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Allyson Hile, Director of Language Services
tephanie Easley, ELL Assessment Specialist




DESE Data Request

Student names MAP
and MOSIS AMAO achievement Cohort Achievement
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MAP-ACCESS Correlation

2015 MAP & ACCESS Correlation

2014 MAP & ACCESS Correlation

Overall
Total # of ACCESS
Math ELA students |Cohort1 |Cohort2 |score
Advanced Advanced 24 3 21 5.52
Proficient |[Advanced 35 5 30 5.31
Advanced Proficient 40 5 35 5.40
Advanced Basic 16 2 14 4.58
Proficient  |Proficient 96 14 82 5.01
Basic Proficient 104 20 84 5.07
Proficient  [Basic 67 6 61 5
Basic Basic 183 23 160 4.64
Below Basic [Basic 187 14 163 4.45
Basic Below Basic 197 43 152 4.09
Below Basic [Below Basic 479 87 291 3.73

Overall
Total # of ACCESS
Math ELA students |Cohort 1 |Cohort2 |score
Advanced Advanced 23 6 17 5.5
Proficient |Advanced 16 4 12 5.46
Advanced Proficient 22 3 19 5.67
Advanced Basic 23 3 20 5.2
Proficient Proficient 92 7 85 5.6
Basic Proficient 51 5 46 5.48
Proficient Basic 201 29 171 4,95
Basic Basic 585 69 516 3.62
Below Basic |Basic 79 8 71 3.96
Basic Below Basic 193 47 146 3.64
Below Basic |Below Basic 202 54 148 3.09




What do you notice about MAP

achievement versus language proficiency?

2014 MAP & ACCESS Correlation

Overall
Total # of ACCESS
Math ELA students |Cohort1 [Cohort2 (score
Advanced [Advanced 23 6 17 5.5
Proficient |Advanced 16 4 12 5.46
Advanced Proficient 22 3 19 5.67
Advanced Basic 23 3 20 5.2
Proficient Proficient 92 7 85 5.6
Basic Proficient 51 5 46 5.48
Proficient Basic 201 29 171 4.95
Basic Basic 585 69 516 3.62
Below Basic [Basic 79 8 71 3.96
Basic Below Basic 193 47 146 3.64
Below Basic [Below Basic 202 54 148 3.09




District Wide Trend
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More Trends

1st-2"d \Writing 2nd-3rd Writing

Scatter Plot — Growth 2013 to 2014 [RGUILIE] Scatter Plot — Growth 2013 to 2014 [T
Thesze charts compars your students’ ACCESS %or ELLs scale score growth 1o WiDA-wide percentie growth based on These chans compare your studemnts’ ACCESS for ELLs scale score growth 1o WiDA-wide percentie growth based on
WIDA-wide scale score growth ©or the starting year's ELP level and grade cluster. WIDA-wide scale score Qrowth for the starting year's ELS level and grade cluster.
Grows from 1st to 2nd Grade Grown from 2nd to 3rd Grace
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“The Wirting 132 to 2nd and 2nd %0 3rd charts end 3t ELP level 4.3 because there are fewer than 21 students
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Principal Data “Chats”

Using ACCESS growth reports, identify:
* Promising trends
e Concerning trends

* Next steps, highlighting

= Professional development possibilities such as coaching specific
teachers/teams, whole staff professional development, department
PD such as SIOP, CLIMBS, co-teaching

= How can Language Services support you?



Scale Score Growth (2014 to 2015)
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Total Number of Students: 39
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Central Office Data “Chats”

2014 MAP & ACCESS Correlation

Overall
Total # of ACCESS
Math ELA students [Cohort 1 |Cohort2 [score
Advanced |Advanced 23 6 17 5.5
Proficient  |Advanced 16 4 12 5.46
Advanced |Proficient 22 3 19 5.67
Advanced |Basic 23 3 20 5.2
Proficient  [Proficient 92 7 85 5.6
Basic Proficient 51 5 46 5.48
Proficient Basic 201 29 171 4.95
Basic Basic 585 69 516 3.62
Below Basic [Basic 79 8 71 3.96
Basic Below Basic 193 47 146 3.64
Below Basic |Below Basic 202 54 148 3.09

Helps to explain the language load of
the MAP/EOC

Justify:

* budget requests (additional ESL
staff)

e the need for MAP and other
accommodations



ELLevation Education Software

e Scale Score Comparison Reports
* Score History Report
e Students Needing Attention

* Future use:
= |ndividual Education Plans
= Electronic monitoring-MELLs and FLEPs

= Progression monitoring-ELLs



Scale Score Comparison

Date: 6/17/2015

Scale Score Comparison
Time: 11:41 AM

Report: SCALCOMPO1

Kansas City Page: 1

Student Information

Student NG Test 1D # [N DOB: 12/5/2003

Grade Level: 5 ELP Designation: ELL LEP Status: LEP

School: Faxen Elementary Tier: B
ACCESS for ELLs Scale Scores
Proficiency Lewvels In Parentheses

Date Grade Tier Listening Speaking Reading Writing Literacy Overall

2/1/2011 1 C 274 (2.3 o 226 (2.2 ) 262 (2.7 )umm 241 (2.1)pmm 252 (2.3 ) 266 (2.6)mmm
zf1/z012 2 B 316 (4.4 378 (56— 311 (4.5 ) 256 (2.2 284 (2.5 303 (3.5
1/14/2013 3 B 340 (5.0 u— 402 (6.0 ) u— 319 (3.9 ) 225 (2.9 ) 222 (3.9 ) 337 (4.5 )
1/15/2014 4 B 333 (2.9 376 (5.3 ) 282 (1.9 301 (2.5 292 (2.3 ) 310 (2.9 )
2/9/2015 5 B 368 (5.0 ) 403 (6.0 338 (3.5 ) 314 (2.9 ) 326 (3.1 344 (3.5 ) p



ELP Score History Rep

- 5 Crispus Atucks Elomentary

Listening Speaking Reading Writing Literacy

Test Date 1i 2 3} ai s 8 1i 21 3i 4l 51 & 1} 2i 3{ 4 s5i 6} 1f 2f 3} ai s{ & 1 2i 3 4] si 6
ACCESS fDI' ELLs 2;”1!’2011 “
e . T 25 -
ACCESS for ELLs 2/1/2012 gy CEEETEEES 4 SEEETEES
{3.0/8/2) EETER 3.4 |
ACCESS for ELLs 1/29/2013 gy E - so B o S T
(4.9/8/3) 3.7 4.7
ACCESS for ELLs 2/10/2014 oy "0 B 5o GENrTEE. T
[4.8/B/4)
ACCESS for ELLs 2/19/2015 g ras  CSEEETEEES GEEETEEES & GEXTEED T

(5.2/C/5)



Students Needing Attention

Ftudents Meeding Attention
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Flter: Schoal: Primitive Garcia Elern, Grade Level: All, Teacher:
Crteria: Test Dormnain: Composite, Fromn: 010172014, To: 04032016
Category: < 0.2

Number of Students: 15

| TestID # | Mame | School I Grade | Teacher | Pror Level | RecentLevel | Change I
4,4 1

321332419 PHrnitive Garda Elerm, 4 43 0

184851868 Primitive Garda Elem, & 36 a4 02
EATA0SATEZ PHmitive Garda Elem, ¢ e 24 -0
T2O1233126 Prrnitive Garda Elerm, & 5e 4.2 -1.0
1510097236 Primitive Garda Elem, & 4.3 39 -0
TATHMELITS PHrnitive Garda Elerm, S 8 28 oo
0452330167 Prrnitive Garda Elerm, & 3 24 -01
FETI4E3 333 Primitive Garda Elem, 3 L2 1.5 -0l







Thank youl!
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