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ITBS Reading—Second Grade—2004-2008
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2004

2005

2006

2007

2008


	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

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

	2004
	5.3
	31.6
	26.3
	36.8
	
	2004
	0
	18.8
	15.6
	65.6

	2005
	0
	38.5
	23
	38.5
	
	2005
	5
	15
	40
	40

	2006
	0
	29.4
	29.4
	41.2
	
	2006
	8
	12
	24
	56

	2007
	12.5
	25
	37.5
	25
	
	2007
	7.4
	11.1
	33.3
	48.1

	2008
	22.7
	27.3
	31.8
	18.2
	
	2008
	14.3
	17.9
	35.7
	32.1

	Females
	
	Males

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

	2004
	0
	27.6
	24.1
	48.3
	
	2004
	0
	22.7
	59.1
	18.2

	2005
	0
	30.8
	23.1
	46.2
	
	2005
	5
	20
	40
	35

	2006
	5.6
	16.7
	27.8
	50
	
	2006
	4.2
	20.8
	25
	50

	2007
	8.3
	16.7
	37.5
	37.5
	
	2007
	10.5
	15.8
	31.6
	42.1

	2008
	22.7
	18.2
	18.2
	40.9
	
	2008
	14.3
	25
	46.4
	14.3

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2004
	0
	75
	25
	0
	
	2004
	2.1
	19.1
	19.1
	59.6

	2005
	0
	66.7
	0
	33.3
	
	2005
	3.3
	20
	36.7
	40

	2006
	0
	33.3
	16.7
	50
	
	2006
	5.6
	16.7
	27.8
	50

	2007
	33.3
	33.3
	33.3
	0
	
	2007
	7.5
	15
	35
	42.5

	2008
	50
	0
	0
	50
	
	2008
	16.7
	22.9
	35.4
	25


In Spring 2004, 74.5% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2005, 72.7% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2006, 76.2% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2007, 74.4% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2008, 60% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  
ITBS Reading—Third Grade—2004-2008
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2004

2005

2006

2007

2008


	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

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

	2004
	11.1
	22.2
	44.4
	22.2
	
	2004
	0
	5.3
	42.1
	52.6

	2005
	12.5
	31.2
	25
	31.2
	
	2005
	0
	16.2
	40.5
	43.2

	2006
	0
	29.4
	29.4
	41.2
	
	2006
	8
	12
	24
	56

	2007
	21.1
	15.8
	57.9
	5.3
	
	2007
	12
	8
	16
	64

	2008
	23.5
	29.4
	35.3
	11.8
	
	2008
	6.3
	12.5
	40.6
	40.6

	Females
	
	Males

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

	2004
	6.7
	26.7
	53.3
	13.3
	
	2004
	0
	9.1
	63.6
	27.3

	2005
	3
	24.2
	39.4
	33.3
	
	2005
	5
	15
	30
	50

	2006
	5.6
	16.7
	27.8
	50
	
	2006
	4.2
	20.8
	25
	50

	2007
	15
	15
	40
	30
	
	2007
	16.7
	8.3
	29.2
	45.8

	2008
	10.7
	21.4
	32.1
	35.7
	
	2008
	14.3
	14.3
	47.6
	23.8

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2004
	50
	25
	0
	25
	
	2004
	0
	12.1
	48.5
	39.4

	2005
	0
	0
	60
	40
	
	2005
	4.2
	22.9
	33.3
	39.6

	2006
	0
	33.3
	16.7
	50
	
	2006
	5.6
	16.7
	27.8
	50

	2007
	50
	25
	25
	0
	
	2007
	12.5
	10
	35
	42.5

	2008
	12.5
	25
	37.5
	25
	
	2008
	12.2
	17.1
	39
	31.7


In Spring 2004, 81% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2005, 75.4% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2006, 84.8% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2007, 72.7% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2008, 69.4% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  
ITBS Reading—Fourth Grade—2004-2008
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2004

2005

2006

2007

2008


	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

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

	2004
	23.5
	29.4
	35.3
	11.8
	
	2004
	5.3
	18.4
	31.6
	44.7

	2005
	10
	35
	35
	20
	
	2005
	0
	10.5
	52.6
	36.8

	2006
	0
	27.3
	45.5
	27.3
	
	2006
	2.6
	12.8
	38.5
	46.2

	2007
	10.5
	5.3
	47.4
	36.8
	
	2007
	5
	0
	45
	50

	2008
	26.1
	13
	47.8
	13
	
	2008
	0
	14.3
	33.3
	52.4

	Females
	
	Males

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

	2004
	9.1
	27.3
	31.8
	31.8
	
	2004
	3
	27.3
	51.5
	18.2

	2005
	5.3
	31.6
	47.4
	15.8
	
	2005
	5
	15
	40
	40

	2006
	0
	20
	43.3
	36.7
	
	2006
	5
	10
	35
	50

	2007
	7.7
	0
	61.5
	30.8
	
	2007
	7.7
	3.8
	38.5
	50

	2008
	14.3
	23.8
	38.1
	23.8
	
	2008
	13
	4.3
	43.5
	39.1

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2004
	0
	28.6
	28.6
	42.9
	
	2004
	12.5
	20.8
	33.3
	33.3

	2005
	0
	33.3
	66.7
	0
	
	2005
	5.6
	22.2
	41.7
	30.6

	2006
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	2006
	2
	16
	40
	42

	2007
	14.3
	0
	57.1
	28.6
	
	2007
	6.3
	3.1
	43.8
	46.9

	2008
	0
	0
	50
	50
	
	2008
	14.3
	14.3
	40.5
	31


In Spring 2004, 67.2% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2005, 71.8 % of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2006, 82% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2007, 89.8% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2008, 72.7% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  
ITBS Reading—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
	36.4
	9
	
	2004
	3.8
	26.9
	34.6
	34.6

	2005
	11.5
	34.6
	19.2
	34.6
	
	2005
	5.9
	23.5
	20.6
	50

	2006
	10
	30
	30
	30
	
	2006
	4.5
	4.5
	31.8
	59.1

	2007
	15.4
	7.7
	38.5
	38.5
	
	2007
	0
	17.1
	31.7
	51.2

	2008
	15.8
	10.5
	42.1
	31.6
	
	2008
	5.3
	21.1
	31.6
	42.1

	Females
	
	Males

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

	2004
	20
	20
	10
	50
	
	2004
	3.7
	33.3
	59.3
	3.7

	2005
	11.5
	19.2
	30.8
	38.5
	
	2005
	5.9
	35.3
	11.8
	47.1

	2006
	10.5
	26.3
	31.6
	31.6
	
	2006
	4.3
	8.7
	30.4
	56.5

	2007
	0
	16.1
	29
	54.8
	
	2007
	8.7
	13
	39.1
	39.1

	2008
	7.7
	23.1
	38.5
	30.8
	
	2008
	12
	12
	36
	40

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2004
	0
	40
	20
	40
	
	2004
	9.4
	28.1
	37.5
	25

	2005
	7.4
	27.8
	20.4
	44.4
	
	2005
	16.7
	33.3
	16.7
	33.3

	2006
	0
	0
	66.7
	33.3
	
	2006
	7.7
	17.9
	28.2
	46.2

	2007
	25
	25
	25
	25
	
	2007
	2
	14
	34
	50

	2008
	14.3
	14.3
	57.1
	14.3
	
	2008
	9.7
	16.1
	32.3
	41.9


In Spring 2004, 62.1% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2005, 63.3% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2006, 76.2% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2007, 81.4% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2008, 73.6% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  
ITBS Reading—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
	90
	10
	
	2004
	11.1
	18.5
	22.2
	48.1

	2005
	14.3
	57.1
	21.4
	7.1
	
	2005
	5.3
	31.6
	36.8
	26.3

	2006
	17.9
	32.1
	25
	25
	
	2006
	5.6
	19.4
	16.7
	58.3

	2007
	15.8
	26.3
	36.8
	21.1
	
	2007
	4.3
	13
	26.1
	56.5

	2008
	10.5
	31.6
	42.1
	15.8
	
	2008
	4.8
	19
	26.2
	50

	Females
	
	Males

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

	2004
	6.3
	12.5
	56.3
	25
	
	2004
	0
	28.6
	52.4
	19

	2005
	16.7
	41.7
	16.7
	25
	
	2005
	4.8
	42.9
	38.1
	14.3

	2006
	10.7
	28.6
	17.9
	42.9
	
	2006
	4.3
	8.7
	30.4
	56.5

	2007
	10
	25
	40
	25
	
	2007
	9.1
	13.6
	22.7
	54.5

	2008
	8.3
	16.7
	36.1
	38.9
	
	2008
	4
	32
	24
	40

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2004
	20
	40
	0
	40
	
	2004
	6.3
	9.4
	46.9
	37.5

	2005
	0
	0
	0
	100
	
	2005
	9.4
	43.8
	31.3
	15.6

	2006
	20
	20
	20
	40
	
	2006
	10.2
	25.4
	20.3
	44.1

	2007
	25
	0
	75
	0
	
	2007
	7.9
	21.1
	26.3
	44.7

	2008
	25
	25
	25
	25
	
	2008
	3.8
	22.6
	32.1
	41.5


In Spring 2004, 78.3% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2005, 48.5% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2006, 64.1% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2007, 71.5% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  In Spring 2008, 70.4% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Reading.  
Kansas Reading—Fifth Grade—2004-2005
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2004

2005


	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced
	
	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced

	2004
	14.3
	28.6
	21.4
	21.4
	14.3
	
	2004
	8.7
	30.4
	21.7
	21.7
	17.4

	2005
	0
	25
	20.8
	41.7
	12.5
	
	2005
	3
	6.1
	21.2
	36.4
	33.3

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Female
	
	Male

	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced
	
	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced

	2004
	10
	40
	10
	10
	30
	
	2004
	11.1
	25.9
	25.9
	25.9
	11.1

	2005
	4.3
	17.4
	26.1
	30.4
	21.7
	
	2005
	0
	11.8
	17.6
	44.1
	26.5

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced
	
	 
	Unsatisfactory
	Basic
	Satisfactory
	Proficient
	Advanced

	2004
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	2004
	10.8
	29.7
	21.6
	21.6
	16.2

	2005
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	2005
	1.8
	14
	21.1
	38.6
	24.6


On the 2004 Kansas State Assessment for Reading, 59.4% of Fifth Graders were Satisfactory, Proficient or Advanced.  On the 2005 Kansas State Assessment for Reading, 84.3 % of Fifth Graders were Satisfactory, Proficient or Advanced.

Kansas Reading—Third Grade—2006-2008
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6
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2006
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2008


	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
	14.2
	0
	42.9
	21.4
	21.4
	
	2006
	0
	5.3
	47.4
	15.8
	31.6

	2007
	11.1
	27.8
	33.3
	16.7
	11.1
	
	2007
	4
	12
	20
	12
	52

	2008
	0
	20
	45
	20
	15
	
	2008
	6.7
	3.3
	33.3
	36.7
	20

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Female
	
	Male

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

	2006
	16.7
	0
	58.3
	8.3
	16.7
	
	2006
	0
	4.8
	38.1
	23.8
	33.3

	2007
	10
	30
	20
	10
	30
	
	2007
	4.2
	8.3
	33.3
	16.7
	37.5

	2008
	3.6
	14.3
	35.7
	28.6
	17.9
	
	2008
	4.5
	4.5
	40.9
	31.8
	18.2

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2006
	0
	0
	100
	0
	0
	
	2006
	6.5
	3.2
	41.9
	19.4
	29

	2007
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	2007
	6.8
	18.2
	27.3
	13.6
	34.1

	2008
	33.3
	0
	0
	66.6
	0
	
	2008
	2.1
	10.6
	40.4
	27.7
	19.1


On the 2006 Kansas Reading Assessment, 91% of Third Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2007 Kansas Reading Assessment, 75% of Third Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2008 Kansas Reading Assessment, 86% of Third Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.

Kansas Reading—Fourth Grade—2006-2008
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25
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6
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Academic Warning

2

5.1
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2006

2007
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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
	0
	18.2
	27.3
	36.4
	18.2
	
	2006
	2.6
	2.6
	30.8
	46.2
	17.9

	2007
	5
	10
	25
	35
	25
	
	2007
	5.3
	5.3
	26.3
	42.1
	21.1

	2008
	5
	14
	32
	18
	32
	
	2008
	0
	0
	18.2
	31.8
	50

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Female
	
	Male

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

	2006
	3.3
	6.7
	26.7
	43.3
	20
	
	2006
	0
	5
	3.5
	45
	15

	2007
	0
	23.1
	23.1
	30.8
	23.1
	
	2007
	7.7
	0
	26.9
	42.3
	23.1

	2008
	4.8
	9.5
	19
	28.6
	38.1
	
	2008
	0
	4.3
	30.4
	21.7
	43.5

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2006
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	2006
	2
	6
	30
	44
	18

	2007
	0
	0
	33.3
	33.3
	33.3
	
	2007
	5.6
	8.3
	25
	38.9
	22.2

	2008
	0
	0
	0
	100
	0
	
	2008
	2.3
	7
	25.6
	23.3
	41.9


On the 2006 Kansas Reading Assessment, 92% of Fourth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2007 Kansas Reading Assessment, 87.2% of Fourth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2008 Kansas Reading Assessment, 90.9% of Fourth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.

Kansas Reading—Fifth Grade—2006-2008
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9.5

5.5

13.2

Academic Warning

0

3.6

2.6

2006

2007

2008


	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
	0
	15.8
	10.5
	36.8
	36.8
	
	2006
	0
	0
	22.7
	36.4
	40.9

	2007
	7.7
	7.7
	46.2
	30.8
	7.7
	
	2007
	2.4
	4.8
	21.4
	35.7
	33.3

	2008
	5.5
	11.1
	33.3
	27.8
	22.2
	
	2008
	0
	15
	10
	50
	25

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Female
	
	Male

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

	2006
	0
	10.5
	26.3
	31.6
	31.6
	
	2006
	0
	8.7
	8.7
	39.1
	43.5

	2007
	0
	6.2
	18.8
	37.5
	34.4
	
	2007
	8.7
	4.3
	39.1
	30.4
	17.4

	2008
	0
	15.4
	23.1
	53.8
	7.7
	
	2008
	4
	12
	20
	32
	32

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2006
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	2006
	0
	9.5
	16.7
	35.7
	38.1

	2007
	100
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	2007
	1.9
	5.6
	27.8
	35.2
	27.8

	2008
	25
	25
	25
	25
	0
	
	2008
	0
	11.8
	20.6
	41.2
	26.5


On the 2006 Kansas Reading Assessment, 90.5% of Fifth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2007 Kansas Reading Assessment, 89.1% 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 Reading Assessment, 84.3% of Fifth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  

Kansas Reading—Sixth Grade—2006-2008
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6.2
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4.6

4.9

3.2

2006

2007

2008


	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
	12
	8
	36
	24
	20
	
	2006
	0
	5.1
	23.1
	38.5
	30.8

	2007
	5.3
	15.8
	21
	36.8
	21.1
	
	2007
	4.5
	0
	18.2
	31.8
	45.5

	2008
	5
	10
	50
	25
	10
	
	2008
	2.4
	0
	14.3
	35.7
	47.6

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Female
	
	Male

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

	2006
	6.9
	3.4
	37.9
	27.6
	24.1
	
	2006
	2.8
	8.3
	22.2
	36.1
	30.6

	2007
	5
	10
	15
	40
	30
	
	2007
	4.8
	4.8
	23.8
	28.6
	38.1

	2008
	2.8
	5.6
	22.2
	33.3
	36.1
	
	2008
	3.8
	0
	30.8
	30.8
	34.6

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2006
	50
	0
	50
	0
	0
	
	2006
	3.2
	6.3
	28.6
	33.3
	28.6

	2007
	25
	0
	25
	50
	0
	
	2007
	2.7
	8.1
	18.9
	32.4
	37.8

	2008
	20
	0
	20
	60
	0
	
	2008
	1.8
	3.5
	26.3
	29.8
	38.6


On the 2006 Kansas Reading Assessment, 89.2% 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 Reading Assessment, 87.7% of Sixth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  On the 2008 Kansas Reading Assessment, 93.6 % of Sixth Grade students met, exceeded, or exemplified the Standards.  

DIBELS

Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early Literacy Skills

First Grade

2005-2008
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The DIBELS was administered in the First Grade beginning in the Fall of 2005.  It was administered at the beginning, middle and end of each year.  These results depict benchmark status from the beginning to the end of each year.  

STAR Reading—Second Grade—2004-2008
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On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2004, 44.4% of students in the Second Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2005, 66.7% of students in the Second Grade scored above the 50th percentile.   On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2005, 43.9% of students in the Second Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2006, 68.9% of students in the Second Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2006, 39.4% of students in the Second Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2007, 64.3% of students in the Second Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2007, 38.8% of students in the Second Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2008, 57.7% of students in the Second Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2008, 50% of students in the Second Grade scored above the 50th percentile.    

STAR Reading—Third Grade—2004-2008
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On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2004, 59.6% of students in the Third Grade scored above the 50th percentile.   On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2005, 74% of students in the Third Grade scored above the 50th percentile.   On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2005, 56.2% of students in the Third Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2006, 67.6% of students in the Third Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2006, 51.1% of students in the Third Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2007, 67.5% of students in the Third Grade scored above the 50th percentile. On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2007, 44.7% of students in the Third Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2008, 58.9% of students in the Third Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2008, 36.5% of students in the Third Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  
STAR Reading—Fourth Grade—2004-2008
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On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2004, 58.6% of students in the Fourth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.   On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2005, 75% of students in the Fourth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2005, 66.7% of students in the Fourth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2006, 69.7% of students in the Fourth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2006, 54.5% of students in the Fourth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2007, 66.7% of students in the Fourth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2007, 59.1% of students in the Fourth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2008, 71.1% of students in the Fourth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2008, 69.4% of students in the Fourth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.
STAR Reading—Fifth Grade—2004-2008
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On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2004, 62.5% of students in the Fifth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.   On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2005, 66.6% of students in the Fifth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2005, 64.3% of students in the Fifth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2006, 66.7% of students in the Fifth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2006, 67.3% of students in the Fifth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.   On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2007, 72.2% of students in the Fifth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2007, 69.2% of students in the Fifth Grade scored above the 50th percentile. On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2008, 62.8% of students in the Fifth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2008, 65.1% of students in the Fifth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.
STAR Reading—Sixth Grade—2004-2008
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On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2004, 38.9% of students in the Sixth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.   On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2005, 45.6% of students in the Sixth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.   On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2005, 61.3% of students in the Sixth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.   On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2006, 61.5% of students in the Sixth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2006, 57.5% of students in the Sixth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2007, 64.3% of students in the Sixth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2007, 64.9% of students in the Sixth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Spring 2008, 56.5% of students in the Sixth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  On the STAR Reading assessment given in Fall 2008, 57.8% of students in the Sixth Grade scored above the 50th percentile.  
ITBS Language—Second Grade—2004–2008
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2004

2005

2006
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2008


	Low SES
	
	Middle to High SES

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

	2004
	31.6
	5.3
	36.8
	26.3
	
	2004
	6.3
	3.1
	28.1
	62.5

	2005
	15.4
	30.8
	38.5
	15.4
	
	2005
	15
	25
	0
	60

	2006
	17.6
	17.6
	35.3
	29.4
	
	2006
	8
	12
	32
	48

	2007
	25
	31.3
	31.3
	12.5
	
	2007
	3.7
	14.8
	44.4
	37

	2008
	36.4
	18.2
	13.6
	31.8
	
	2008
	21.4
	10.7
	32.1
	35.7

	Females
	
	Males

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

	2004
	10.3
	3.4
	31
	55.2
	
	2004
	4.5
	27.3
	40.9
	27.3

	2005
	23.1
	30.8
	23.1
	23.1
	
	2005
	10
	25
	10
	55

	2006
	5.6
	11.1
	44.4
	38.9
	
	2006
	16.7
	16.7
	25
	41.7

	2007
	4.2
	20.8
	41.7
	33.3
	
	2007
	21.1
	21.1
	36.8
	21.1

	2008
	22.7
	9.1
	22.7
	45.5
	
	2008
	32.1
	17.9
	25
	25

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2004
	75
	0
	25
	0
	
	2004
	10.6
	4.3
	31.9
	53.2

	2005
	33.3
	33.3
	0
	33.3
	
	2005
	13.3
	26.7
	16.7
	43.3

	2006
	33.3
	16.7
	16.7
	33.3
	
	2006
	8.3
	13.9
	36.1
	41.7

	2007
	0
	66.7
	0
	33.3
	
	2007
	12.5
	17.5
	42.5
	27.5

	2008
	50
	0
	0
	50
	
	2008
	27.1
	14.6
	25
	33.3


In Spring 2004, 80.4% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2005, 57.5% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2006, 73.8% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2007, 67.4% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2008, 58% of Second Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  
ITBS Language—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
	22.2
	5.5
	50
	22.2
	
	2004
	0
	10.5
	42.1
	47.4

	2005
	0
	31.2
	25
	43.8
	
	2005
	0
	13.5
	40.5
	45.9

	2006
	17.6
	17.6
	35.3
	29.4
	
	2006
	8
	12
	32
	48

	2007
	31.6
	31.6
	10.5
	26.3
	
	2007
	8.3
	4.2
	20.8
	66.7

	2008
	25
	31.3
	31.3
	12.5
	
	2008
	15.6
	9.4
	46.9
	28.1

	Females
	
	Males

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

	2004
	20
	0
	33.3
	46.7
	
	2004
	0
	18.2
	72.7
	9.1

	2005
	0
	15.2
	36.4
	48.5
	
	2005
	0
	25
	35
	40

	2006
	5.6
	11.1
	44.4
	38.9
	
	2006
	16.7
	16.7
	25
	41.7

	2007
	15
	15
	25
	45
	
	2007
	21.7
	17.4
	8.7
	52.2

	2008
	14.8
	18.5
	40.7
	25.9
	
	2008
	23.8
	14.3
	42.9
	19

	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
	3
	9.1
	51.5
	36.4

	2005
	0
	0
	80
	20
	
	2005
	0
	20.8
	31.3
	47.9

	2006
	33.3
	16.7
	16.7
	33.3
	
	2006
	8.3
	13.9
	36.1
	41.7

	2007
	50
	50
	0
	0
	
	2007
	15.4
	12.8
	17.9
	53.8

	2008
	14.3
	28.6
	28.6
	28.6
	
	2008
	19.5
	14.6
	43.9
	22


In Spring 2004, 81% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2005, 81.1% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2006, 69.7% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2007, 65.1% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2008, 64.6% of Third Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  
ITBS Language—Fourth 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
	11.8
	29.4
	41.2
	17.6
	
	2004
	0
	13.2
	10.5
	76.3

	2005
	5
	40
	15
	40
	
	2005
	5.3
	5.3
	31.6
	57.9

	2006
	9.1
	9.1
	27.3
	54.4
	
	2006
	0
	12.8
	28.2
	59

	2007
	5.3
	21.1
	31.6
	42.1
	
	2007
	0
	30
	0
	70

	2008
	4.3
	43.5
	30.4
	21.7
	
	2008
	0
	19
	28.6
	52.4

	Females
	
	Males

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

	2004
	0
	13.6
	18.2
	68.2
	
	2004
	6.1
	21.2
	45.5
	27.3

	2005
	5.3
	21.1
	15.8
	57.9
	
	2005
	5
	25
	30
	40

	2006
	0
	6.7
	33.3
	60
	
	2006
	5
	20
	20
	55

	2007
	0
	46.2
	7.7
	46.2
	
	2007
	3.8
	15.4
	19.2
	61.5

	2008
	0
	28.6
	28.6
	42.9
	
	2008
	4.3
	34.8
	30.4
	30.4

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2004
	0
	14.3
	28.6
	57.1
	
	2004
	4.2
	18.8
	18.8
	58.3

	2005
	0
	33.3
	33.3
	33.3
	
	2005
	5.6
	22.2
	22.2
	50

	2006
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	2006
	2
	12
	28
	58

	2007
	14.3
	14.3
	57.1
	14.3
	
	2007
	0
	28.1
	6.3
	65.6

	2008
	0
	50
	50
	0
	
	2008
	2.4
	31
	28.6
	38.1


In Spring 2004, 78.2% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2005, 71.8% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2006, 86% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2007, 71.8% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2008, 65.9% of Fourth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  

ITBS Language—Fifth Grade—2004-2008 
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2004
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2006

2007
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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
	36.4
	9
	
	2004
	15.4
	23.1
	30.8
	30.8

	2005
	15.4
	34.6
	30.8
	19.2
	
	2005
	8.8
	5.9
	20.6
	64.7

	2006
	5
	30
	35
	30
	
	2006
	4.5
	4.5
	40
	50

	2007
	15.4
	38.5
	30.8
	15.4
	
	2007
	0
	19.5
	24.4
	56.1

	2008
	21.1
	26.3
	26.3
	26.3
	
	2008
	10.5
	15.8
	26.3
	47.4

	Females
	
	Males

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

	2004
	10
	20
	20
	50
	
	2004
	7.4
	40.7
	44.4
	7.4

	2005
	3.8
	23.1
	26.9
	46.2
	
	2005
	17.6
	14.7
	23.5
	44.1

	2006
	5.3
	15.8
	31.6
	47.4
	
	2006
	4.3
	17.4
	43.5
	34.8

	2007
	0
	19.4
	25.8
	54.8
	
	2007
	8.7
	30.4
	26.1
	34.8

	2008
	15.4
	15.4
	38.5
	30.8
	
	2008
	16
	24
	20
	40

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2004
	0
	40
	40
	20
	
	2004
	18.8
	25
	31.3
	25

	2005
	33.3
	50
	0
	16.7
	
	2005
	9.3
	14.8
	27.8
	48.1

	2006
	0
	0
	66.7
	33.3
	
	2006
	5.1
	17.9
	35.9
	41

	2007
	25
	50
	25
	0
	
	2007
	2
	22
	26
	50

	2008
	28.6
	42.9
	14.3
	14.3
	
	2008
	12.9
	16.1
	29
	41.9


In Spring 2004, 56.7% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2005, 70% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2006, 78.6% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2007, 72.2% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.   In Spring 2008, 63.1% of Fifth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  
ITBS Language—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
	30
	10
	60
	
	2004
	11.1
	18.5
	33.3
	37

	2005
	0
	64.3
	28.6
	7.1
	
	2005
	5.3
	21.1
	42.1
	31.6

	2006
	17.6
	17.6
	35.3
	29.4
	
	2006
	8
	12
	32
	48

	2007
	21.1
	26.3
	31.6
	21.1
	
	2007
	4.3
	13
	34.8
	47.8

	2008
	15.8
	47.4
	26.3
	10.5
	
	2008
	2.4
	23.8
	19
	54.8

	Females
	
	Males

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

	2004
	6.3
	6.3
	18.8
	68.8
	
	2004
	4.8
	38.1
	52.4
	4.8

	2005
	0
	25
	41.7
	33.3
	
	2005
	4.8
	47.6
	33.3
	14.3

	2006
	5.6
	11.1
	44.4
	38.9
	
	2006
	16.7
	16.7
	25
	41.7

	2007
	10
	25
	25
	40
	
	2007
	13.6
	13.6
	40.9
	31.8

	2008
	5.6
	30.6
	19.4
	44.4
	
	2008
	8
	32
	24
	36

	Mobility
	
	No Mobility

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

	2004
	20
	40
	20
	20
	
	2004
	6.3
	18.8
	28.1
	46.9

	2005
	0
	0
	0
	100
	
	2005
	3.1
	40.6
	34.4
	21.9

	2006
	33.3
	16.7
	16.7
	33.3
	
	2006
	8.3
	13.9
	36.1
	41.7

	2007
	50
	25
	0
	25
	
	2007
	7.9
	18.4
	36.8
	36.8

	2008
	37.5
	25
	12.5
	25
	
	2008
	1.9
	32.1
	22.6
	43.4


In Spring 2004, 70.2% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2005, 57.6% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2006, 57.9% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2007, 69% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  In Spring 2008, 62.3% of Sixth Graders scored above the 50th percentile on the ITBS Language.  
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Scores form student samples were compiled to develop an average score for the class.  Kindergarten, First, and Second Grade samples were evaluated with a primary rubric.  Third, Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Grade samples were evaluated using an intermediate rubric.  
Local Writing
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Scores form student samples were compiled to develop an average score for the class.  Kindergarten, First, and Second Grade samples were evaluated with a primary rubric.  Third, Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Grade samples were evaluated using an intermediate rubric.  
Local Writing
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Scores form student samples were compiled to develop an average score for the class.  Kindergarten, First, and Second Grade samples were evaluated with a primary rubric.  Third, Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Grade samples were evaluated using an intermediate rubric.  
Local Writing
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Scores form student samples were compiled to develop an average score for the class.  Kindergarten, First, and Second Grade samples were evaluated with a primary rubric.  Third, Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Grade samples were evaluated using an intermediate rubric.  
Local Writing

Sentence Fluency

2004-2008
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Scores form student samples were compiled to develop an average score for the class.  Kindergarten, First, and Second Grade samples were evaluated with a primary rubric.  Third, Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Grade samples were evaluated using an intermediate rubric.  
Local Writing

Conventions

2004-2008


[image: image27.wmf]Conventions

1

1.9

1

1.2

1

1.2

1

2.2

1

1.1

2.7

1

2.7

1

2.7

1

3

1.1

2.7

3.1

2.3

2.7

2.5

3

2.4

3

2.3

2.3

2.9

2.2

2.6

2.3

2.8

2.2

2.8

2.1

2.7

3

2.4

2.9

2.6

2.8

2.6

3

2.8

3.4

3.5

2.6

3.1

2.8

3.3

2.9

3.8

2.9

3.1

2.6

2.9

3.8

2.7

3.3

3.1

3.5

3

0

1

2

3

4

5

Year

Average

K

1st

2nd 

3rd

4th

5th

6th

K

1

1.9

1

1.2

1

1.2

1

2.2

1

1st

1.1

2.7

1

2.7

1

2.7

1

3

1.1

2nd 

2.7

3.1

2.3

2.7

2.5

3

2.4

3

2.3

3rd

2.3

2.9

2.2

2.6

2.3

2.8

2.2

2.8

2.1

4th

2.7

3

2.4

2.9

2.6

2.8

2.6

3

2.8

5th

3.4

3.5

2.6

3.1

2.8

3.3

2.9

3.8

2.9

6th

3.1

2.6

2.9

3.8

2.7

3.3

3.1

3.5

3

Fall 

2004

Spring 

2005

Fall 

2005

Spring 

2006

Fall 

2006

Spring 

2007

Fall 

2007

Spring 

2008

Fall 

2008


Scores form student samples were compiled to develop an average score for the class.  Kindergarten, First, and Second Grade samples were evaluated with a primary rubric.  Third, Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Grade samples were evaluated using an intermediate rubric.  
Goal I: Problem Solving

QPA Outcome:
All students will demonstrate complex thinking skills.

Target Goal:
All students will improve problem-solving skills across the curriculum.

Problem Solving was selected as a goal for Minneapolis Grade School for several reasons.  A primary determinate of need is progress on Kansas State Assessments and reporting for Adequate Yearly Progress.

The percent of students reaching their goal for Adequate Yearly Progress in Math was identified through the year 2014.  Through this cycle of School Improvement, these percentages were given:


• 2006 – 66.8% of students will reach their goal for AYP.


• 2007 – 66.8% of students will reach their goal for AYP.


• 2008 – 73.4% of students will reach their goal for AYP.


• 2009 – 77.8% of students will reach their goal for AYP.

On the 2004 Kansas Assessment for Math, 31.6% of students were in the Basic or Unsatisfactory performance level.  On the 2005 Kansas Assessment for Math, 30.8% of students were in the Basic or Unsatisfactory performance level. 

Recommendations:

The following recommendations were made in the area of problem solving.  Continue the use of the problem-solving model with strategies.  Examine test preparation materials for the best match with the evaluation instruments to be used in the next cycle.  Keep the Science Fair as an opportunity to use scientific inquiry.  Continue using graphic organizers in problem solving.   

Problem Solving Committee

P. Anderson
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D. Eckart

R. Feldt
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J. Johnson

L. Lonberger-Chair

K. Shaft

L. Smith

L. Vernon

S. Wahl

Goal II: Reading Comprehension

QPA Outcome:
All students will demonstrate effective communication skills.

Target Goal:
All students will improve reading comprehension across the curriculum.

Reading Comprehension was selected as a goal for Minneapolis Grade School for several reasons.  A primary determinate of need is progress on Kansas State Assessments and reporting for Adequate Yearly Progress.

The percent of students reaching their goal for Adequate Yearly Progress in reading was identified through the year 2014.  Through this cycle of School Improvement, these percentages were given:


• 2006 – 63.4% of students will reach their goal for AYP.


• 2007 – 69.5% of students will reach their goal for AYP.


• 2008 – 75.6% of students will reach their goal for AYP.


• 2009 – 79.7% of students will reach their goal for AYP.

On the 2004 Kansas Assessment for Reading, the determined percentage for students reaching their goal for AYP was 57.3%. Only 59.4% of the students were able to reach this goal. 
Results from the STAR Reading Assessment administered in Fall 2004 yielded the following information:

• 61.1% of students in the Sixth Grade scored below the 50th percentile. 

• 55.5% of students in the Second Grade scored below the 50th percentile.

The Bader Reading and Language Inventory was administered in Fall 2004. Results indicated 29% of students were below grade level.  

Recommendations:
Recommendations were given from the last cycle for School Improvement.  It was suggested to continue the several strategies for reading comprehension.  These are listed as follows: 

1.) Total Reading Phonemic Strand; 

2.) Daily Oral Language; 

3.) Daily Analogies;

4.) Graphic Organizers; 

5.) Silent Sustained Reading (SSR).  In the next cycle, the number of minutes appropriate for SSR will need to be evaluated at each grade level.  

Oral Reading by the teacher was also suggested as a possible intervention for the next cycle. 

Reading Comprehension Committee
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SUMMARY

In this cycle for School Improvement, student competency on the standards from the Kansas State Assessments has been the strongest indicator by which interventions and strategies have been measured.   The instructional staff is dedicated to providing optimum learning opportunities for student proficiency on the Kansas State Standards.  Our School Improvement Plan is designed to target the State Standards.  In addition, under the direction of the State of Kansas, all in-service has been directly tied to the School Improvement Plan for a direct impact on student proficiency in the State Standards. 
From 2002-2008, the Minneapolis Grade School has exceeded the standards set by the State of Kansas for the percent of students reaching the goal for Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) in Math and Reading. 

Students in the Fifth and Sixth Grades at the Minneapolis Grade School achieved the Standard of Excellence on the 2006 State of Kansas Reading assessments.  Students in Third Grade through Sixth Grade received the Standard of Excellence in Reading on the 2007 State Assessment. On the 2008 State Assessments, the Standard of Excellence was met in Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth in Reading, and the building met the Standard of Excellence in Reading and Math.
 

To achieve the Standard of Excellence, the Kansas State Department of Education applies a weighting formula to the actual percentage distribution of scores in a building to determine whether the building did better, worse, or the same as the percentage distribution, which is expected for a Building of Excellence.  To meet the minimum requirement for Grades 3, 4, 5, and 6, at least 25% of students must score in the Exemplary range and no more than 5% of students may score in the Academic Warning range.  In addition, 60% of students must achieve the category of Exceeds Standard or above, 80% must achieve the category of Meets Standard or above, and 95% must achieve the category of Approaches Standard or above for a school of excellence in reading.

The SuccessMaker computer program has offered valuable learning opportunities for our students.  The program is designed for remediation and/or enrichment for each student.  Students in First through Sixth Grade have daily use of this program.  It provides an additional, consistent instructional opportunity to assist in addressing the State Standards. 

During this cycle, Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Grade students were introduced to technological skills in research, project development, and presentation in an effort to improve skills in reading comprehension.  Instructors received training in INTEL and numerous other components of technology. A technology instructional specialist was hired to support classroom efforts.  Laptop computers housed in mobile labs were acquired to strengthen the program.  
An average composite of assessment results using z scores indicated limited growth among students at MGS. It should be noted, however, the 2008 assessment dates for the ITBS fell on the first week after the nationally legislated change to an earlier calendar date for the beginning of Daylight Saving Time.  No doubt, this had an impact on student testing ability. 

Math Goal:



z score



ITBS Math



-0.20

Kansas Math



-0.04

Silver Burdett/Ginn Math Inventory
-0.05

Reading Goal:



z score
ITBS Reading



-0.11


Kansas Reading


-0.09

DIBELS




-0.37

STAR 




 0.07

ITBS Language



-0.31

Local Writing-Ideas


0.18

Local Writing-Organization

-0.06

Local Writing-Voice


0.09

Local Writing-Word Choice

0.13

Local Writing-Sentence Fluency
-0.04

Local Writing-Conventions

-0.08

Effect Size Growth Levels:

0.00=sustained

+/-0.10=insignificant growth or decline

+/-0.11 to +/-0.20=fairly significant growth or decline

+/-0.21 to +/-0.30=good growth or sizable decline

+/-0.30 to +/-0.40=significant growth or significant decline
It is difficult to ascertain which particular intervention is the key to ensuring student success.  As in any educational setting, numerous strategies provide a variety of approaches for students at various instructional levels and with differing learning styles. 
During the next cycle for School Improvement, we will continue our search for the best practices of instruction and will incorporate interventions to provide optimum learning opportunities for our students. 
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