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1. Are the indicators that Linda shared the right
indicators for Tier 17

2. Do the general depictions of the accountability
models (presented shortly) resonate with you?

3. Does the approach for identifying schools for

Comprehensive Support and Improvement make
sense’?
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““(C) ANNUAL MEANINGFUL DIFFERENTIATION.—Establish a system of meaningfully
differentiating, on an annual basis, all public schools in the State, which shall—

“(i) be based on all indicators in the State’s accountability system under
subparagraph (B), for all students and for each of subgroup of students,
consistent with the requirements of such subparagraph;

“(ii) with respect to the indicators described in clauses (i) through (iv) of
subparagraph (B) afford—

“(1) substantial weight to each such indicator; and

“(I1) in the aggregate, much greater weight than is afforded to the indicator or
indicators utilized by the State and described in subparagraph (B)(v), in
the aggregate; and

“(iii) include differentiation of any such school in which any subgroup of students
is consistently underperforming, as determined by the State, based on all
indicators under subparagraph (B) and the system established under this
subparagraph.
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* As Linda just showed us, you selected several

important indicators of school quality for Tier 1
and Tier 2

 We really have two related, but separate systems:
— High schools
— Elementary and middle schools

* |n fact, depending on the School Quality and
Student Success indicator(s) selected for middle
schools, we might have three systems
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This is the 20,000 foot
view. We will zoom in
on the various

components on the Overall

. . Determination
following slides.
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Postsecondary
Readiness

Civic Engagement &

Career Readiness )
Literacy

College Readiness

CTE Pathway
Completion/ Industry

AP, IB, Dual Enrollment Regents Diploma with Service learning, civic

& Success Advanced Designation Certification/ Seal of engagement, other?
Biliteracy
J J J J
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Student
Growth

ELA
grades 4-8

J
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 While there was not a consensus, it appears that
the group favored a reporting system that
included:

e an overall evaluation of “school quality”
AND
* Reports for each indicator in a dashboard

 We present a few examples in Appendix A to help
ground our thinking...
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If the desire is to produce overall determinations, there are
three general classes of methods for doing so

* Weighted Index or Composite
* Profiles or Decision Rules

e Each approach has strengths and shortcomings..
— Decision tables are likely too complex given the number of

indicators
— If you want a score, weighted index/composite is the only
choice

— Should be coherent with the approach used to identify schools
for Comprehensive and Targeted Support and Improvement
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Most commonly used method among states right now
Relatively easy to implement

Results in a total score is often translated into an overall
rating (but does not necessarily have to be)

|”

Assumes that the weights assigned (“nominal”) are the
same as when the composite is calculated (“effective”)

— This is usually wrong!

Should employ a deliberative process (e.g., standard
setting) to convert scores to ratings

The following slides provides a typical example...
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Achieve x | Progress x ELP x 0.15 Chronic Total
0.25 0.25 Absence x .1
Score

PS1 3 2 1 1 2 1.85
PS 2 4 2 3 3 3 3.00
PS 3 2 2 4 3 3 2.75
PS4 1 2 2 3 2 1.90

In this example of a weighted composite model, four fictional
schools are used with the weights indicated in the header. All the
indicators were first converted to a common scale (1-4 in this case)
before creating the total composite. This is not a requirement but
used here for simplicity.
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e A set of decision rules used to evaluate school profiles
(scores on the various indicators) against narrative
descriptions of performance

* By working through this process, rules are established to
place schools into various overall levels based on the
constellation of indicator values
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mm Progress | Growth | _Absent | _ELP__|Overall

Level 3

Level 1/27

W L P, N W b
N B RN W B
N N P NN W B

4
3 3
2 p) Level 2
1 1
2 3
1 3

Level 2/37

PS 7 2 4 3 2 4 Level 2/3?

As you can see, the homogeneous profiles are easy to evaluate. The
heterogeneous profiles require decision rules to make determinations. For
example, for E, F, G, decision rules could result in all of these schools be same
level (2) or each being a different level (1, 2, 3).
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Whatdoyouvalue?

* Which approaches do you think will have the most
credibility with district and school leaders, policymakers,
and the general public?

 Sometimes it is difficult to have both transparency and
high technical quality. Which feature should be
prioritized?

* Should this be an empirical decision largely by (once we
settle on indicators) seeing how schools fare under the
different approaches to shed light on how the different
approaches work with NY data?
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* We have been discussing two potential options, both of
which are based on the notion that low achievement,
combined with other factors, puts the children most at
risk

* For high schools, keep in mind that all high schools with
graduation rates (can use 5- or 6-year rate) less than 67%
must be identified for Comprehensive Support and
Improvement
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Progress Chronic ELP
Absence

PS 11 Low
PS 12 Low
PS 13 Low
PS 14 Low
PS 15 Low
PS 16 Low
PS 17 Low

First, we identify Title | schools with very low achievement, likely in
the lowest 10% or so of the state distribution.
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T T T ]
Absence

PS 11 Low Low

PS 12 Low

PS 13 Low

PS 14 Low Low

PS 15 Low

PS 16 Low High
PS 17 Low High

We then look at the growth indicator and we see evidence of high
growth for schools 16 & 17 which might allow the school to be placed
on a “watch” list or to avoid identification altogether.
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S S A
Absence

PS 11 Low Low Low Low Low CSl

PS 12 Low Low Low CSl

PS 13 Low Low

PS 14 Low Low Low Csl

PS 15 Low Low High High

PS 16 Low High OK?
PS 17 Low High Low Low

We then follow this procedure by examining school performance on
the rest of the indicators to evaluate whether the schools should be
placed on a “watch” list or to avoid identification altogether.
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Accountability Status of Elementary and Middle Schools Based on
2014-15 ELA and Math Achievement and Growth Results

Accountability

200 Status

O Good Standing

O Local

Assistance Plan

150 Focus Schools

: O riority Schoots

33

§§ } What do we value:

H: achievement or growth?

52 o We can adjust axis until we

g ) ID 5% of Title | schools. We

3 can rely on signal-detection

D theory to help fine-tune our
T serersverseemon selection.
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* Which of these approaches, if either, make the
most sense to you?

* Are there other approaches that we should
consider?

 Which is most coherent with the proposed
method for producing annual determinations for
all NY schools?
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* Other questions and comments?
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* Reporting can address as
many or as few of the
system’s indicators as desired

* Report cards can be
cumbersome

e Dashboards can be more
flexible
— Larger amounts of information

— More intuitive ways of drilling
into information (down, up,
across)

 Both must provide ratings
and information on
achievement, graduation,
and ELP rates

«"u Center for
\‘f Assessment Center for Assessment/LPI.
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State System Indicators

State
Reported
Indicators

State Required
Indicators

Local
Accountability
and
Continuous
Improvement

Locally State
Generated
Indicators (LCAP)

Supported
Indicators
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* Three examples will be presented

— lllinois Report Card
— Ohio Report Card (but more like a dashboard)
— Wisconsin Report Card & Dashboard

* Displays will differ in their approach
— Zooming in
— Drilling down to make additional comparisons
— Degree of companion reporting for schools
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lllinois At-A-Glance Report Card 2015-2016

For more information, visit

JEFFERSON HIGH SCHOOL

©@ 4145 SAMLELSON RD ROCKFORD, L 611093240 R (B15) ET4-0536

Grades: 312

Distric: ROCKFORD 5D 206

Prindpal: Don Rundall
Superintendent: Dr.Ehren Jarrert

FAST FACTS

10%
ready for next
level

63%

graduation

Academic Success

All llinois students in grades 3-8 take the PARCC assessment each year. High school
students take the PARCC in specific Math or English Language Arts (ELA) courses.

School @

e ER= - =B

M pid NotMeet [ Partially Met.

1658
I

met [l Exceeded
PEADY FOR MENT LEWEL

Approached

Success by Student Group

This display shows PARCC performance levels for each student group. Mo data is
shown for groups with fewer than 10 students.
Sc

White 40%) 20 16%

. R -~
- -
e I 2
=
- =

W pidMotmess [0 partially Met

Approached met I Excesded
| —

READY FOR MENT LEWEL

Student Characteristics

White Low Income E1%
Black English Leamers 5%
Hispanic With Disabilities 7%
Asian Homeless T

American Indian
Two or More Races
Pacific Islander

FERYYLY

School Environment

The S5Essentials Survey allows students in grades
6-12 and all teachers to share their perspectives
on essential conditions for learning. The

anonymous survey consists of 5 components.
B Most implemantation
B More implementation
B Average implementation
Lessimpl N Response Rates
Least implermentation Students
Involved
Families

53%
|7 Not Applicable/Low Teachers Ba%
Response

QR o esoes

Do principals and teachers implement a shared vision for success?

Collaborative Teachers

Da teachers collaborate to promote professional growth?

- Ambitious Instruction

Are the classes challenging and engaging?

- Supportive Environment

Is the school safe, demanding, and supportive?

Less Involved Families

Daes the entire staff build strong external relationships?

College Readiness

Ready for College Coursework
Students who meet or exceed ACT college
readiness benchmarks

75 1005

Postsecondary Enrollment
Students who enroll at colleges and universities

Postsecondary Remediation fiower i bettar)
Students enrolled in lllinois community colleges S5B%
who require remedial coursework

[ school I Districe [ State
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" lllinois At-A-Glance Report Card 2015-2016

For more information, visit |

JEFFERSON HIGH SCHOOL

School Highlights

Academic Courses

AP Biology, AP Calculus AB, AP Chemistry, AP English Language and
Compaosition, AP English Language and Composition, AP English
Literature and Composition, AP Environmental Science, AP
Macroeconomics, AP Physics B, AP Psychology, AP Spanish Language,
AP Spanish Language, AP Statistics, AP Studio Art-Drawing Portfolio,
AP Studio Art-General Portfolio, AP United States Government and
Politics, AP United States History, Automotive Technidan |, Fire-
Fighting |, French I-Il, French I-1ll, French I...

Physical Education, Heath and Wellness

Other Programs and Activities

School Awards

FOR MORE INFORMATION

Visit lllinoisReportCard.com to see additional details about each
item of information for this school. There you will find charts
spanning multiple years, detailed explanations, resou

Career Development Courses and Programs

Accounting Il, Accounting |, Architectural Drafting |, Automotive
Technician I, Automotive Technician Il, Beginning Digital Graphics,
Beginning Machining, Business and Technaology Concepts, Care and
Leaming Services Occupations, Child Development and Parenting,
Communication Technology, Computer Concepts and Software
Applications, Cooperative Education, Digital Graphics, Drafting,
Information Processing |, Infoermation Processing Il, Introduction to
Family and Consumer Sciences Careers, Intro...

Athletics

School Personnel Resources
Librarian/Media Specialist, Paraprofessional, School Guidance
Counselor, Special Education Teacher

Facilities

Most of this data has been collected by ISBE from school districts
through data systems. Some information, such as the School

District Finance

Instructional Spending per Pupil includes only the activities directly
dealing with the teaching of students or the interaction between
teachers and students.

2013 2014 2015
@ District $6,440 $6,691 S7.145 .___...--':
/
B State $7,084 %7419 S$TT12 o—*

Operational Spending per Pupil includes all costs for overall
operations in this school's district, including Instructional Spending,
but excluding summer school, adult education, capital expenditures,
and long-term debt payments.

2013 2014 2015
B Districc $11,246 $11,867 #1214
B State $12,045 $12,521 #2821

$13.0
k p—
ETPT S L

s @

Educator Measures

This school has had 2 principal(s) over the past 6 years. In the last
three years, an average of 8% of teachers return to this school
each year.

Student Attendance and Mobility

% S0% % 100%
Attendance Rate
Rate at which students are present at 95%
school, not including excused or
unexcused absences

Chronic Truancy Rate 506
Percentage of students who have

been absent without valid reasons for 7%
5% or more of regular school days =1l]%

Student Mobility 16%
Percentage of students who transfer in

or out of the school during the school 15%

of the school’s programs and activities, and powerfulr::;saq;réﬁﬁer fﬂmmﬁﬂw Wﬁﬂégé‘ﬁfgdmagﬁﬁpgm'&dpnl 4??016} including graduates 125 30

let you dig deeper into data.

Schoo [ District [l State



2015 - 2016 Report Card for

Dublin Scioto High School

Overview

Achievement Progress

DE

n n “OL DETAILS
Coming In

2018

Achievement

The Achievement component represents the number of
students who passed the state tests and how well they
performed on them.

COMPONENT GRADE

Performance Index

B TR C VIEW MORE DATA
Indicators Met
LT D VIEW GIFTED DATA

COMPONENT GRADE

Gap Closing

The Gap Closing component shows how well schools
are meeting the performance expectations for our most
vulnerable populations of students in English language
arts, math and graduation.

Annual Measurable Objectives

The K-3 Literacy component looks at how successful
the school is at getting struggling readers on track to
proficiency in third grade and beyond.

K-3 Literacy Improvement

VIEW MORE DATA

Not Rated

L Ce.ntmor Assessment/LPL NY Regents Mee“ng_ Apnl 4, 2017

Gap Closing

"™ View Printable PDF

Graduation Rate K-3 Literacy Prepared for Success

about spending and performance. How much
is spent, the source of the revenue and how
do these measures compare across districts?

Progress

The Progress component looks closely at the
growth that all students are making based on their
past performances.

’ These measures answer several questions

COMPONENT GRADE

Value-Added

LT VIEW MORE DATA

Lowest 20% in Achievement .
Students with Disabilities.......ocoooii e

» Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate component looks at the
percent of students who are successfully finishing
high school with a diploma in four or five years.

COMPONENT GRADE

Graduation Rates
92.3%of students graduated in 4 vears
93.9%of students graduated in 5 vears..

VIEW MORE DATA

component looks at how well prepared Chio's
students are for all future opportunities.

g ] ‘ Whether training in a technical field or preparing for
% : work or college, the Prepared for Success



2015 - 2016 Report Card for ™ View Printable PDF
[ ]

Dublin Scioto High School

Overview Achievement Progress Gap Closing Graduation Rate K-3 Literacy Prepared for Success

Achievement

The Achievement component represents th students who COMPONENT GRADE

passed the state tests and how well they perfo

Performance Index GRADE Indicators Met

The Performance Index measures the test results of every student, not just Indicators Met measures the percent of students who have passed state tests. It zlso
those who score proficient or higher. There are six levels on the index and includes the gifted indicator. Test results are reported for each student in 2 grade and
schools receive points for every student in each of these levels. The higher the subject.

achievement level, the more the points awarded in the school's index. This
rewards schools and districts for improving the performance of all students,
regardless of achievement level.

Click here for a complete list of passage rates required to meet each indicator.

Performance Index ® calculation ) Pie Chart ) Trend Indicators Met % @ Indicators ) Comparison ) Achievement Levels ) Trend
Achievement  Pct of Points for Points Mathematics | 96.2% | 1/
D & Level Students this Level Received r
o 4 Advanced Plus [ 0.0 x 13 = 00 o s Readng | 96.8%
Advanced 12.9 X 1.2 = 15.5 0GT, 11th )
10 Accelerated 20.5 X 1.1 = 22.5 10 Graders Science 93.6%
Proficient 33.5 X 1.0 = 33.5 Social
Basic 19.0 X 0.6 = 11.4 Studies 93.6%
o Limited 14.1 X 0.3 = 4.2 53 80/ Wit
ng 95.2% &
7 2l 7 /o Untested 0.0 X 0.0 = 0.0 [ ] 0
§7.2 of 3 possible 120.0 87.2 7 out of 13 Algebra | 53.0% X
A= 90.0 - 100.0% A= 90.0 - 100.0% )
B = 80.0-89.9% B = B80.0-89.9% Biology 80.3% &
= Bi o R
F= 0.0-49.9% E= 0.0-49.5% English | 72.7% X
HS Engishll  74.2% X
Center for Assessment/LPI. NY Regents Meeting| April 4, 201 2ecometry | 57.1% | X 32




2015 - 2016 Report Card for

Dublin Scioto High School

Overview Achievement Progress Gap Closing Graduation Rate K-3 Literacy Prepared for Success

View Printable PDF

Progress

The Progress component looks closely at the growth that all student® COMPONENT GRADE

are making based on their past performances.

For more detailed data on Progress and Value-Added, click here.

Overall Progress Details
This measures the progress for all students in math, EL&, science and - -
social studies using tests in grades 4-8 and some end-of-course exams. ‘® Value-Added Data '/ Progress vs. Performance Index

These tables show the Progress scores by test grade and subject for students in grades 4-8 and some end-of-course
tests, and includes up to three years of datz as available.

Test Grade

English
Language Arts All Tests

Gifted Students

This measures the progress for students identified as gifted in reading,
math, science, socizl studies and/or superior cognitive ability. All Grades

Students in the Lowest 20% in Achievement

This measures the progress for students identified as the lowest 20%
statewide in reading, math, science or social studies achievement.

| TestGrade . |Progress Score il TestGrade ________|Progress Score

_ Engish | NGRS Algebra |
Students with Disabilities High Schoal : High School
This measures the progress for students with disabilities. English Il _ Geometry _

Although Progress scores are not A= 2.00and ug

Center for Assessment/LPIl. NY Regenisibiietingragpri tis Ba:lof Bz Lo 33
detail, the grading scale applied at the D= -2.00to-1.01
Overall (All Students, All Tests) level is: F= below-2.00



‘SCHOOL REPORT CARDS AT-A-GLANCE

OVERALL ACCOUNTABILITY

SCORE AND RATINGS

Each school receives an Overall
Accountability Score from 0 to 100. This
score is calculated by combining the
weighted average of the Priority Area

scores minus any Student Engagement \
Indicator deductions.

A weighted average of Priority Area scores
Is used—not simple averaging. Wisconsin
schools are diverse in size, grade spans,
and student populations—and not all
schools have data in all four Priority Areas.
To account for this and to ensure the
scoring is fair to all school types, the
average is weighted differently for schools
that do not have all four Priority Areas.

The weighted average includes variable
weighting between Student Achievement
and Student Growth based on the
proportion of economically disadvantaged
(ECD) students. The higher the proportion
of ECD students, the greater the weight
assigned to Student Growth and the lesser
to Student Achievement, and vice versa.

The Overall Accountability Score places a
school in one of five rating categories
ranging from Significantly Exceeds
Expectations to Fails to Meet
Expectations. A five star rating system is
also provided. The 0-100 index is not
“percent correct” so these scores are
never the same as grades.

PUBLIC REPORT

Each year a School Report Card is released publicly on the DPI
website (http://dpi.wi.gov/accountability/report-cards). You
can select any district or private school participating in the
choice program in the state®, and view any school or district
report card. Report cards for 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14 and

SPCIINY REPCHT ACT PN PUEL K RIIEASY

Scheol Report Card | 2015-16 | Summary

2015-16 are available online in both summary and detailed
versions. Report cards were not produced for the 2014-15

Sample Elementary
Sample District | Public - All Students

53629

School Informatson

Grades «
Schoc| Type Carrerrary Schocl
Envoliment 03
Perzatt Qpen Csalermnit ars
Perpent Choice Exrodment Mot A cashe
Foce/Eriwicky
Artericar ndan or Al Natww oo
Adan s
Blach or Africas Amvericar 170%
Wiy e TN
Native Hawaian or Cthwr Pa0fc Sander 068
White oo
Two o Moze Races ISH
Radenst Grougs
Stusdents with Diabbties s |
Econcrricaly Duatvartiged Q5%

school year as per state law.

e Shoo Max  Sule Mas
Ty Areds Score Score  Soore Score
STATE SCORES
Student Achievement 57.8/100 69.9/100
Enghsh Lavguage Arts (LA} Achieveeant 2350 y.m The state scores are given for comparison purposes only.
R . o \ They do not factor into the accountability scores or ratings.
Growth

Enghah Lusguage Arts (ELA) Geowth
Mathematics Growth

[« Gaps
Ei e Arts (ELA) Achiovernent Gaps
Waw

Mathomat

Groduaticn Rate ~
On-Track and PostsecondMeggadiness  85.3/100
Gradwotion Rate ~ Ma/Na
endance Rate ~ N P
Ird Grade English Languoge Arts [ELA] Advewement gy 520
ath Grade Matnematics Aduewment Hh \
~

Student Engagement Indicators
Tout Partiopation Lowest Group Rate [gosl 705%)
Assontecnm flato [goal <13%)
Dropout Rane igoat <6%)

Student A System Parcent Proficient an:

e peafciancy 1300 & G o edind grades 8 and L1

100%
L E Y
o Targets for student engagement are set. Schools and districts
receive a deduction for each Student Engagement Indicator
b not met. These deductions are subtracted from the Priority
on Sy re Areas’ weighted average, and are reflected in the Overall
e, Hseax Accountability Score.

W sover marvnnes Il s ranevares ‘

Notes: Oversl Accoustatbty Scone i ar wvetage of Priariy Aees Scones, mirun Sucens Frgagemient RSt deducoont. The sverags i weighted
differertly dor schoot that canct be measared sath ol Priorty Aces cones, to eawre that the Oversl Accountabiity Scare cen be compared farly for sl
schaols. Accoumabiny Ranngs 00 soLapply Lo Py ority Asea Scores. Detanks can be found o1 betsc \dol se.

COLLEGE & CAREER READINESS BENCHMARKS

.

This chart provides supplemental information about student

SCHOOL INFORMATION

Basic demographic data for the school is
provided for context. The performance of
student groups is reported throughout the
detailed report card.

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction | dpi.wi.gov
Report cards for different types of schools or distrcts should not be directly compared &

Page proficiency in relation to college and career readiness

benchmarks on the most recent state assessments. These

Center for Assessment/LPl. NY Regents Meeting. April 4,

data do not factor into the accountability scores or ratings.
) hart shows a school’s recent ELA and mathematics
proficiency alongside statewide performance, allowing for
comparisons to state averages.
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Welcome to WISEdash — where you can compare and explore statistics about Wisconsin public schools

Data in the news
Get started !
J-minute how-to video

WilSEdash updates 10/03/2016

Where is WINSS?

Data sources
rates.

View previous news items.
CLICK THE GRAPH to see High School

Completion Rates.

Learn more in the

Wisconsin had 57,698 students graduate from
high scheol with a regular diploma in 2015, a
graduation rate of 88.4 percent. Both state and
feederal law provide additicnal time for students to
complete their high scheoeol education. For the
Class of 2014, an additional 1,480 students
earned a regular diploma, taking an extra year to
do so. For the Class of 2013 cohort, 2,133
students earned a diploma in six years. The 2014-
15 six-year graduation rate is 32.1 percent.

news release on

High School Completion Results

HS Completion Rates by [All Students] (2014-15)
Completion Credential: Regular

&£ 4 5
100% = ; y

(=] o

o

raduation

Percent of Cohort

>

“-Year Rars
(2015 Cohort)

S-vear Rare
(2014 Cohert)

&-%ear Rap=
(20132 Cohort)

popular searches user help links

COMPARE

=

. DISTRICTS SIDE-BY-SIDE. How can | compare 2 school
districts and their schools for state assessments™

. UP TO 5 DISTRICTS. How can | compare high school
completions among school districts?

. COMPARE ME TO STATE. | want to guickly compare my
district's academic performance to the rest of Wisconsin.

. GRADUATION RATE. What's the state graduation rate this
year?

TRENDS AND CHANGE

1. ENROLLMEMT. Is the number of students in my school
district growing cr shrinking?

2. SPENDIMG. How much is spent per student in public
schools?

3. DISCIPLINE TREMDS. How are my district's suspensicns
and expulsions trending?

bW

Deownload statewide data files

(DP1)
Watch 3-minute HOW-TO videos

= W System’s report on remedial course taking, as

start a help ticket | STATE
= School Report Cards (DPI1)
WISEdash LINKS « School District Performance Reports (DPI)
= MWisconsin Essential Facts (DPI)
= A-Z topic list in WISEdash = Wisconsin Youth Risk Behavior Survey (DPI)
= Helpdesk home » Special Education District Profiles (DPI1)
= Find DPI data by type of school « Comparative Cost and Revenue Data per Pupil (DFI)
= About the data « Data for private, charter. choice, home-based schools

DPI QUICK REFERENCE

= Printed blications from DPI i .
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Guided Exploration for new users (3 page PDF)

required by 2015 Wis. Act 28 (UWS)

REGION AND NATION

Directories of people and schools
A-F index for all WISEdash topics
BadgerLink - Wisconsin's Online Library

= Map regional educaticn data at SteryMaps (REL)
= Wisconsin State Snapshot (US Dept of Education)
= Mation's Beport Card (MAEP)
ternaticnal Data Explorer (IES)

5. Education Finance search (MCES)
« Private School Universe Survey (MCES)
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dash — where you can compare and explore statistics about Wisconsin public schools

Data in the news

Get started !

High School Completion Results

Wisconsin had 57,698 students graduate from
high scheol with a regular diploma in 2015, a
graduation rate of 88.4 percent. Both state and
feederal law provide additicnal time for students to
omplete their high schoel education. For the

ass of 2014, an additional 1,480 students

ped a regular diploma, taking an extra year to
to. For the Class of 2013 cohort, 2,133

dents earned a diploma in six yvears. The 2014-
15 six-year graduation rate is 32.1 percent.

J-minute how-to video
WilSEdash updates 10/03/2016
Where is WINSS?

Data sources Learn more im the news release on graduation

rates.

View previous news items.

CLICK THE GRAPH to see High School >
Completion Rates.

Percent of Cohort

100%

HS Completion Rates by [All Students] (2014-15)
Completion Credential: Regular

& a

by =

=+
o
= =]

“-Year Rars
(2015 Cohort)

S-vear Rare
(2014 Cohert)

&-%ear Rap=
(20132 Cohort)

popular searches user help links

COMPARE

=

. DISTRICTS SIDE-BY-SIDE. How can | compare 2 school

start a help ticket |

districts and their schools for state assessments™ WISEdash LINKS
. UP TO 5 DISTRICTS. How can | compare high school

completions among school districts?
. COMPARE ME TO STATE. | want to guickly compare my Helpdesk home

district's academic performance to the rest of Wisconsin. Find DPI data by type of school

= A-Z topic list in WISEdash
. GRADUATION RATE. What's the state graduation rate this = About the data

bW

year? Download statewide data files

TRENDS AND CHANGE

1. ENROLLMEMT. Is the number of students in my school
district growing cr shrinking?
2. SPENDIMG. How much is spent per student in public

DPI QUICK REFERENCE

Watch 3-minute HOW-TO videos
Guided Exploration for new users (3 page PDF)

Directories of people and schools

schools? = A-F index for all WISEdash topics
3. DISCIPLINE TREMDS. How are my district's suspensicns = BadgerLink - Wisconsin's Online Library
and expulsions trending? Printed

STATE

Schocl Report Cards (DPI)

Scheoeol District Performance Beports (DPI1)

Wisconsin Essential Facts (DPI)

Wisconsin Youth Risk Behavier Survey (DPI)

Special Education District Profiles (DP1)

Comparative Cost and Revenue Data per Pupil (DPI1)
Data for private. charter. cheice. home-based schools
(DP1)

= W System’s report on remedial course taking, as
required by 2015 Wis. Act 28 (LWS)

REGION AND NATION

= Map regional educaticn data at SteryMaps (REL)
= Wisconsin State Snapshot (US Dept of Education)
= Mation's Beport Card (MAEP)

- blications from DFI . . ternaticnal Data Explorer (IES
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Badger Comparison (Side-by-Side)
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<< What does this graph measure?

These graphs display the percentage of students at the Proficient
Adwvanced and Proficient) and Mot Proficient (Basic and Below

asic) performance levels on the Badger and/or DLM exams during
the spring 2015 administration. These graphs also display the
percentage of students who are indicated as not completing either
exam (Mo Test). This group includes students who were opted out of
testing by their parents/guardians (parent opt-outs), and other non-
tested students.

s Explore the data

= What differences in proficiency do you see betwesen your district
and a neighboring district when grouping by warious student
attributes?

=  Full Academic Year (FAY ) has an effect on some results. Click the
GLOSSARY button to leam how FAY is applied.

= Leam more about this data. Visit Badger About the Dats.

= For Dynamic Leaming Maps, visit DLM About the Dats.

Hints and tips

make a | g7 show the

i * data is
web link | % data table

redscted

howver for
data walues

<< What does this graph measure?

These graphs show BY GRADE the Average Scale Score for
students taking the Badger Exam during the spring 2015
administration. A scale score is 8 numenc measure of performance
on & subject area test. Scale scores do not have the same meaning
across subjects, but may be used to compare scores for different
subgmups from the same administration. DLM does not provide

sgale scores and is not included.

@, Explore the data

= Please observe the ¥ axis (left verical scale) of each graph. The
" axis may change based on the data in your comparnsons.

= How do your district's ELA scores measure up compared to the
statewide averages for English Language Leamears?

= FAY has an effect on some results. Click GLOSSARY button to
=ea how FAY iz applied.

= Leam more about this data. Visit Badger About the Data.

Hints and tips

make a | gpm show the

» )
H data is
web link | 5 data table

redacted

37

i =y hower for
B data wvalues




mm Other Assessments W | Attendance-Dropouts W Graduation W | Postgraduation W | Other Topics W m

Badger Comparison (Side-by-Side)

LeftGraph — . Rinht Granh D
Certified
Current

Dashboard Latest Certified School Year 2014-15
Help: Latest Current School Year 2014-15

Ressat fiters [l il Mo graph data? Get help Data files

<< What does this graph measure?

These gr {:FhS display the percentage of students at the Proficient

cy by tu
Madison Metropolitan - Middle School - [All Scheols] (Mathematics) Advanced and Froficient) and Mot Proficient (Basic and Bslow

cy by
MadIEDn MEUDDD““" Middle School - Sherman M'ddle asic) performance levels on the Badger andior DLM exams during

the spring 2015 administration. These graphs also display the
100% 100%e percentage of students who are indicated as not completing either
S0% - S0%e - axam (Mo Test). This group includes students who weare opted out of
- - testing by their parents/guardians (parent opt-outs), and other non-
80% 805 tested students.
7% 7% @ Explore the data
t  s0% t  s0%:
3 so%d 8 so%ed = What differences in proficiency do you see between your district
2 14 - § bl . §
o . I . and a neighboring district when grouping by warious student
(- 40%a = [-% 40%a = attributes?
30%c+ 30%0+ = Full Academic Year (FAY ) has an effect on some results. Click the
0% 0% GLOSSARY button to leam how FAY is applied.
1000 4 1004 = Leam more sbout this data. Visit Badger About the Data.
) ) = For Dynamic Leaming Maps, visit DLM About the Data.
0% 0%
: &
2 2
5 S E Hints and tips

make & | pm show the howver for ig *datais

b fink | % data table ! data val - o
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<< What does this graph measure?

These graphs show BY GRADE the Average Scale Score for
studenis taking the Badger Exam during the spring 2015
adrministration. A scale score is a numernc measure of performance
on a subject area test. Scale scores do not have the same meaning
across subjects, but may be used to compare scores for differant
5ubgmup5 from the same administration. DLM does not provide

scale scores and is not included.

s Explore the data

= Pleaze observe the v axis (left verical scale) of 2ach graph. The
W axis may change based on the data in your comparisons.

= How do your district’s ELA scores measure up comparaed to the
statewide averages for English Language Leamers?

= FAY has an effect on some results. Click GLOSSARY button to
see how FAY is applied.

2300 - = Learm more sbout this data. Visit Badger About the Dats.

ey
e
]
uy
e

Average 5cale Score
)

22004 Hints and tips

2200 . . :

make & g show the ; M hower for ig *datais
web link ; data table : W dats wvalues ; . redacted

2100
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Latest Cenified School Year Not Applicable

Dashbnard |
Help Reset filters |l il No graph data? _ Get help Data files Latest Current School Year 2014-15

<< What does this graph measure?

This graph shows the trend in hlgh school completers who enroll in &
postsecondary institution (college) by the selected grouping. When
comparing enroliment trends, First Fall initial enroliment generally
provides the best point of comparison.

o0
E ooey 1
3 o 7 @ Explore the data
8 g = 3 = HOW IS THE RATE CALCULATED? The denominator is the count of
E . r- m high school completers in the selected group by year of completion.
o % o The numerator is the count of matched students in the NSC data set
8% - with the enroliment attributes selected in the filters.
. = WISEdash uses Mational Student Clearinghouse (MIC) college
cill enroliment data which is reported to DPI twice a year As the NSC
= ame receives new data over time, WISEdash rates wil also change.
= " Second Fall and Later Enroliments may change the most. For more
E 394+ details, see the About the Data-Postsecondary page.
E 20
[]
IR Hints and tips
2 o make a |77 showthe | M hoverfor i) *datais
2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-135 web link ?‘udata table ¢ B’ data values i redacted
Year of High S5chool Completion

@ All Students

Center for Assessment/LPl. NY Regents Meeting. April 4, 2017 39




* What should be the focus and for which
stakeholders?

— To provide at-a-glance information specific to ESSA?

— To support a deep dive into a school’s story including
non-accountability indicators?

— To help the public make comparisons to...
e Other schools within the district or state?
e Other districts?

* The state as a whole?

(Cﬂ Center for . .
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e Several examples were presented

— lllinois Report Card
* Focus on accountability indicators and engagement indicators
* No zoom, no drill-down
* Very straightforward presentation
— Ohio Report Card (but more like a dashboard)
* Focus on accountability indicators
e Zoom in, but no drill-down
 Still easy to navigate
— Wisconsin Dashboard & Report Card (report card was distinct)
* Focus on both accountability and non-accountability indicators
* No zoom in to components (no high-level view from which to start)

* Drill-down to support comparisons and go from state = LEA = school
within and across measures

* The most complex of the four presented

(“0 Center for : :
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Do you want to report the accountability results
using:

1.
2.

3.

4.

A multiple indicators “dashboard” only

A multiple indicators “dashboard” and an overall
rating (e.g., 1-4)

A multiple indicators “dashboard” and an overall
score (e.g., 200-500)

A multiple indicators “dashboard,” an overall rating
(e.g., 1-4), and an overall score (e.g., 200-500)

We think we heard #2 on March 27, but need to
confirm.

©

» Center for
Assessment
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