[image: image7.jpg]


 Thomas Alva Edison Middle School (8113)


 TC "Data Sets, Key Findings and Action Plans" \f C \l "1" 

 TC "Key Findings for Adequate Yearly Progress and Additional Data Sets" \f C \l "2" KEY FINDINGS FROM SCHOOL’S DATA ANALYSIS

	Categorical Program Monitoring (CPM): Standards, Assessment and Accountability


Analyze the data provided to complete the charts below.

	English/Language Arts

	Participation Rate Target: 95%

· Identify the subgroup(s) that DID NOT meet the required targets. 
· Delete any subgroups that are not numerically significant. 
· Check “Not Applicable” if all subgroups made the participation
 rate of 95%.
	
	Schoolwide
	
	Filipino
	
	Socioeconomically-disadvantaged

	
	
	African American
	
	Hispanic or Latino
	
	English learners

	
	
	American Indian/Alaskan Native
	
	Pacific Islander
	
	Students with Disabilities

	
	
	Asian
	
	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	X
	Not Applicable

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Percent Proficient
Annual Measurable Objective (AMO)

Target: 35.2% for 2007—2008

Target: 46.0% for 2008—2009

Target: 56.8% for 2009—2010


	
	Grade 6
	Grade 7
	Grade 8

	
	Schoolwide
	11%
	15%
	13%

	
	African American
	11%
	19%
	23%

	
	Hispanic or Latino
	11%
	15%
	12%

	
	Socioeconomically-disadvantaged
	11%
	15%
	13%

	
	English learners
	0%
	1%
	1%

	
	Students with Disabilities
	0%
	2%
	0%


Directions: Analyze the data provided in the previous section and answer the questions in each section to determine the Key Finding(s). 

	Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

	Question
	Key Findings

	1) Which of the subgroups DID NOT meet or WILL NOT meet the percent proficient targets in English/language arts in 2008-09 and/or 2009-10?
	No subgroup achieved their AMO target for 2007 - 2008.  It is not anticipated that any group will make their targets for 2008 – 2009 or 2009 – 2010.




KEY FINDINGS FROM SCHOOL’S DATA ANALYSIS
	Categorical Program Monitoring (CPM): Standards, Assessment and Accountability


	Mathematics

	Participation Rate Target: 95%

·  Identify the subgroup(s) that DID NOT meet the required targets. 
· Delete any subgroups that are not numerically significant. 
· Check “Not Applicable” if all subgroups made the participation
 rate of 95%.
	
	Schoolwide
	
	Filipino
	
	Socioeconomically-disadvantaged

	
	
	African American
	
	Hispanic or Latino
	
	English learners

	
	
	American Indian/Alaskan Native
	
	Pacific Islander
	
	Students with Disabilities

	
	
	Asian
	
	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	X
	Not Applicable

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Percent Proficient
Annual Measurable Objective (AMO)

Target: 37.0% for 2007—2008

Target: 47.5% for 2008—2009

Target: 58.0% for 2009—2010

 
	
	Provide the specific mathematic courses that were assessed for each subgroup in the columns below.

	· 
	
	Grade 6
	Grade 7
	Algebra
	
	

	
	Schoolwide
	10%
	9%
	4%
	
	

	
	African American
	6%
	7%
	*
	
	

	
	Hispanic or Latino
	10%
	9%
	8%
	
	

	
	Socioeconomically-disadvantaged
	10%
	9%
	8%
	
	

	
	English learners
	1%
	2%
	0%
	
	

	
	Students with Disabilities
	0%
	2%
	*
	
	


Directions: Analyze the data provided in the previous section and answer the questions in each section to determine the Key Finding(s). 

	Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

	Question
	Key Findings

	1) Which of the subgroups DID NOT meet or WILL NOT meet the percent proficient targets in mathematics in 2008-09 and/or 2009-10?
	No subgroup achieved their AMO target for 2007 - 2008.  It is not anticipated that any group will make their targets for 2008 – 2009 or 2009 – 2010.


KEY FINDINGS FROM SCHOOL’S DATA ANALYSIS
	Categorical Program Monitoring (CPM): Standards, Assessment and Accountability


	Academic Performance Indicator (API)

	Question
	Key Findings

	1) What was the change in the schoolwide API from the previous year? 

2) What was the average growth score and growth target over the past three year period?

3) Did the average growth scores exceed your average growth target?
	In 2005 – 2006, Edison met all school-wide and subgroup targets (excluding English Learner and Special Education).  Last year, the school did not meet the school-wide or subgroup target.  Furthermore, data from 2006 – 2007 shows a five (5) point decrease for Hispanic students and English Learners, and a twenty-four (24) point decrease for Students with Disabilities.  However, Edison has shown positive growth – Economically Disadvantaged students increased four (4) points.

2004 – 2005

2005 – 2006

2006 - 2007

542

545

542

The average growth scores did not exceed our average growth target.  
Agerage growth score = 0.3   (3, 1, (-3)    divided by 3 = 0.3)

Average growth target = 13    (13, 13, 13 divided by 3 = 13)


	Single Plan for Student Achievement Annual Evaluation

	Question
	Key Findings

	1) What changes will be made as a result of the evaluation? 
	Data analysis of periodic assessments is ongoing; departments will create common assessments and use the results to determine student mastery of standards, and prescribe interventions as needed. Staff will teach test preparation during homeroom to prepare students better for standardized tests.  The SPSA will be modified to meet the changing academic needs of our current students.  The current SPSA does not include current dada, research, or instructional methodology that is being used at our school. The revised SPSA will include elements of the Superintendent’s Strategic Plan for High Priority Schools.  The revised plan will require the creation of Personalized Learning Environments, lowering class sizes, and increasing staff training.
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 Key Findings
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