objective? Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 184 100% 356 100% Yes Key
Hispanic 111 100% 208 100% Yes o Confidence nterval
- : : >
Whlﬁ'e, not of Hispanic Crigin 188 100% 410 100% Yos Enrolied: The total students enrolled in tested grades.
English Language Leamers 109 100% 206 100% Yes FAY-T:  Number of Full Academic Year students tested.
Students with Djsabisﬁies 107 106% 212 100% Yes index:  Proficiency Index
Economically Disadvantaged 332 | 100% 623 100% | Yes | wia: Insufficient data for refiable determination.
Met Test Participation Objective? Yoo SH: Safe Harbor
READING Safe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Step 2
. . Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/index | v gtate | Locar
Objective  B0% FAY-T | Index | FAY-T | index | Prior¥r | Reduced | Clteria | Cument | AYP
Aii Students 438 81% 863 B1% : Yes
American indlan/Alaska Nafive 2
Astan/Pacific Islander 38
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 129 86% 253 B5% . 36% 10% 85% 26% Yes-5H
Hispanic a7 70% 183 69% Yes-C}
White, not of Hispanie Osdgin 170 9T% 379 97% Yes
English Language Learners gz 65% 176 62% 35% 19% 85% 97% Yes-BH
Students with Disabilities g0 46% 178 49% 42% ~13% B85% 95% No
Economically Disadvantaged 253 70% 486 88% 3% 13% 85% 86% Yes-SH
HMet Reading Objective? No
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Sfep 7 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
o Current Year Two-Year Not Proficlent/index | vy state |  Local
Objective  68% FAY-T index EAY-T index | PriorYr | Reduced | Ciiteria | Cument | AYP
All Students 436 73% 893 75% ' Yos
American Indlan/Alaska Native 2
Asian/Pacific Islander 38
Black, not of Hispanic Ovigin 128 48% 253 54% 42% «12% 85% 6% No
Hispanic a7 655% 183 85% Yes-Cl
White, not of Hispanic Origin 170 84% 378 93% Yes
English Language Leamers 92 58% 176 58% Yes-Cl
Studenis with Disabilifies g0 34% 178 41% 46% <30% 85% 95% No
Economically Disadvantaged 253 8% 486 &0% 38% 5% 85% 98% No
Met Mathematics Objective? No




Prefiminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3269  Miadison Metropolitan

School: 0150 Eget Hi

Tesfed Grades:

10

Scheol Enroilment: 1,617

Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary _
200808 2009-10 2010-11
AYP Sfatus AYP Status AYP Sfatus
Test Participation No Sefisfactory No Level 1 No Level 2
Other Academic indicator No Safistactory Yes Satisfactory No Satisfactory
Reading No Level 3 No Level 4 Mo Level s
Mathematics No tevei3 No Level 4 No Level 5
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? No No No
SCHOOL Status: Level 3 Level 4 Level 5
Mot Title |
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Twe-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
Objective  85% Enolled | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP o Logal
All Students 388 S7% Ta7 S7% Yos Objﬁl}tﬂf& Current  Growth AYP
. : duati g
American Indian/Alaska Native 4 Graduetion 86% ! 5% i ho ] No
Asian/Pacific Isiander 42 100% 80 89% Yes HMet Other Indicator Objective?  No
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 114 94% 233 85% | - Yes Key '
Hispanic 57 100% 108 88% Yes cl: Confidencs Interval
White, not of Hispanic Origin 2 | 98% 361 9% | _Yes | Enrolled: The total students enrolied in tested grades.
English Language Learners 85 100% 127 §8% Yes FAY-T:  Number of Full Academic Year students tested.
Students with Disabilities 77 94% 148 92% 1 MNo | jngex:  Proficiency index
Economically Disadvantaged 218 95% 450 96% Yes MiA tnsufficient data for reliable determination.
Met Test Parficipations Objective? No SH: Safz Harbor
READING Safe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Step 2
S Current Year Two-Year Net Proficlentindex | v sate tocal
Objective  80% FAYT | Index | FAY-T | index | Prior¥r | Reduced | Criteria | Cument | AYP
Al Students 315 B0% 850 - 80% Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native 3
AsianfPacific Islander 37 .
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 73 64% 160 68% 28% -26% 5% 48% No
Hispanie 48 72% 88 7% . Yes-Cl
White, not of Hispanic Origin 164 94% 326 93% . Yes
English Language Learners 54 49% 107 438% 41% 4% 2% 37% No
Students with Disabiiitles 59 86% 114 52% 48% 17% 10% 45% Yes-SH
Economically Disadvantaged 158 64% 338 6% 32% -13% 21% 48% No
Mef Reading Objective? No
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Siep 7 Safe Harbor Step 2
A - ;
) Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/Index | wigiate | 1ocar
Objective  68% FAY-T | index | FAY-T | Index | Pror¥r | Reduced | Ciiteria | Cument | AYP
All Students 315 73% 648 73% Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native 3
Asian/Pacifle Islander 37
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 73 48% 153 53% 42% «48% 5% 48% No
Hispanic 48 64% 85 62% Yes-Cl
White, nof of Hispanic Origin 154 890% 325 88% Yes
Engllsh Language Leamers 54 50% 107 45% Yes-Cl
Students with Disabilities 59 40% 112 34% 89% 17% 10% 45% Yes-SH
Economically Disadvantaged 158 55% 338 58% 40% - 5% 21% 4B% No
Met Mathematics Objective? No




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3269 pMadison Metropolitan

School: 0420 | aFoliette Hi

Tested Grades:

10

School Enrofiment: 1,580

-~ Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary

B 2008-09 2009-10 20410-14
AYP Status AYP Status AYP Stafus
Test Participation Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicator Yes Satisfactory ho Satisfactory Yes Satistactory
Reading Yes Levei 2 improved No Level3 Yesg tevel 3 [mproved ‘
Mathematics No tevel 1 No Levei 2 Mo lLevel 3
Met Adequate Yearly Progress? No No No
SCHOOL, Status; Level 2 Improved Level 3 Level 3
Not Title |
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year QOTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
Objective  95% Enrolted | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYE oo Local
All Students 408 9% 804 °5% Yes Objective Cyrent  Growth  AYP
Graduath
American Indtan/Alaska Native 5 raduation 85% | 85% | [ Yes
Asfan/Pacific Istander 3 HMet Other Indicator Objective? Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 108 97% 218 98% Yes Key
Hispanic 1) 97% 118 98% Yes cl Confidence Interval
Wh‘tf"- not of Hispanic Origin o0 100% 398 100% Yes Enrolled: The tofal students enrolled in tested grades,
English Language Leainers 52 98% i 8% Yes FAY-T:  MNumber of Full Academic Year students tested.
Siudents. with Disabiities 88 87% 170 97% Yes Index: Proficiency index
Economically Disadvantaged 215 98% 412 98% Yes N/A: Insufficient data for reliable determination.
Met Test Parﬁcl'pation Objec’ﬁVE? Yes SH: Safe Harbor
READING Safe Harbor Siep 1 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
o . Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/index |y gtate Leoal
Cbjective  80% FAY-T | Index | FAY-T | ndex | PriorYr | Reduced | Ciltesia | Cument | AYP
All Students 351 TT% 684 % Yes-Cl
Amegican Indian/Alaska Native 4
AsianiPacific Islander 28 .
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 84 64% 161 62% £1% 13% 5% 34% Yes-SH
Hispanic 54 T0% 98 65% Yes-Cl
White, not of Hispanic Origin 183 85% 370 86% Yes
English Language Learners 38 .
Students with Disabilities 72 48% 135 45% 56% 6% 85% Growth Yes-SH
Economically Disadvantaged 170 87% 317 65% 38% 4% 85% Growth Yes-5H
Met Reading Objective? Yes
WMATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Sfep 1 Safe Harbor Step 2
o Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/lndex | ywigate | Logat
Objective  68% FAY-T | Index | FAY-T | index | Prior¥r | Reduoed | Criteria | Curent | AYP
All Students 3560 T0% 684 69% Yes
American indlan/Alaska Native 4
Asian/Pacific Islander 26
Black, not of Hispanic Origin B4 54% 162 82% 81% 8% 5% 34% Yes-SH
Hispanic 54 81% o8 56% Yes-Ci
White, not of Hispanic Origin 182 79% 369 81% Yes
English Language Leamers 8
Students with Disabilities 72 30% 136 31% 67% 5% 85% Growth No -
Egonomically Disadvantaged 170 56% 318 55% 46% -1% 85% Growth No

Met Mathematics Objective?

No




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3269 Madison Metropolitan

School: 0475 Leopold El

Tested Grades:
School Enroftment: 704

34,5

Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary L
2008-09 2009-10 : 2010-11
AYP Status AYP  Status AYP Siafus
Test Participation Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicator Yes Satisfactory ¢ Yes Safisfactory Yeg Satisfactory
Reading Ne Levet 1 Yes Level 1 Improved No Level 2
Mathematics Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Met Adeguate Yearly Progiess? No Yes No
SCHOOL Status: Level 1 Level 1 improved Level 2
Tifte 1-SwP
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
. Objective  95% | Emrolied | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP L focal
Al Students 377 100% 703 100% Yes ObjECtEVe Current  Growih AYP
M 50 {+]
American Indlan/Alaska Native 3 Alendance85% | 98% | |_Yes
AsianiPaciiic Islander 14 Met Other Indicator Objective?. Yes
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 140 100% 251 100% Yes Key
Hispanic . 118 99% 215 100% Yes cl: Confidence interval
Wh“f"" not of Hispanic Origin 105 100% 207 100% Yes Enrolied: The fotal students enrolied in tested grades.
Eﬂg‘fsh Language Leamers 1189 160% . 226 100% Yes FAY-T: Number of Full Academic Year students tested.
Studenis with Disabilities 58 100% 104 100% Yes Index:  Proficiency tndex
Economically Disadvantaged 271 100% 496 100% Yes NiA: insufficient data for reliable determination.
Met Test FParticipation Objective? Yes SH;: Safe Harbor
READING Safe Harbor Sfep Safe Harbor Step 2
o N Current Year Two-Year Not Proficlentfindex | w gpaee Local
Objective  80% FAY-T index FAY-T index | PriorYr | Reduced | Citeria | Cument | AYP
All Students 286 78% §61 78% Yes-Cl
American Indian/Alaska Native 1
“AsianfPacific Istander 11
Black, not of Hispanic Crigin 81 87% 163 1% 25% 4% 85% 96% MNo
Hispanic 102 71% 188 66% ' Yes-Ct
Whita, not of Hispanic Origin 91 96% 186 94% Yes
English Language Learners 103 70% 183 §6% Yes-COf
Students with Disabilifes 47 84% 86 8% : Yes-Cl
Economically Disadvantaged 184 58% 362 68% 33% 8% 85% 97% Yes-SiH
Met Reading Objective? No
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Step 7 Safe Harbor Step 2
r »
o . Current Year Two-Year Not Proficientindex | iy state | * Locaf
Objective  68% FAY.-T | Index | FAY-T | Index | Prior¥r | Reduced | Crteria | Cugent ; AYP
All Studenis 286 74% 861 | T2% ' Yes
American Indian/Alaska Native 4
Asian/Pacific Istander 11
Biack, not of Hispanic QOdgin 81 58% 163 58% Yeos-Cl
Hispanic 102 71% 188 65% Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin g1 91% 186 1% Yes
English Language Learners 103 70% 193 65% Yoz
Students with Disabilities 47 86% 86 58% Yes-Gi
Economically Dissdvantaged 184 64% 382 60% Yes-Cl
Met Mathematics Objective? Yes




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3269 Mpadison Metropolitan

School: 0360 Hlemorial Hi

Tested Grades: 10
Schoof Enroliment; 1,866

Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary

2008-09 200910 2010-11
- AYP Status AYP Status AYP Status
Test Participation Yes Satisfactory fes Satisfactory Yas Satisfactory
Otiher Academic Indicator © Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory Yes Satisfactory
Reading Yes Satisfactory No Satistactory No Level 1
Mathematics Yes Safisfactory No Sa&is'iactcmf Yes Satisfactory
Met Adequate Yearly Progress?, Yes No No
‘ SCHOOL Status: Satisfactory Satisfactory Level 1
Not Title |
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADEMIC INDICATOR
QObjeciive  95% Enralled | Tested | Enrolled | Tested AYP L Local
All Students 457 98% o915 T 99% You Objective Current  Growih  AYP
3 0, Qy
American indianAlaska Native 2 ) Gradustion 85% | 88% | | Yes
Asian/Pacific Islander 50 98% 116 99% Yes Met Other Indicator Objective? Yes
Black, nof of Hispanic Origin 87 95% 203 96% Yes Key
Hispanic _ . 81 88% 1 29% Yes Ch Gonfidence Interval
White, not of Hispanic Origin 247 98% 488 29% Yes Enrolled; The tofal students enrolied in tested grades.
English Language Learners 53 100% 95 100% Yes FAY-T:  Number of Full Academtic Year students tested.
Students with Disabliities 65 98% 158 9% Yes Index:  Proficiency Index
Economically Disadvantaged 150 98% 322 98% Yes NIA: insufficient data for reliable determination,
Met Test Parficipation Objective? Yeos SH: Safe Harbor
Sate Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Step 2
READING ' Not Proficientfinde
o Current Year Two-Year X | wiState | Local
Objective  80% FAYT | Index | EAYF ] wndex | Prior¥r | Reduced | Criteria | Cument | AYP
All Students 405 87% " 808 86% Yes
American IndianfAlaska Native
AstaniPacific isiander 54 85% 103 92% Yes
Biack, not of Hispanic Origin B7 63% 151 61% 42% 20% 5% A3% Yes-SH
Hispanic 49 B7% B3 0% Yes-Ci
White, not of Hispanic Origin 235 96% 466 96% Yes
English Language Learners 42 58% 74 58% 30% 5% 2% 28% Yes-SH
Students with Disabilities 58 54% 139 6% 41% 1% 10% A2% Mo
Economically Disadvaniaged 119 B5% 251 63% 39% 13% 21% ;  45% Yes-SH
HMet Reading Objective? No
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Step 7 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
o . Current Year Two-Year Nof Proficientfindex | i geute Local
Objective  68% FAYT | Index | FAY-T | index | PhorYr | Reduced | Crieria | Cument | AYP
Al Students 404 85% 807 82% Yes
Arnerican Indian/Alaska Native
Asian/Pacific Islander 54 95% 103 1% Yes
Biack, not of Hispanic Origin 66 55% 150 47% Yes-Cl
Hispanic 49 © B4% 83 67% Yes-Ci
VWhite, not of Hispanic Orgin 235 96% 466 94% Yes
English Language Learners 42 55% 74 59% Yes-Cl
Students with Disabiiities 57 48% 138 44% 58% 16% 10% A2% Yes-SH
Economically Disadvantaged 118 58% 250 54% Yes-Cl

Met Mathematics Objective?

Yes




Preliminary ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL PERFORMANCE: 2010-11

District: 3269 Wadison Metropolitan
School: 0620 Teki Mid

Testfed Grades:

6,78

School Enrollment: 477

Adequate Yearly Progress - School Review Summary
2008-09 2009-10 2040-41
AYP 8faius AYP §tatus AYP Siatus
Test Participation Yes Satisfactory Yes Satistactory Yes Satisfactory
Other Academic Indicafor Yes . Satisfactory Yes Sgﬁsfaciory Yes Saﬁsfactor‘y
Reading No Level 1 No Level2 No Level 3
Mathematics Yes Safisfactory Yes Satisfactory No Satisfactory
fMet Adequate Yearly Progress? No No No
SCHOOL Status: Levet 1 Level 2 Level 3
Not Title {
TEST PARTICIPATION Current Year Two-Year OTHER ACADERMIC INDICATOR
Objective  95% Enrolled | Tested | Enrolied | Tested AYP ) Locat -
All Students “agt Qo | o975 99% Ves Objective Current  Growth  AYP
- [ o, .
American Indian/Alaska Native 3 Atendance B5% | 97% | | Yes
Astan/Pacific lslander 34 Met Other Indicator Objective? Yes
Biack, not of Hispanic Crigin 187 & 98% 341 9% Yes Key
Hispanic - . ' 67 100% 126 100% Yes | e Confidence interval .
Wéhite, not of Hispanic Origin 210 100% 435 99% Yes Envolled: The total students enrolied in tested grades.
Engish Language Learmers 5 1 100% 8 | 100% | Yes | Fav.T:  Number of Full Academic Year students testad.
Students' with D-isabiliﬁes 102 §7% 225 6% Yes Index:  Proficiency Index
Economically Disadvantaged 248 88% 494 95% Yes N/A; Insufficlent data for reffable defermination.
Met Test Participation Objective? Yes SH: Safe Harbor
READING Safe Harbor Sfep 7 Safe Harhor Step 2
o Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/indeX | i gtate | ocar
Objective  80% FAYT | index | FAY-T | Index | ProrYr | Reduced | Crteria | Cument | AYP
All Students a0 84% 831 82% Yes
American indien/Alaska Native 3
Aslan/Pacific Istander 33
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 118 89% 252 53% 42% 26% 85% 96% Yes-SH
Hispanic ) £6 75% 104 74% Yes-Cl
White, not of Hispanic Origin 200 96% 407 96% Yes
Englich Language Learners 45 B53% a6 64% Yes-Ci
Students with Disabilities 83 49% 185 £9% 48% 5% 85% 95% No
Economically Disadvantaged 184 0% 378 66% 3% 19% 85% 96% Yes-SH
Met Reading Objective? No
MATHEMATICS Safe Harbor Step 1 Safe Harbor Sfep 2
i i Current Year Two-Year Not Proficient/indeX | vy state | 1ocal
~ Objective  68% FAY-T | Index | FAY-T | index | PriorYr | Reduced | Crtera | Cument | AYP
W
American indian/Alaska Native 3
Asian/Pacific Istander 33
Black, not of Hispanic Origin 116  54% 253 52% 50% 1% 85% 96% Yes-SH
Hispanic 56 1% 104 65% Yes
White, not of Hispanic Origin 200 93% 407 92% Yes
Englich Language Learners 46 80% 96 8% Yes-Cl
Students with Disabilities 83 7% 186 42% 82% 8% 85% 95% No
Economically Disadvantaged 184 59% 278 56% Yes-Cl
Met Mathematics Objective? No




Adeguate Yearly Progress (AYP)

What is AYP and How js it Calculated?

Each year under the federal education law No Child Leff Behind (NC1LB), &ll Wisconsin public schools
and districts must meet the state’s four Adequafe Yearly Progress (AYP) Objectives. Each objective
and the methods used fo determine if each objective has been met are described below.

2010-11

Graduation or Attendance —- Elementary and middie schools must have an attendance rate of ai least 85% or
show growth over the prior year. High schools that graduate students must have Legacy high school graduation
rates of at least 85% or show at least 2% growth over the prior year.

Test Participation — 95% of all students enrolled in the tested grade(s) during the testing window must
participate in the Wisconsin Student Assessment System (WSAS), which includes the Wisconsin Knowledge
and Concepfs Examinations (WKCE) and the Wisconsin Alternafe Assessment for Students with Disabilities
fWAA-SwD). The test participation objective is met using the current vear's participation rate or a two-year
average pardicipation in the Reading or Mathematics examinations.

Reading — A school or district must achieve a proficlency index of 80.5%.

Mathematics ~— A school or district must achieve 2 proficiency Index of 68.5%,

The Test Participation, Reading, and Mathematics objectives above apply to all students in the tested
grades and fo subgroups of sufficient size. The subgroups include five major racial/ethnic groups,
students with disabilifies, English Language Learners, and economically disadvantaged students.

The proficiency index for Reading and Mathematics is calculated by assigning one point for each full
acatlemic year (FAY) student who scores in the Proficient or Advanced categories on the WSAS plus
one-half point for each student scoring in the Basio category. The fotal points are divided by the total
number of FAY students tested fo calculale the proficiency index.

in Reading and Mathemalics, a confidence inferval may be applied o the AYP decision. A confidence
interval increases consisiency of the accountability decisions similar to the margin of error associated
with an opinion poll,

The Reading and Mathematics objectives also include Safe Harbor provisions for those missing the
annual AYP oblective. Safe Harbor allows a school or district fo demonstirate growth by showing 8 10%
reduction in the percent of students scoring in the Basic or Minimal Performance range and reaching the

criferia for another academic indicator: graduation, attendance or science. A confidence interval is also
applied to Safe Harbor calculations.

Schools that miss the same AYP objective for two consecutive years are identified for improvement,
District AYP determinations are based on the aggregate of ail students at each grade span, elementary,
middle, and high school. Districts that miss the same objective at all three grade spans for two
consecutive years are identified as in need of improvement. Schools and districts identified for
improvement face federal sancfions if they receive Title | funds. State and Federal laws require publication
of school and district performance reports and identification of schools and districts that do not make AYP.

Staie and federal lews require the annual review of school performance {o determine if student academic
achievemnent and progress is adequate. The review includes a comparison of actua! achievement levals
of studenis in Reading and Mathematics and Wisconsin's annual measurable objectives (AMO) in these
subjects. These annual measurable objeciives were setf separately based on

ExplainAYP11.docx



actual achievement levels of students in 2001-02 and increase over fime. The same annual measurable
oblectives apply to all districts, schools, and student groups in the Wisconsin public school system.

Summary AYP information is available on the web for each Wisconsin school and district as well as
examples and fechnical defails. Care should be taken when communicating test results and AYP
calclations fo profect student privacy.  See:  www.dpl.wi.govioeafndf/ayp examplell.pdf and

www.dpl.wi.govioea/bdffavp explanatorydl.pdf

An AYP Primer - This is a two page document that gives a basic overview of Adequate Yearly Progress
policy. See: www.dpi.wi.gov/esealpdffaypprimer. pdf

Annual Measurable Objectives for Reading and Mathematics
2002-03 through 2013-14
PERCENT OF Wi STUDENTS WHO NEED TO SCORE AT PROFICIENT/ADVANCED
Annual Measurable Objectives (AMO)

READING MATHEMATICS
Starting Point 2001-02 61% 37%
2002-03 61% 37%
2003-04 61% 37%
intermediate Goal 2004-05 87.5% A7 5%
{Begin 3-8 testing) 2005-06 87.5% 47.5%
2006-07 67.5% 47 5%
intermediate Goal 2007-08 T4% 58%
2008-08 74% 58%
2009-10 74% 58%
intermediate Goal 2010-14 80.5% 68.5%
Intermediate Goal 2011-12 87% 79%
intermediate Goal 2012-13 93.5% 80.5%
Goal: All Proficient 2013-14 100% 100%

ExplainAYP11.docx



~ EXPLANATORY NOTES —
ANNUAL REVIEW OF SCHOOL AND DISTRICT PERFORMANCE

Introduction

Protecting Student Privacy:

Many portions of the Annual Review of School/District Performance are for school and district
use, as they may contain personally identifiable student information whose release may be a
violation of pupil records law. The Adequate Yearly Progress — School Review Summary and the
Adequate Yearly Progress — District Review Summary boxes at the top of report (with bold
borders) are public information. Legal counsel should be consulted prior to public release of
data other than the AYP Review Summary information.

Student Subgroups.and Minimum Subgroup Size:

Under No Child Left Behind (NCLB), schools as a whole (all tested grades) and districts (by
grade-span) are held accountable for student performance in nine subgroups: All Students, each
of five major racial/ethnic categories (American Indian, Asian/Pacific Islander, Black, Hispanic,
and White), English Language Learners (ELL), Students with Disabilities, and Economically
Disadvantaged students. In Wisconsin, resulis are publicly reported for subgroups greater than

5 students. However, for AYP purposes, the minimum: number of studenis needed to make valid
accountability decisions for schools or districts is defined as 40 for subgroups. Student
subgroups not mesting these minimum cell size requirements at the school level are evaluated for

accountability purposes in the all student group and at the district level when sufficient cell size
is met.

Schools with Small Numbers of Students or No Tested Grades:

Under NCLB, all public schools and districts must be held accountable. Schools without a tested
grade and those with fewer than 6 Full Academic Year (FAY) students in tested grades are
evaluated for accountability purposes by their district using locally available evidence of meeting
the AYP objectives.

Pull Academic Year:

A full academic year (FAY) student is defined as one continuously enrolled through the
Wisconsin Student Locator System (WSLS) for 9.25 academic months prior to testing. This is
approximately the time from the fall festing window to the prior year’s third Friday of September
enrollment count. Since each district determines ifs own start date each fall, there isno
“statewide™ starting date for calculating a full academic year; FAY is calculated individually for

each district through dates submitted to WSLS. See dpi.wi.pov/lbstat/isescale.html for more
information.

Sources of Information Used for Determining Accountability:

Information contained in the 4¥YP Review Summary is based on results from the Wisconsin

Student Assessment System (WSAS), which consists of the Wisconsin Knowledge and Concepts
. Examination (WKCE) and the Wisconsin Alternate Assessment for Students with Disabilities

(WAA-SwD); and graduation and attendance information submitied by districts for the

Wisconsin School Performance Report (SPR) through the Individual Studerns Envollment System
(ISES).



Schools

A school misses AYP for an objective if one or more student subgroups meets minimum cell size
and fails to meet the AYP criterion for that objective. Missing AYP in that same objective for
two or more consecutive years results in a designation as a “School Identified for Improvement,”
or SIFI Level 1-5, corresponding to the number of years that the same objective has placed them
in improvement status. If a SIFI meets AYP for that objective the following year, the school is
designated as “improved.” If a SIFT Level 1-5 Improved school meets AYP for a second
consecutive year in that objective, it receives a “satisfactory” designation. The overall
accountability status of a school or district is equal to the highest improvement level of its four
AYP objectives.

An AYP determination of “N/A,” representing “Not Applicable,” appears if the school or district
did not have enough students fo meet Wisconsin’s minimum subgroup size {described above) or
has only one year of data. Schools and districts that have met all their AYP objectives for two
consecutive years are designated “Satisfactory.” ‘ ‘ o '

Districts .

Districts are evaluated for AYP in a manner similar o that used for evaluating schools, as
described above, The difference is that districts are evaluated at each of three grade spans in
which they have tested grades: Elementary (3-5), Middle (6-8), and High School (10). To be
designated as a “District Identified for Improvement,” or DIFI, a district must miss the same
objective at all relevant grade spans for two consecutive years.

Sanctions
Schools and districts that receive federal Title I funds are subject to sanctions for failing to meet
AYP for two or more consecutive years; complete descriptions of the Title I sanctions are
available at www.dpi.wi.gov/esea/doc/sanctions-schools.doc and
www.dpi.wi.gov/esea/doc/sanctions-districts.doc, respectively. Additional information about

- “Corrective Action and Restructuring for Schools Identified for Improvement” is found in ESE4
Information Update Bulletin No. 04.02 at dpi.wi.gov/esea/bulletins. html.

Understanding Each Part of the Annual Review of School/District Performance Report:

Adeguate Yearly Progress — School/District Review Summary:
The summary contains publicly-available information, lists the AYP status for both the current

year and a two-year average for each of the four criteria used to determine AYP (described
below):
e Test Participation,
"« the Other Academic Indicator (Graduation or Attendance), and
» Reading and Mathematics proficiency.

All public schools and public school districts will be accountable for the performance of student
subgroups—including major racial/ethnic subgroups, students with disabilities, limited English proficient
stndents, and economically disadvantaged students—through the AYP determination.

The performance of all students enrolled, as well as the following subgroups, outlined in NCLB sec.
11112} CYUY), are measured against established annual proficiency objectives and participation goals.



° The racial/ethnic groups are the same as the groups used on the Earollment Report (P1-1290), and on the IDEA Federal
© Student Data Report (PE-2197) Wisconsin Administrative Code, and are as follows:
~ Asian/Pacific Islander,

- Black, Not of Hispanic Origin,

- Hispanic,

~ American Indian/Alaskan Native,

- White, Not of Hispanic Origin
* An "economicatly disadvantaged” student is a student who is a mermber of a household that meets the income eligibility
guidelines for free or reduced-price meals (less than or equal to 185% of Federal Poverty Guidelines) under the
National School Lunch Program.
A "stadent with e disability," Le., SwD, is 2 student who is considered eligible for the December 1 federal child count
as reported by the district to the WDPI on the TDEA Federal Student Data Report (PE-2197) Wisconsin Adminisirative
Code. ’
+ An English Language Learner is a student with limited English proficiency who scores at one of five limited English

proficiency levels on 2 WDPI approved English proficiency assessment instrument, as defined in Wisconsin

Administrative Rute P1 13. See www.legis state. wi.us/rsb/code/pi/pi013 pdf

®

In addition, the proficiency rates for recently exited stodents (within two years) are included in
the evaluation of two of the sub-groups, English Language Learners (ELP 6) and Students with
Disabilities (under IDEA). The counts of these students are not displayed due to space
limitations.

Complete information regarding federal and state accountability policies for Wisconsin public
schools is available at dpi.wi.gov/oea/acct/index.hirnd .

Test Participation: ‘

Under NCLB, schools and districts are required to test at least 25% of students enrolled at the
time of testing for all student groups that meet minimum cell size requirements. This may be
met throngh either the current year or a two-year average. Test Participation is calculated by
dividing the number of students tested in Reading or Mathematics by the total enrollment in the
tested grades (3-8 and 10) at the time of testing and expressing the result as a percentage.

Other Academic Indicator (Graduation or Attendance):
Schools and districts must also meet required criteria for the Other Academic Indicator, or show
growth from the prior school year on that indicator, as follows:
* The indicator for schools and districts that graduate students is their overall high
school graduation rate. To meet the graduation criterion, 85% or at least 2%
growth over the prior school year must be met.
s Schools and districts that do not graduate students use overall attendance rate as
their indicator. These schools and districts must have an attendance rate of at least
85% or show growth over the prior year.

Reading and Mathematics Achievement:

All Wisconsin schools and districts must meet Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs) for
Reading and Mathematics as defied in the state’s accountability plan. The current AMO for
Reading is a Proficiency Index of 80.5% and the AMO for Mathematics is a Proficiency Index of
68.5%. A schedule of required AMOs for Reading and Mathematics from 2002-2014-can be
found on the DPI website at dpi.wi.gov/oea/acet/ayp.html .
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The AMOs are met using results from the WSAS (WKCE and WAA-SwD). For both Reading
and Mathematics, a school or district’s Proficiency Index is calculated as follows, based upon
numbers of FAY students tested and Wisconsin’s four categories of achievement (Minimal
Performance, Basic, Proficient, and Advanced):

{number of FAY Proficient or Advanced x 1.0) + (number of FAY Basic x 0.5)
number of FAY students fested

= Proficiency Index

For a school which tested 200 FAY students and had 120 students score Proficient
or Advanced, 60 Basic, and 20 Minimal Performance, the Proficiency Index
would be:

(120%1.0) + (60% 0.5)
200

= 75%

A school or district may meet the Proficiency Index using either its current year or
its two-year average.

Students with disabilities rated as Proficient or Advanced on the alternate
assessment pre-requisite skills are included as Proficient for AYP purposes. At
the district level, however, only 1% of all students enrolled in tested grades that
took the alternate assessment for students with disabilities (WA A-SwD) and
scored Proficient or Advanced may be counted as Proficient for AYP purposes
unless an exemption is documented and approved by DPI. Schools are not subject
to the 1% limitation.

For schools and districts that miss the AMOs in Reading and Mathematics, a 99%
confidence interval (CI) is applied to reduce the possibility that the AMO miss is
due to chance. A designation of “Yes—CI” on the Annual Review sheet indicates
that the school or district that missed the AMO in Reading and/or Mathematics
has a Proficiency Index that falls within the range specified by the 99%
confidence interval.

Schools and districts that do not meet AMO requirements for Reading and
Mathematics through their Proficiency Index or a 99% confidence interval may
also do so through the Safe Harbor provision. Safe Harbor is a two-step process,
both of which must be met:

When the AMO is missed, there is another possible way to meet AYP call Safe Harbor.

Safe Harbor Step 1.
If the percentage of students scoring Proficient or Advanced has increased from the prior year,
schools and districts must show a 10% reduction in the percent below proficient from the prior
year to the current year in either
a) their percentage of non-proficient students (those scoring in the Minimal
Performance/Basic categories); or
b) the inverse of its Proficiency Index (100% minus the Proficiency Index).



The purpose of Safe Harbor Step 1 is to give credit for increasing the number of students
moving from Minimal Performance fo Basic while ensuring that there has not been a decrease
in the percentage of students scoring at or above the Proficient level.

An example of a school that satisfies requirements for Safe Harbor Step /() (a 10% reduction in
non-proficient students) can be illustrated using the hypothetical example of a schoo] that tested
200 FAY students in both the current year and prior year w1ﬂ1 the following distribution of
students across proficiency categories:

= Current year: 120 Proficient + Advanced, 40 Basic, and 40 Minimal I’erfonnance.

= Prior year: 100 Proficient + Advanced, 40 Basic, and 60 Minimal Performance

This school has achieved a 20% reduction in percent non-proficient students (100 divided by
200 in the prior year = 0.50 compared with 80 divided by 200 in the current year = 0.40):

w = 20% reduction
.50

An example of a school that tested 200 FAY students in two consecutive years and did not
satisfy requirements for Safe Harbor Step /(a) - a 10% reduction in non-proficient students - but
did meet requirements for Safe Harbor Step 1(b) - a 10% reduction in the inverse of its
Proficiency Index - can be iHustrated with the following example:
= Current year: 102 Proficient + Advanced, 80 Basic, and 18 Minimal Performance
® Prior year. 100 Proficient + Advanced, 50 Basic, and 50 Minimal Performance

This school has not met requirements for Safe Harbor Step /(a) by demonstrating a
10% reduction in non-proficient students (100 in the prior year compared to 98 in the
current year, for a reduction of only 2%). It has, however, met Step I(b) by reducing
the inverse of its Proficiency Index by 22.7% from the current year (0.29) compared
to the prior year (0.375):

Current S{ear Inverse of Proficiency Index:
(102 x1.0) +(80x0.5)

1.0 =1.0-0.71=029
200 i
Prior Year Inverse of Proficiency Index:
| 0| 400 1.0;;0(50x 0.51_ 10— 0.625 = 0.375

Reduction in Inverse of Proficiency Index: [W] =22.7%

Both forms of Safe Harbor Step 1 employ a 75% confidence interval around the percentage
reduction calculation to increase decision reliability. The confidence interval is used in Safe

Harbor Step I only when the percentage of students scoring Proficient or Advanced has
increased from the prior year



Safe Harbor Step 2:

If a school satisfies criteria for Step 1, it must then also meet a Step 2 criterion, which is based on
achieving the Other Academic Indicator (Graduation or Attendance) criteria or growth. Science
proficiency is evaluated for Step 2 when disaggregated data for the Other Academic Indicator is
not available.

The Step 2 criterion is a graduation rate of 85% for schools and districts that graduate students or
an attendance rate of 85% for all other schools and districts; or demonstrating growth over the
prior year rate. This criteria is used for all students and subgroups when disaggregated
graduation and attendance data is available. Attendance and graduation fully disaggregated by
student subgronp became available for AYP calculations in $Y2008-09 and subsequently are
now generally available for Safe Harbor Step 2.
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2010-11 Adequate Yearly Progress
Reconsideration Criteria

Districts with schools that miss Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) have until June 24, 2011, to request
that their preliminary AYP determination be reconsidered. Requests for reconsideration must be
related to one of the following issues:

1. Medical Emergencies:

The United States Department of Education guidance allows a school or district fo excuse a
student from the test participation requirement if that student had a significant medical emergency.
A "significant medical emergency” is a significant health impairment that renders the student
incapable of participating in any academic activities, including state assessments, for the entire
festing window. Examples might include hospitalization for a life-threatening condition, or a
serious accident involving exiensive rehabilitation. Documentation must be provided that shows
both of the following:
A. “not tested” student(s) met this requirement; and

Evidence to submit:

o acopy of the school record sheet showing that the student was listed and not tested;

o absence records showing that this student missed afl of the testing window; and

o records indicating a significant medical emergency prevenzzng the student from participating
in both festing and any academic activities,

B. arecalculation of the related student subgroup(s), with the student(s) removed from the
denominator, results in meeting the 95% Test Participation objective.
Example 1: a subgroup of 40 missed the Test Participation objective; when the designated

student is removed, the subgroup is now 39, which is below the required cell size for
accountability purposes,

Example 2: 41 stodents are in the subgroup and 38 weré tested resulting in 38/41 = 92.7%;
when the designated student is removed, the fest participation results in 38/40 = 95%.

2. Data Errors:

Opportumtaes for correcting data exzsted prior to testing in the fall during the entry of student data
in the Wisconsin Student Locator System (WSLS) and Individual Student Enroliment System (ISES).

In addition, data corrections were permitted by the testing vendor using the On-Line Record

Editing System (RES). Evidence of additional data errors may be submitted to the DPI, providing

those errors will result in a change of preliminary AYP status. Examples of possible data errors
and required evidence include:

A. Test booklet returned for a student who was no longer enrolled in the school at the time of
testing, resulting in the student being counted as “not tested.”
Evidence o submit; '
o acopy of the school record sheet showing that the student was listed and not tested; and
o a screenshot of the student’s record showing the date thot the student transferved or withdrew.
B. Incorrect coding of a student as Full Academic Year (FAY), when the student was not
continuously enrolled for the preceding 9.25 months, resulting in the student’s scores being
calculated into the Reading or Mathematics FAY proficiency determination.
Evidence fo submit: ‘
« acopy of the school record sheet showzng thot the studen scored minimal or basic on either
the WKCE, or WA44-SwD;
o g screenshot of the student’s record showing the date of envollinent is within the district’s
current academic year calendar, or that the student was not continuously enrolled for 9.25
academic months prior to the testing window; and :
+ evidence that a recalcudation of the AYP determination vesulls in the subgroup(s} meeting AYP.




C. Incorrect coding of a student’s demographic information, resulting in the related subgroup(s)
missing either the Test Participation, Reading, or Mathematics proficiency objectives.
Examples include:

Example 1: Evidence that a student should have been either included or removed from the
Economically Disadvantaged subgroup, as a result of a change in their free/reduced lunch
eligibility status between the pre-ID label creation and the actual testing window.

Lvidence to submit;

« a copy of the oviginal pre-ID coding information indicating that the sfudent was (or was notj
counted as Economically Disadvantaged;

« g copy of free/veduced lunch stotus after that date showing that the student’s status changed
prior to the testing window;

o @ copy of the school record sheet showing that the student was either not fested, or scored
minimal or basic on either the WECE or WAA-SwD; and

o evidence that a recaleulation of the subgroup(s) with the student deleted (or added) results in
meeting AYP for that objective.

Example 2: Incorrect coding of a student’s grade level, ethnic group, status as an English
Language Learner, or status as a Student with Disabilities.

Evidence to submit:

« acopy of the school record sheet showing that the student was either not tested, or scored
minimel or basic on either the WKCE or WAA-SwD;

 acopy of the original pre-ID coding information indicating the ethnic group for this student
at the time of testing;

o screenshot of the student’s official record indicating a different exbmic designation; and

« evidence that a recalculation of both ethnic groups resulfs in meeting AYP for that objective.

D. Incorrect coding of students who graduated with an HSED but also received a high school
diploma granted by the school board under 5.118.30 (1) (2) or (d)(Wis. Statutes) . These
students should be coded in the Individual Student Enrollment System (ISES) as credential type
(R) Regular High School Diploma.

Evidence to submit:

« ISES: High School Completion Report showing the Total # of Students who were expected
to complete high school; Students Not Completing High School in the standard gumber of
years; and the # and % of Students Completing High School.

s The school should work with the ISES Administrator appointed by the district to identify
students Not Completing High School in the standard number of years and verify that they
received valid, appropriaie exit codes.

e  The principal and ISES Administrator should provide a signed statement certifying that the
students in question (X, Y, Z), actually qualify for and were issued the credit based, Regular
High Diploma under 5. 118.30(1){a) or (d) (Wis. Statutes) by the school board, and that their
previously certification was in error. Further that the corrected exit codes will be updated in
ISES.

Note: Continuing students change cohort groups and are carried in ISES through the year they

turn 21. Definitions and information are available at
www.dpi.wi.gov/lbstat/isescalc. himi#fmax_age vyear
www.dpi.wi.gov/lbstat/eseamap html#graduation and
www.dpi.wi.gov/Ibstat/datahsc. himl

E. Inthe rare event that a school serves as a center for students with significant cognitive
disabilities where a high concentration of the of the students have significant cognitive
disabilities, the department, under a reconsideration request will review evidence to determine
if the mumber of students with significant cognitive disabilities are so severe that they would
not be able to perform any part of a skill or demonstrate knowledge on the WAA-Swi in the
content areas of Readmg, Mathematics, Language Arts, Social Studies and Science without full
physical prompting in a highly structured setting. Further, it would be highly unlikely that the



knowledge and skills required by the WAA-SwD would develop in time even if these students
are provided effective instruction. As a result, IEP goals and objectives for these students do
not pertain to the knowledge and skills assessed on the WAA-SwD.

If the department determines that the school serves as a center with a high concenfration of
students with such severe cognitive disabilities, and that there are students who meet this
definition, the scores for these students could be excluded from the AYP calculations for the
students with disabilities sub-group.

Evidence to submit:
For each student meeting the above definition of significant cognitive disability provide the
following:

e Grade level

s  Gender

¢ Race/ Gﬂlﬁi(‘ait}’

@ ELIL stafus

e Freefreduced lunch eligibility status

e School FAY status

» District FAY statug

e WAA-SwD performance level {minimal prerequisite skilf)
The school or district should submit this evidence with a letter of certification signed by both
the Director of Special Education and the District Assessment Coordinator, and a recalculation
of the Reading or Mathematics Proficiency Rate or Proficiency Index that results in meeting the
Arnual Measurable Objective criteria

F. Other data errors. Evidence of other data errors may be submitted. Please contact the DPI

prior to submitting other data error evidence, to clarify the types of evidence that would be
required around the potential issue.

Note: All data errors corrected through Reconsideration only affects AYP calculations. The
graduation, attendance, and proficiency rate data displayed on WINSS do not change as a result
of reconsideration updates. Each data collection underwent quality assurance certification by
the district with deadlines prior to posting to WINSS.

" Questions about requests for AYP reconsideration may be directed to the following DPI staff of the
Office of Educational Accountability:

Susan Ketchun, Consultant, at (608) 267-0425 or susan.ketchum(@dpi. wi.gov
Phitip Cranley, Consuliant, at (608) 266-9798 or philip.cranley@dpi.wi.gov
Lynette Russell, Director, at {608) 267-1072 or lynette.russell@dpi.wi.gov
Philip Olsen, Assistant Director, at (608) 266-8779 or philip.olsen@dpi.wi.gov

Requests for recounsideration must be submitted by the district, and
received by the DPI no lafer than 4:00 p.m. on Friday, Jupe 24, 2011.

MAIL: Palmer Bell
Office of Educational Accountability
Wisconsin Department of Public Instraction
125 South Webster Street, P.C. Box 7841
Madison, WI 53707-7841

FAX: (608) 266-8770
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