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ITBS Math—Second Grade—2004-2008  
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2004
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	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	15.8
	52.6
	10.5
	21
	
	2004
	3.1
	12.5
	37.5
	46.9

	2005
	0
	46.1
	15.4
	38.5
	
	2005
	10
	20
	10
	60

	2006
	11.8
	17.6
	41.2
	29.4
	
	2006
	20
	12
	12
	56

	2007
	18.8
	31.3
	37.5
	12.5
	
	2007
	3.7
	18.5
	33.3
	44.4

	2008
	31.8
	18.2
	27.3
	22.7
	
	2008
	14.8
	40.7
	7.4
	37

	Females
	
	Males

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	3.4
	31
	34.5
	31
	
	2004
	9.1
	27.3
	36.4
	27.3

	2005
	15.4
	46.2
	7.7
	30.8
	
	2005
	0
	20
	15
	65

	2006
	16.7
	11.1
	44.4
	27.8
	
	2006
	16.7
	16.7
	8.3
	58.3

	2007
	16.7
	16.7
	33.3
	33.3
	
	2007
	0
	31.6
	36.8
	31.6

	2008
	33.3
	28.6
	9.5
	28.6
	
	2008
	14.3
	32.1
	21.4
	32.1

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	25
	50
	25
	0
	
	2004
	6.4
	25.5
	27.7
	40.4

	2005
	0
	66.7
	0
	33.3
	
	2005
	6.7
	26.7
	13.3
	53.3

	2006
	0
	33.3
	33.3
	33.3
	
	2006
	19.4
	11.1
	22.2
	47.2

	2007
	33.3
	33.3
	0
	33.3
	
	2007
	7.5
	22.5
	37.5
	32.5

	2008
	50
	0
	0
	50
	
	2008
	21.3
	31.9
	17
	29.8


In Spring 2004, 64.8% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2005, 63.6% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2006, 69% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2007, 67.5% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2008, 46.9% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  

ITBS Math—Third Grade—2004-2008
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2004
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	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	16.7
	11.1
	27.8
	44.4
	
	2004
	0
	15.8
	36.8
	47.4

	2005
	0
	25
	43.8
	31.3
	
	2005
	0
	8.1
	37.8
	54.1

	2006
	7.1
	14.3
	35.7
	42.9
	
	2006
	0
	21.1
	21.1
	57.9

	2007
	15.8
	36.8
	26.3
	21.1
	
	2007
	0
	8.3
	41.7
	50

	2008
	25
	25
	31.3
	18.8
	
	2008
	9.4
	15.6
	31.3
	43.8

	Females
	
	Males

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	13.3
	6.7
	40
	40
	
	2004
	4.5
	18.2
	72.7
	4.5

	2005
	0
	15.2
	45.5
	39.4
	
	2005
	0
	10
	30
	60

	2006
	16.7
	11.1
	44.4
	27.8
	
	2006
	0
	14.3
	28.6
	57.1

	2007
	10
	15
	50
	25
	
	2007
	4.3
	26.1
	21.7
	47.8

	2008
	18.5
	18.5
	29.6
	33.3
	
	2008
	9.5
	19
	33.3
	38.1

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	75
	0
	0
	25
	
	2004
	0
	15.2
	36.4
	48.5

	2005
	0
	0
	20
	80
	
	2005
	0
	14.6
	41.7
	43.8

	2006
	0
	33.3
	33.3
	33.3
	
	2006
	19.4
	11.1
	22.2
	47.2

	2007
	25
	50
	25
	0
	
	2007
	5.1
	17.9
	35.9
	41

	2008
	0
	42.9
	42.9
	14.3
	
	2008
	17.1
	14.6
	29.3
	39


In Spring 2004, 78.3% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2005, 86.8% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2006, 78.8% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2007, 72.1% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2008, 66.7% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  

ITBS Math—Fourth Grade—2004-2008
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2004

2005

2006
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	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	0
	47
	11.8
	41.2
	
	2004
	2.6
	10.5
	23.7
	63.2

	2005
	20
	25
	30
	25
	
	2005
	0
	5.6
	22.2
	72.2

	2006
	0
	18.2
	27.3
	54.5
	
	2006
	2.6
	20.5
	41
	35.9

	2007
	5.3
	15.8
	21.1
	57.9
	
	2007
	0
	25
	15
	60

	2008
	26.1
	17.4
	17.4
	39.1
	
	2008
	14.3
	14.3
	9.5
	61.9

	Females
	
	Males

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	0
	18.2
	27.3
	54.5
	
	2004
	0
	27.3
	57.6
	15.2

	2005
	16.7
	22.2
	16.7
	44.4
	
	2005
	5
	10
	35
	50

	2006
	3.3
	26.7
	40
	30
	
	2006
	0
	10
	35
	55

	2007
	0
	30.8
	30.8
	38.5
	
	2007
	3.8
	15.4
	11.5
	69.2

	2008
	28.6
	9.5
	19
	42.9
	
	2008
	13
	21.7
	8.7
	56.5

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	0
	28.6
	14.3
	57.1
	
	2004
	2.1
	20.8
	20.8
	56.3

	2005
	0
	33.3
	0
	66.7
	
	2005
	11.4
	14.3
	28.6
	45.7

	2006
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	2006
	2
	20
	38
	40

	2007
	14.3
	28.6
	28.6
	28.6
	
	2007
	0
	18.8
	15.6
	65.6

	2008
	0
	0
	50
	50
	
	2008
	21.4
	16.7
	11.9
	50


In Spring 2004, 76.4% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2005, 73.7% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2006, 78% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2007, 76.9% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2008, 63.6% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  

ITBS Math—Fifth Grade—2004-2008
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2004
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	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	18.2
	36.4
	9
	36.4
	
	2004
	3.8
	19.2
	34.6
	42.3

	2005
	19.2
	15.4
	30.8
	34.6
	
	2005
	2.9
	11.8
	26.5
	58.8

	2006
	5
	25
	25
	45
	
	2006
	4.5
	9.1
	27.3
	59.1

	2007
	7.7
	38.5
	30.8
	23.1
	
	2007
	2.4
	7.3
	26.8
	63.4

	2008
	5.3
	26.3
	42.1
	26.3
	
	2008
	0
	15.8
	15.8
	68.4

	Females
	
	Males

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	10
	30
	20
	40
	
	2004
	0
	29.6
	66.7
	3.7

	2005
	11.5
	11.5
	42.3
	34.6
	
	2005
	8.8
	14.7
	17.6
	58.8

	2006
	5.3
	15.8
	31.6
	47.4
	
	2006
	4.3
	17.4
	21.7
	56.5

	2007
	3.2
	12.9
	25.8
	58.1
	
	2007
	4.3
	17.4
	30.4
	47.8

	2008
	0
	23.1
	46.2
	30.8
	
	2008
	4
	20
	20
	56

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	20
	20
	20
	40
	
	2004
	6.3
	25
	28.1
	40.6

	2005
	0
	33.3
	50
	16.7
	
	2005
	11.1
	11.1
	25.9
	51.9

	2006
	0
	33.3
	0
	66.7
	
	2006
	5.1
	15.4
	28.2
	51.3

	2007
	25
	50
	0
	25
	
	2007
	2
	12
	30
	56

	2008
	14.3
	28.6
	28.6
	28.6
	
	2008
	0
	19.4
	29
	51.6


In Spring 2004, 67.5% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2005, 76.6% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2006, 78.6% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2007, 81.5% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2008, 76.3% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  

ITBS Math—Sixth Grade—2004-2008 
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	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	0
	0
	50
	50
	
	2004
	11.1
	11.1
	33.3
	44.4

	2005
	0
	28.6
	64.3
	7.1
	
	2005
	0
	10.5
	31.6
	57.9

	2006
	17.9
	28.6
	14.3
	39.3
	
	2006
	5.6
	8.3
	30.6
	55.6

	2007
	10.5
	26.3
	26.3
	36.8
	
	2007
	4.3
	4.3
	39.1
	52.2

	2008
	26.3
	5.3
	57.9
	10.5
	
	2008
	4.8
	7.1
	33.3
	54.8

	Females
	
	Males

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	6.3
	0
	43.8
	50
	
	2004
	4.8
	19
	57.1
	19

	2005
	0
	33.3
	25
	41.7
	
	2005
	0
	9.5
	57.1
	33.3

	2006
	7.1
	17.9
	25
	50
	
	2006
	4.3
	17.4
	21.7
	56.5

	2007
	10
	15
	40
	35
	
	2007
	4.5
	13.6
	27.3
	54.5

	2008
	11.1
	5.6
	44.4
	38.9
	
	2008
	12
	8
	36
	44

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile
	
	 
	1st Quartile
	2nd Quartile
	3rd Quartile
	4th Quartile

	2004
	20
	0
	60
	20
	
	2004
	6.3
	9.4
	34.4
	50

	2005
	0
	0
	0
	100
	
	2005
	0
	18.8
	46.9
	34.4

	2006
	20
	40
	0
	40
	
	2006
	10.2
	16.9
	23.7
	49.2

	2007
	50
	25
	25
	0
	
	2007
	2.6
	13.2
	34.2
	50

	2008
	37.5
	12.5
	37.5
	12.5
	
	2008
	7.5
	5.7
	41.5
	45.3


In Spring 2004, 83.7% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2005, 81.8% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2006, 71.8% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2007, 78.5% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  In Spring 2008, 82% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Math.  
Kansas Math Assessment—Fourth Grade—2004-2005
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2004
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	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced
	
	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced

	2004
	9.1
	27.3
	31.8
	31.8
	0
	
	2004
	5.7
	22.9
	25.7
	31.4
	14.3

	2005
	15
	25
	10
	35
	15
	
	2005
	0
	21.1
	21.1
	36.8
	21.1

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Female
	
	Male

	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced
	
	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced

	2004
	4.8
	23.8
	33.3
	33.3
	4.8
	
	2004
	8.3
	25
	25
	30.6
	11.1

	2005
	10.5
	31.6
	5.3
	36.8
	15.8
	
	2005
	5
	15
	25
	35
	20

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced
	
	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced

	2004
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	2004
	7
	24.6
	28.1
	31.6
	8.8

	2005
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	2005
	7.7
	23.1
	15.4
	35.9
	17.9


On the 2004 Kansas State Assessment for Math, 68.5% of Fourth Graders were Satisfactory, Proficient or Advanced.  On the 2005 Kansas State Assessment for Math, 69.2% of Fourth Graders were Satisfactory, Proficient or Advanced.

Kansas Math—Third Grade—2006-2008
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	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

	 
	Academic Warning
	Approaches Standard
	Meets Standard
	Exceeds Standard
	Exemplary
	
	 
	Academic Warning
	Approaches Standard
	Meets Standard
	Exceeds Standard
	Exemplary

	2006
	7.1
	7.1
	35.7
	21.4
	28.6
	
	2006
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	15.9
	34.1
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	50
	0
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	2.2
	13
	30.4
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On the 2006 Kansas Math Assessment, 84.9% of Third Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2007 Kansas Math Assessment, 79.5% of Third Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2008 Kansas Math Assessment, 83.7% of Third Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.

Kansas Math—Fourth Grade—2006-2008
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On the 2006 Kansas Math Assessment, 90% of Fourth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2007 Kansas Math Assessment, 87.2% of Fourth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2008 Kansas Math Assessment, 84% of Fourth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.

Kansas Math—Fifth Grade—2006-2008
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On the 2006 Kansas Math Assessment, 85.8% of Fifth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2007 Kansas Math Assessment, 88.9% of Fifth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  The 2007 testing results indicated one invalid student test in the Fifth Grade.  On the 2008 Kansas Math Assessment, 76.3% of Fifth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  

Kansas Math—Sixth Grade—2006-2008
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On the 2006 Kansas Math Assessment, 75.3% of Sixth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  The 2006 testing results indicated one invalid student test in the Sixth Grade.  On the 2007 Kansas Math Assessment, 92.7% of Sixth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2008 Kansas Math Assessment, 88.7% of Sixth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards. 

Silver Burdett Ginn Math Inventory

2004-2008


[image: image11.wmf]Silver Burdett Ginn Math Inventory 

2004-2008

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

Grade

Average Percentage Correct

Fall 2004

Spring 2005

Fall 2005

Spring 2006

Fall 2006

Spring 2007

Fall 2007

Spring 2008

Fall 2004

81

65

77

71

65

54

41

Spring 2005

90

94

95

93

89

79

79

Fall 2005

72

62

76

71

66

52

49

Spring 2006

92

94

92

92

94

78

76

Fall 2006

81

62

74

66

74

56

53

Spring 2007

94

92

92

92

91

84

80

Fall 2007

80

52

69

63

63

54

57

Spring 2008

94

93

92

91

91

76

79

K

1

2

3

4

5

6


The Silver Burdett Ginn Math Inventory was administered in Kindergarten through Sixth Grade in the fall and spring of each year.  
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		2004		7		24.6		28.1		31.6		8.8

		2005		7.7		23.1		15.4		35.9		17.9
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