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-NWEA MAP Growth
Assessments

-MAP/STAAR Correlations
-MAP/STAAR Predicted vs Actoal
—Accountability Projections

~\Vendor Partnerships




Mansfield ISD

Demographics & Programs



Who is Mansfield ISD??

e Mansfield ISD is located south of Arlington, TX in the DFW metropolitan
area.

e The City of Mansfield population is close to 75,000 with the school
district enrollment at approximately 36,000 students.

e Our district includes students residing in neighboring cities and
counties. Mansfield ISD serves students that live within the city of
Mansfield, along with students that reside in Burleson, Arlington, and
Grand Prairie.


https://www.pngall.com/under-construction-png/download/22794
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/

Mansfield ISD Specialized Programs

e Five STEM Academies - One

Elementary, One Intermediate, Two POWER OF
. . %@ ad B Y QPN Eg%
Middle, One High School A ( Liﬁriﬂii“‘“fﬂif E @g &
¥ % Mansfield ISD ) 57

e One Early College High School e 9

e Four Fine Arts Academies |

e Two elementary campuses that offer
Two-Way Dual Language Academies

e Summit High School P-Tech Academy

e Seven Leadership and STEAM
Academies



https://www.pngall.com/under-construction-png/download/22794
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Enroliment & Campus Configuration

Students by Grade

4000 e K-4 Elementary

2000 e 5-6 Intermediate
School

2000 e 7-8 Middle School

1000 e 9-12 High School

e 1 Alternative Campus
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District Demographics

Student Population by Ethnicity

® African American

@ American Indian
Asian

@ Hispanic

@ Pacific Islander

@ Two or More Races

@ White

Data Source: TAPR 2023
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NWEA MAP Growth




Measures of Academic Progress (MAP)

@e}cm'/)tl'on

Adaptive
achievement and
growth test for
grades 3-8.

ﬂminy

3 times per year
Beginning, Middle
and End of Year

Subjects Tested

3-8 Math & Reading
5 & 8 Science

Purpose

-Identify what

concepts and
skills a student is
ready to learn next

-Measure growth

over time

-Help identify

students for
intervention
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Traditional vs MAP Assessments
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National Norms & TX Linking Study

National norms

YOUR
STUDENT’S
SCORE "

*  60% of similar
students

- scored higher

50th percentile
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Achievement and Growth

Achievement How a student
RIT Scale performs in a tested subject
relative to grade-level peers
(RIT score and percentile)

*Achievement Scores are linked to proficiency projections

Growth How a student
progresses in the tested
subject relative to all
students (RIT difference,
growth index, and

MOP GROWTH i
percentile)

PERCENTILES

MOP GROWTH [ [




Growth Projections

The Student’s
Starting RIT Score
in the initial test

term for Reading

MOP GROWTH

Projections based on
average growth of
matched peers (same
grade, test, instructional
weeks, starting score)

All growth projections
are set at the 50"
growth percentile
(average growth)



Achievement and Projected Growth

GROWTH

o ction
Exceeds projectio”

Meets projection

Achievement maintained

Projection based on matching
peers in 11M norm sample

v

4
4
4

Grade

Test

Instructional week
Starting RIT score

Does
IOn




Achievement, Growth, and Proficiency Relationship

14 RIT points = 65th percentile growth
208 - " ' 44th percentile achievement

, ® (Approaches STAAR Projection)

- 205 o .
é 11 RIT points = 50th percentile growth
y, 35th percentile achievement

—_y, id Not Meet STAAR Projection)
[ ] ~
[ ]
~ 202
—
!‘. 5.\' Sofia 8 RIT points = 31st percentile growth
‘ v 4th grade 30th percentile achievement
) Y . van (Did Not Meet STAAR Projection)
' v 4th week
v 194 RIT = 35th percentile (Did Not Meet STAAR Projection)
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Student Growth Goals

205
State Proficiency Benchmark (203)

Custom Growth

Average Growth Goals o
National Average (197)
195 ASpira1ti?<’)nal. Growth
. . ) +13 points
Aspirational Growth Goals £ N
E 5 +11 points
Custom Growth Goals -
180
Fall 2021 Spring 2022
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Student Achievement Norms

Achievement: How well a student has learned skills in a subject compared to similar students nationwide.

2020 Mathematics Student Achievement Norms

2020 Reading Student Achievement Norms 2020 General Science Student Achievement Norms

Fall Winter Spring Fall Winter Spring Fall Winter Spring

Grade Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Grade | Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Grade Mean sD Mean sD Mean sD
K 139.56 | 12.45 | 15013 | 11.94 | 15711 | 12.03 K |136.65| 1222 |146.28 | 11.78 |153.09 | 12.06 2 17770 | 13.43 | 18459 | 12.35 | 187.87 | 12.46
160.05 | 12.43 | 17018 | 12.59 [176.40| 1318 1 155.93 | 12.66 |165.85 | 13.21 | 171.40 | 14.19 = el el e e

2 175.04 | 12.98 [184.07 | 13.01 |189.42 | 13.44 2 172.35 | 1519 |181.20 | 15.05 | 185.57 | 15.49
4 194.65 | 11.68 | 19915 | M50 | 20122 | 1.75

3 188.48 | 13.45 [196.23 | 13.64 |201.08| 141 3 186.62 | 16.65 |193.90 | 1614 | 19712 | 16.27
5 20023 | 177 | 20430 | n72 | 20617 | 1212

4 199.55 | 14.40 |206.05| 14.90 | 210.51 | 15.56 4 |196.67 | 16.78 |202.50| 16.25 |204.83| 16.31
6 203.86 | 12.04 | 207.26 | 12.02 | 208.47 | 12.41

5 20913 | 1519 |214.70 | 15.88 | 218.75 | 16.70 5 |[204.48| 16.38 | 20912 | 15.88 |210.98 | 15.97
6 214.75 | 1612 |219.56 | 16.74 |222.88| 17.47 6 21017 | 16.46 | 213.81 | 15.98 | 215.36 | 16.03 g 2080 N 20 NIRCUO T2 BINC N O BT T
7 | 22021 | 17.41 |224.04| 17.96 |226.73| 18.60 7 |21420]| 1651 [ 21700 | 16.21 | 218.36 | 16.38 8 209.64 | 13.25 | 212.41 | 1317 | 213.44 | 13.64
8 224.92 | 18.94 | 22812 | 19.33 [230.30| 19.95 8 218.01 | 17.04 |220.52| 16.69 | 221.66 | 16.87 9* 211.40 | 1410 | 213.42 | 147 | 213.99 | 14.72
9 |226.43| 19.83 |228.67 | 20.06 |230.03| 20.63 9 |21890| 19.02 [22052| 18.73 | 221.40 | 19.03 10* 213.24 | 14.26 | 214.95 | 14.42 | 215.29 | 15.07

10 | 22007 | 20.23 | 231.21 | 2061 |232.42| 21.25 10 | 22147 | 17.92 | 222.91| 1781 | 22351 | 18.20

n 23172 | 20.61 |233.49| 20.91 [234.25| 21.65 N [22353 17.73 |224.64| 17.80 | 224.71 | 18.50

12 | 233.02 | 21.60 |233.31| 23.07 | 23419 | 24.63 12 |223.80| 19.32 |223.85| 21.21 [224.33| 23.08
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https://teach.mapnwea.org/impl/MAPGrowthNormativeDataOverview.pdf

Student Growth Norms

Growth: A measure of a student’s progress over the year.

2020 Mathematics Student Growth Norms 2020 Reading Student Growth Norms 2020 General Science Student Growth Norms

Fall-to-Winter |Winter-to-Spring| Fall-to-Spring Fall-to-Winter |Winter-to-Spring| Fall-to-Spring Fall-to-Winter | Winter-to-Spring | Fall-to-Spring
Grade | Mean sD Mean sD Mean sD Grade | Mean SD Mean sSD Mean sD Grade | Mean sb Mean sD Mean | SD
K 10.57 515 | 6.97 477 | 1754 | 6.63 K 963 | 575 6.81 5.30 | 16.45 7.50 2 688 | 674 | 3.29 613 | 1017 | 9.09
1 1013 | 522 | 622 | 482 |[1635 | 6.81 1 992 | 585 | 555 | 537 | 1547 | 774 g SaE || G || 2Ry | s | Ees | nas
2 9.03 51 | 535 | 475 |14.38 | 6.54 2 885 | 586 | 437 | 537 | 1322 | 777 4 450 | :5:84 | 207 | ;558 | 657 | 693
3 775 | 499 | 485 | 468 |1260 | 6.26 3 728 | 586 | 322 | 537 | 1050 | 777 < At || st || o || e || el ||
4 91 1.21 g 4.61 7
a 650 | 4.98 | 4.46 | 467 |10.96 | 6.24 4 582 | 576 | 233 5.31 8.16 7.53 6 240 | 52 2 62 2 10
7 294 | 5.93 m 563 | 405 | 715
5 556 | 510 | 405 | 475 9.61 6.53 5 464 | 575 | 1.86 | 530 | 6.50 7.49
8 277 | 619 | 103 579 | 379 | 7.80
6 481 |504 | 332 471 813 | 6.38 6 364 | 565 | 155 5.24 5.19 7.26
9 202 | 619 | 057 | 579 | 259 | 7.80
7 383 | 496 | 269 | 466 | 6.52 6.18 7 289 | 560 | 127 5.21 416 7.15
10 172 | 627 | 034 | 584 | 205 | 799
8 320 | 527 | 218 485 | 538 | 6.93 8 251 | 573 114 529 | 3.65 7.46
9 224 | 548 | 136 498 | 3.60 7.41 9 162 | 6.06 | 0.88 | 5.50 2.51 8.22
10 214 | s46 | 121 497 | 335 | 7.37 10 143 | 588 | 060 | 538 | 204 | 7.80
n 1.77 502 | 076 | 525 | 252 | 837 n 11 6.27 | 008 | s62 118 8.68
12 030 |6.09 | 0.88 | 5.36 118 8.75 12 005 | 638 | 047 | 570 | 052 | 8.92
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Texas Linking Study Report

Table 3.6. MAP Growth Cut Scores—Mathematics

Table 3.5. MAP Growth Cut Scores—Reading

Table 3.7. MAP Growth Cut Scores—Science

Grade Did Not Meet Approaches Meets Masters Grade Did Not Meet Approaches Meets Masters Grade Did Not Meet Approaches Masters
3 826-1359 1360-1485 1486-1595 1596-1889 3 765-1344 1345-1467 1468-1554 1555-1893 5 1174-3549 3550-3999 4000-4401 4402-5566
4 944-1466 1467-1588 1589-1669 1670-1997 4 842-1433 1434-1549 1550-1632 1633-1971 8 703-3549 3550-3009 4000-4405 4406-6202
5 963-1499 1500-1624 1625-1723 1724-2062 5 870-1469 1470-1581 1582-1666 1667-1998 MAP Growth Science*
6 1068-1535 1536-1652 1653-1771 1772-2137 6 905-1516 1517-1628 1629-1717 1718-2054
7 1078-1574 1575-1687 1688-1797 1798-2169 7 969-1566 15671673 1674-1752 1753-2116 Did Not Moat Approaches Moots Mastors
8 10341594 1595-1699 1700-1853 1854-2172 8 968-1586 15871699 1700-1782 1783-2153 Grade [ RIT [ rm | RIT Porcentite | RIT Percentile
MAP Growth Mathematics* MAP Growth Reading* Fall
Did Not Meet APpreches Meots e Did Not Meet Meets Masters 5 ‘ 100-198 145 ‘ 199-211  46-83 ‘ 212220  84-95 ‘ 221-350  96-99
Grade [ RIT [ rm [ wiT [ mr Grade | RIT  Percentile | RIT  Percentile | RIT  Percentile | RIT _Percentile 8 100-201 1-27 202-215  28-67 | 216-225  68-88 | 226-350  89-99
fe Fll"z 100-163  1-28 | 164-180  20-71 | 181-190  72-88 | 191-350  89-99 ity
2 100-169  1-34 | 170-182  35-72 | 183-192  73-91 | 193-350  92-99 - ® - -
3 100-183  1-36 | 184-195  37-70 | 196-203  71-87 | 204-350  88-99 8 [ it [GAE  Beu | 1ed B | 2200 5l z l :gg_zz 1::2 I ;g:.i: :?:2; l :::_Zi :z_i ’ zzizgz :;_z
4 | 100-10  1-36 | 191-204  37-68 | 205-212  69-82 | 213-350  83-99
4 100-195  1-39 | 196-208  40-73 | 209-215  74-86 | 216-350  87-99 A b R Rl (ot TSR i | W s o B 5 oo Spring
§ || 10098 a4 | 100-214  26%64, | 218224, 6584 |;225:350; B85-80 6 |100-201 130 | 202-216  31-65 | 217-225  66-82 | 226-350  83-99 5 [100-204  1-45 | 205-215  46-78 | 216-223  79-92 | 224-350  93-99
¢ 100204 128 2500 e |mtoal s |epasn e 7 100-203  1-26 | 204-217  27-58 | 218-227  59-79 | 228-350  80-99 8 100-206 1-31 207-218  32-65 ‘ 219-227 66-85 | 228-350  86-99
; :gz_z?i :_Z ::?:ZZ ;ﬁ: :;;_;ji ::: :jj_zzg ::: 8 400-203 1-20 2042218, 21=51 218-220 S5 | 2%0-350 76-09 *Cut scores for fall and winter are derived from the spring cuts and growth norms based on the typical instructional
Winter weeks. Bolded numbers indicate the cut scores i to be at least for i
Winter 2 100-172 1-28 173-188  29-69 | 189-197  70-86 198-350  87-99
2 100-178  1-34 | 179-191  35-72 | 192200  73-89 | 201-350  90-99 3 | 100188  1-32 | 187-199  33-64 | 200-207  65-80 | 208-350  81-99
3 100-191  1-37 | 192-202  38-68 | 203-211  69-87 | 212-350  88-99 4 | 100-196  1-36 | 197-200  37-67 | 210-216  68-80 | 217-350  81-99
4 100202  1-41 | 203-215  42-74 | 216222  75-86 | 223-350  87-99 5 | 100202  1-34 | 203214 3563 |215-222  64-80 | 223-350  81-99
5 100-204  1-26 | 205-220  27-64 | 221-230  65-84 | 231-350  85-99 6 | 100205  1-30 | 206-219  31-64 | 220-227  65-80 | 228-350  81-99
6 100200  1-27 | 210-225  28-64 | 226-236  65-84 | 237-350  85-99 7 | 100206  1-26 | 207220 2759 | 221-229  60-78 | 230-350  79-99
7 100-212  1-26 | 213-230  27-64 | 231-242  65-84 | 243-350  85-99 8 | 100206  1-20 | 207221  21-53 | 222-230  54-73 | 231-350  74-99

8 100-214 1-24 215-232 25-59 233-246 60-83 247-350 84-99

Spring

2 100-184 1-36 185-196 37-70
100-196 1-38 197-207 39-68
100-206 1-40 207-219 41-72
100-208 1-27 209-224 28-64
100-212 1-28 213-228 29-63

197-205 71-88 206-350 89-99
208-215 69-84 216-350 85-99
220-226 73-85 227-350 86-99
225-234 65-82 235-350 83-99
229-239 64-83 240-350 84-99
100-215 1-27 216-233 28-64 234-245 65-84 246-350 85-99

8 100-216 1-24 217-234 25-58 235-248 59-82 249-350 83-99
*Cut scores for fall and winter are derived from the spring cuts and growth norms based on the typical instructional

No o s w

weeks. Spring cut scores for Grade 2 were derived from the Grade 3 cuts using the growth norms. Bolded numbers

indicate the cut scores considered to be at least proficient for accountability purposes.

100-177 1-30
3 100-190 1-34
4 100-199 1-37
5 100-204 1-34
6
7

178-192 31-67
191-202 35-63
200-211 38-66
205-216 35-64
208-220 32-63

193-201 68-85
203-210 64-79
212-218 67-80
217-223 65-78
221-228 64-79
100-208 1-27 209-221 28-58 222-230 59-77 231-350 78-99
8 100-208 1-22 209-222 23-52 223-231 53-72 232-350 73-99

202-350 86-99
211-350 80-99
219-350 81-99
224-350 79-99

100-207 1-31 229-350 80-99

*Cut scores for fall and winter are derived from the spring cuts and growth norms based on the typical instructional
weeks. Spring cut scores for Grade 2 were derived from the Grade 3 cuts using the growth norms. Bolded numbers
indicate the cut scores considered to be at least proficient for accountability purposes.
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Student Profile Re

COMPARISONS @& " INSTRUCTIONAL AREAS @ "u GROWTH GOALS @ b
GROWTH & ACHIEVEMENT MEASURES WINTER 2024
Norms Percentile Quadrant Chart 173 Computations and Algebraic Relationships =y Customize the growth target for this student by setting a
growth goal 2
GROWTH ACHIEVEMENT
-- Below Mean --
No growth tests m No growth tests available \ v . x
available wo- 176 Data Analysis and Monetary Transactions = There are no previous goals for this student.
o >
T .
PROJECTIONS Projected result for tests
181 Numerical Representations and Relationships
Did not Meet State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness -
f taken in the spring
QUANTILE MEASURES © Ascutranges+
186 Geometry and Measurement <
Quantile* 24
55Q-155Q

220

200

RIT Score

- M RIT Score: Mathematics
STAAR ~®= Projected Score: Mathematics
e st fpproaches * * * Average Achievement v
. 8
RSO e S = Linking Study
Fin g
STAAR
Some future terms are not yet setup in
STAAR
o e e the system. @

Winter 21 Spring 21 Fall 21 (Gr 1) Winter 22 Spring 22 Fall 22 (Gr 2) Winter 23 Spring 23 Fall 23 (Gr 3) Winter 24 Spring 24 Fall 24

Percentile Bands 1-20 2140 61-80 81-100 no data


https://teach.mapnwea.org/impl/maphelp/Content/Data/SampleReports/StudentProfile.htm?cshid=641

Learning Statements Help

Instructional Areas by Standard

Choose the type of learning statements that would help your
student grow:

Reinforce*

Taken from the next lower RIT band. Student likely knows these
skills and concepts, so you can reinforce and connect them with
Standard Error: +/-3.16 5

Possible range: 176-182 e ¢ SAGE SCIENCE new learning.

MATHEMATICS

9/11/2023 - 70 minutes. Develop
Rapid-Guessing %: N/A @ 184 - e . A -
Est. Impact of Rapid-Guessing % on RIT: N/A Taken from the student's current RIT band. Student is ready to
Growth: Math 25 TX 2012 work on these now.

Introduce*

A CLOSE HIGHLIGHTS
Taken from the next higher RIT band. You could introduce them

when the student is ready for more challenge.

To help Emily boost her performance in mathematics and better match her U.S. national peers, review her
1 scores in the Instructional Areas to find skills and concepts that she is ready to learn. * Focus on the dark gray statements. Lighter gray statements
already show under Develop (the same concept applies across RIT

ranges).

- Tips f n Paths
INSTRUCTIONAL AREAS Read More: Tips rning Paths 3
Group by Grade(s) : Show learning statements : View learning statements to :
All Grades v HIDE REINFORCE v DEVELOP INTRODUCE

| These learning statements apply to Emily’s current RIT score:
) Computations and Algebraic Relationships
Computations and
Algebraic Relationships
172 v Represent and Solve Problems
+6.42
1.3.B: use objects and pictorial models to solve word problems involving joining, separating, and comparing sets within 20 and unknowns as any one of the terms in the problem suchas2 +4=[]; 3
+[]=7;and5=[]-3;
Data Analysis and
Monetary Transactions Emily is ready to DEVELOP these skills (171-180):
176 Solves one-step add-to/put-together word problems with s ange, or part unknown, whole numbers within 20
+6.56 Solves one-step take-from/take-apart word problems with result unknown, whole numbers within 20
Solves one-step, take-from/take-apart word problems with start, change, or part unknown, whole numbers within 20
: Solves put-together word problems involving three addends, whole numbers within 20
Numerical
Representations and
Relationships ’I 81 1.5.D: represent word problems involving addition and subtraction of whole numbers up to 20 using concrete and pictorial models and number sentences;
+6.49
Emily is ready to DEVELOP these skills (171-180):
Represents one-step addition and subtraction word problems with objects, whole numbers within 20
Geometry and Represents one-step additive-comparison word problems with expressions or equations, whole numbers within 20
Measurement = 25
’] 8 6 Represents one-step add-to/put-together word problems with expressions or equations, with answer unknown, whole numbers within 20
+6.43 Represents one-step take-from/take-apart word problems with expressions or equations, with answer unknown, whole numbers within 20




Family Report

MOP GROWTH
Shawn Tolopsky
Spring 2018 Family Report

What is this report? A summary of how your child is
— “—~academir” wad huth- -t
{8 Mathematics

Average Achievement 60th Percentile

Shawn’s overall score (RIT score) was a 236 on a scale of
100-350. Your child is in the 60th percentile, which means they
scored better than 60% of their peers.

Reading

High Achievement 84th Percentile

Page 1
Student ID: ST529811468 | Grade 11
Sample High Schoo

What do Achievement and Growth mean?
Achi~ How well you=—""""43g |earned sk~

High Growth  86th Percentile

Your child’s growth from Fall ;
2017 to Spring 2018 is in the v
86th percentile, which means .- .-
they made more progress

than 86% of their peers.

Average: 50th

Shawn is likely to be:
e Approaches on the State XYZ Assessment (if taken in
Spring 2018)
® (ollege ready on the ACT College Readiness (if taken in
Spring 2018)
® Not On Track on the SAT (if taken in Spring 2018)

High Growth 96th Percentile

Shaw
| 96th
Your child’s growth from Fall

2017 to Spring 2018 is in the v
96th percentile, which means -- --
they made more progress

than 96% of their peers.

Sent home within a week
after the end of the testin
window.
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MAP/STAAR
Correlations



Correlation

0.80

0.60

0.40

0.20

0.00

0.59

MISD Reading Correlations: MAP Growth & STAAR

0.65

BOY 2023-2024

B Approaches [} Meets [ Masters

0.64

0.64

0.63

Reading by Grade

0.59

0.62( ¢0

0.55

0.630.63
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Correlation

0.80

0.60

0.40

0.20

0.00

0.644 g2

MISD Math Correlations: MAP Growth & STAAR

0.64

0.65

B Approaches

0.62

BOY 2023-2024

0.64

B Meets

Math by Grade

B Masters

0.65

0.66

0.49
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Correlation

0.80

0.60

0.40

0.20

0.00

MISD Science Correlations: MAP Growth & STAAR

BOY 2023-2024

B Approaches

B Meets [ Masters

Science by Grade
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Correlation

0.80

0.60

0.40

0.20

0.00

0.66

MISD Reading Correlations: MAP Growth & STAAR

0.66

MOY 2023-2024

B Approaches [ Meets [l Masters

0.68

0.67

Reading by Grade

0.66

0.67

0.64
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Correlation

0.80

0.60

0.40

0.20

0.00

0.709 g9

MISD Math Correlations: MAP Growth & STAAR

0.72

MOY 2023-2024

B Approaches

B Meets [ Masters

Math by Grade

0.72

0.52
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MISD Science Correlations: MAP Growth & STAAR

MOY 2023-2024

B Approaches

B Veets B Masters

Science by Grade
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Correlation

0.80

0.60

0.40

0.20

0.00

MISD Reading Correlations: MAP Growth & STAAR

EOY 2023-2024

B Approaches

B Veets [ Masters

0.66)0.66

Reading by Grade
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Correlation

0.80

0.60

0.40
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MAP Projected STAAR vs Actual 2024 STAAR Proficiency Correlations

e Correlation values range from -1 to +1. Absolute values of approximately 0.1 to 0.29
represent a small relationship, absolute values of approximately 0.3 to 0.49 represent
a moderate relationship, and absolute values of 0.5 or higher represent a strong
relationship.

e Atthe Approaches level, for most grades and subjects, the correlation coefficient
increased from Beginning of Year to End of Year.

e In general, for most grades and subjects, the correlation coefficient increased at the
Meets level from Beginning of Year to End of Year.

e In general, for most grades and subjects, the correlation coefficient increased at the

Masters level from Beginning of Year to End of Year.
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MAP Projected STAAR vs Actual 2024 STAAR Proficiencies

e For all grades (4-8) in Reading, the number of students scoring at the Approaches
or Meets level is equal to or higher than predicted by the EOY MAP.

e For most students (3-8) in Math, students performed at or close to the level that was
predicted by the EQY MAP.

e 5th and 6th grade students showed the greatest increases in percent of students
scoring at a higher level on STAAR.

e More 6th, 7th, and 8th grade students performed at the Masters level in Reading
than predicted at the Beginning of the Year.

e 7th and 8th grade students had the highest increase of students scoring at the
Masters level in Math than predicted at the beginning of the year.
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MAP Accountability
Projections



Disclaimers

The projections are based on the accountability manual released in May 2024.

The STAAR projected proficiencies are based on the 2024 NWEA STAAR linking study.
Algebra | students are not included in the computations.

No Social Studies tests were administered.

Data reflects only students with valid MAP scores. Only English versions of the tests
are included.

ELP Data and STAAR Alt 2 are not included. Only grades 3-8 are included.
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% Approaches Grade Level or Above +
% Meets Grade Level or Above +
% Masters Grade Level

MAP

Performance

e Includes students with valid scores in the current year only.
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Percent of students who grew and maintained their predicted STAAR performance on the
MOY MAP compared to the 2023 STAAR.

Includes only students with valid scores in MAP and STAAR assessments.
No 2024 Spanish Linking study - Spanish MAP test are excluded in 2024.
Students with English MAP assessments and Spanish STAAR assessments are included.

HB 1416 Students who passed are awarded 0.25 bonus points.
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MAP - Previous Year

MAP - Current Year

Sum of ELAR & Sum of
Math Growth +  ELAR/Math Bonus
Points Pts x 0.25

DNM APP MEETS MASTERS
DNM 0 1 1 1
APP 0 0.5 1 |
MEETS 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 |
MASTERS
HB4545/1416 Accerelated (Bonus)
DNM APP MEETS MASTERS
DNM 0 1 1 1

Sum of Maximum ELAR/Math Growth
Points

Only students with
scores in both years
are included.
Retesters are
excluded.
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e Percent of students at predicted to perform at Meets GL and above in ELAR & Math

e Percent of students who grew in ELAR & Math
e MAP Performance by student groups

e No ELP Component - 10 points are distributed evenly across the other 3 components
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Sample Projections MOY MAP & STAAR Accountability Predictions

Projected 2024 Accountability Rating Calculation - District Rollup - Based on MOY MAP Assessments

These projections are based on the MOY MAP Assessments predicted proficiences and accountability manual released on October 31, 2023. These
nter 6-Digit District Numb| projections depict how the campuses would be rated if this was STAAR and the campuses performed at the same level. These data are subject to change
and are meant for internal evaluation and use only.

Doma Domain Il Overall
Proportio Campu Proportio | Proportio Campu Proportio | Proportio Proportio | Proportio | Campus | Proportio
Campus nal s = 1 nal nal s = 1 nal nal nal nal nal Scale
WwWeight™ o Points Weight™ A Points Weight™ Points Points
Score Score
| ELEMSCH1 0.9%2 ! 0.8 0.9% 08 0.9 0.7
ELEM SCH 2 0.9%2 H 0.8 0.9% 0.7 0.9% 0.7
ELEM SCH3 0.5 38 0.4 0.5% 0.4 0.522 0.4

Preliminary 2024 Accountability Rating Calculation - District Proportional Weights

These 2024 Accountability projections based on all data we have received through June 13th. These projections do not include
the STAAR-ALT 2 data becasuse Cambium has not released the STAAR-ALT 2 preliminary accountability data. These

projections are our "best guesstimate” and are subject to change. Therefore, caution is advised in the use and distribution of
these data.

ater 6-Digit District Numb

Doma Domain I Overall
Proportio Cal:pu Proportio | Proportio Car:pu Proportio | Proportio Proportio | Proportio Proportion
Campus nal Scale nal nal Scale nal nal nal nal al 'goi = Scale
weight™ S Points WwWeight™ Points WwWeight™ Points WwWeight™ Score
core Score
ELEM SCH1 0.92< 88 0.8 0.922 68 0.6 0.922 0.7 0.9
ELEM SCH2 0.922 92 0.8 0.922 81 0.7 0.922 0.8 0.92<
ELEM SCH3 0522 0.4 0522 75 0.4 0.52< 0.4 0.522
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Sample Projections MOY MAP & STAAR Accountability Predictions

Projected 2024 Accountability Rating Calculation - District Rollup - Based on MOY MAP Assessments

ater 6-Digit District Numb

These projections are based on the MOY MAP Assessments predicted proficiences and accountability manual released on October 31, 2023. These
projections depict how the campuses would be rated if this was STAAR and the campuses performed at the same level. These data are subject to change

and are meant for internal evaluation and use only.

Proportio Campu Proportio | Proportio Campu

Campus r}al Scsale qal r_lal Scsale

Weight Score Points wWeight Score
1S SCH1 2.3% 3 19 2.3% 83
1S SCH2 2.9%% : 2.4 2.9%% 82
1S SCH3 2.7 90 2.4 2.7 88

Proportio | Proportio
nal nal
Points WwWeight™
19 2.3%
2.4 2.9%
2.4 2.7%

Proportio

nal

Points

Domain I

Proportio | Campus |Proportio
nal nal
Points

19

25

22

Preliminary 2024 Accountability Rating Calculation - District Proportional Weights

pter 6-Digit District Numb|

These 2024 Accountability projections based on all data we have received through June 13th. These projections do not include
the STAAR-ALT 2 data becasuse Cambium has not released the STAAR-ALT 2 preliminary accountability data. These
projections are our "best guesstimate” and are subject to change. Therefore, caution is advised in the use and distribution of

these data.

Proportio Campu Proportio | Proportio Campu

Campus r_lal Scsale n_al r_|al Scsale

wWeight™ Score Points wWeight™ Score
1S SCH1 2.3% 79 18 2.3% 70
1S SCH2 3.0 81 2.4 3.0 76
1S SCH3 2.7% 88 2.4 2.7% 82

Proportio
nal

Proportio
nal

Points wWeight™
16 2.3%¢
2.3 3.0%2 86
22 2.77% 80

Proportio

nal
Points

Domain I

Overall

Proportio
nal
wWeight™

Proportion

al Points ScEls

Score

18

2.3%

26

3.0

22

27%
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Sample Projections MOY MAP & STAAR Accountability Predictions

Projected 2024 Accountability Rating Calculation - District Rollup - Based on MOY MAP Assessments

rter 6-Digit District Numb]

These projections are based on the MOY MAP Assessments predicted proficiences and accountability manual released on October 31, 2023. These
projections depict how the campuses would be rated if this was STAAR and the campuses performed at the same level. These data are subject to change

and are meant for internal evaluation and use only.

DO Domain Il
Proportio Campu Proportio | Proportio Campu Proportio | Proportio Proportio | Proportio | Campus | Proportio
Campus nal s = I nal nal s 2 I nal nal nal nal nal Scale
Wweight™ s Points wWeight™ s Points weight™ Points Wweight™ Points Score
Score Score

MIDDLE SCH1 2.4%2 84 2.0 2.4 : 2.0 2.4 2.0 2.4%

MIDDLE SCH2 2.9% 36 25 2.9% $ 25 2.9% 2.3 2.9%

MIDDLE SCH3 2.8% 21 2.8% 9 2.2 2822 2.3 2.8%
Preliminary 2024 Accountability Rating Calculation - District Proportional Weights [

nter 6-Digit District Numb

these data.

These 2024 Accountability projections based on all data we have received through June 13th. These projections do not include
the STAAR-ALT 2 data becasuse Cambium has not released the STAAR-ALT 2 preliminary accountability data. These
projections are our "best guesstimate” and are subject to change. Therefore, caution is advised in the use and distribution of

Campus

MIDDLE SCH1

MIDDLE SCH2

MIDDLE SCH3

Proportio Campu Proportio | Proportio Campu
r_nal Scale n_al r-nal Scsal e
wWeight Score Points weight Score
2.42< : 19 2.422
2.92< 90 26 2.922
2.8%< 21 2.8%<

Proportio

Proportio

Proportio

Proportio
nal
wWeight™

2.42<

2922

nal nal nal
Points weight™ Points
2.0 2.422 19
25 2922 2.4
22 2.82< 25

282

Overall

_ Campus
Propo!'ll on Scale
al Points s
core
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lead4ward Tools




Report Card/D3 Templates

2023 Academic Achil - ling and Math
the 2 lowest icity groups to be included in a Campus's Domain 3 for 2024 Accountability
2024 Accountability Report Card - Middle School
Campus Name | " Campus Number ’ |
What 2024 Accountability would look like based on Proposed 2024 Accountability Manual
and possible "raw scores" for each component | Af Amer Hisp White | Amer Ind Asian Paclsl ‘ 2 or More Races
2023 Academic Achievement: % at or above Meets Grade Level
Campus Name Campus Number P
RLA Total Tests
. - s o %2 Meets GL
%EcoDis Enter 9-digit county-district-campus # T T
(Fall 2023 Snapshot) (no hyphens or spaces) ioth P
%2 Meets GL
Component Scale Letter Overall Grade wa o S eTaT
ei otal . 2 Meets
Score Score Grade Components s Combined
B Total Tests
e o
Do A Math | o> Meets 6L
P g 4 Two Lowest Performing R/E
Best Groups for 2024 Accountability
Scale
Do ool Prog P
s Seeseat Score: —— 2024 & the Gaps Data Template (for Domain i and C51identification) P
70% Name of schoot ST
Domain | T ien rocus
or | 2o 2 s e 2=
Domain Il i =
|| o33 peins
Domain Iil L2 = e
Do 0 D 30% | B 2 | momzos3corozs
Scale Score - ° ° et Pt
| | ——is
: ] Did not meet
1 Targer
Overall Score 2| .
S mance
Overall Letter Grade -
%
i Closing the Gaps Component score o
main ih Closing the Gaps Scale score
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District Rollup

2024 Accountability Rating Calculation - District Rollup
This Termpate is oSk e acantatie . b i v ot el he T is 5ot 10 Show Tote fov AT Campuses ¥ the Gistict has fewer than 10 Campuses, the user can Lhvotect Sveer
Enter 6-Digit District Number ";E“ andhidle any Hank 10WS.
= | #esere. in the glistrice, the user can or Sheer'? Alahliaht 10w I8 and 252, i 1 tc enter the Tihe user car then Aige any bank rows.
Domain
Gr3-12 | Total | Gr3-12 i [Campy Gr 3-12 i | Campu Gr 312 j | Campy i| Gr 312 Campus Campus
coc & Campus | AE | Grade 2 7 s P cl P s P A P s P P P P
otpdd ampus Tepe | ‘A | Span |Enrolim | Encoll | Enrolim nal | (% | onal |Enrolim nal | o %, | onal |Enrolim al | g5 | onal |Enrolim nal Scale onal Scale
ent ment ent | Weight™ Points ent | Weight” Points | ent | Weight Points ent | Weight" | Score | Points Score
Score Score Score
District
et District Domain il Scor
. e " ‘Canned st STFLRstion s £68 iStri main re
District's 2024 Domain Scores i Z it ) . o S
< PR 2 Sayes District Domain II-B Score
Based on Proportional Weighting |SE@ i il Ao 2 o omey 2 v
ar
70% of District Rating (Better of Domain | or Domain Il)
3 trice s, i - socre is i it 2. 8 socve B
Gareteapes rutes for Disares: MG Rt s R s s v K
Sl Boting: A GStrict s Overall Seale SOCVe i Capped ot 3 SR anY COMPUS as an Cveral Seale Soore < PO {or 80 the campus & s &
S REAF
Licomain Boting: A Gistricd s Govmain SC3%e SO0re is Canped o an S i 3y Campus has & Seaie Socre < Flrin that domain for <60 the 30% of District Rating (Domain Iil) x .30
campus is AEAT
" Propertional Yeight =
# i iz (G 247 vl ot 1 District's 2024 Overall Score
16t 3 H OF Studtents i Gy L7 envailled st ALL of the campuses evalusted IV Tid T LGN Apniiing & Fs Rule, W e or Gverad Cap e i snpriicatie
District's 2024 Overall Letter Grade 59
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Edugence
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Implications & Future
Plans



Implications/Future Plans

These projections suggest that MAP can potentially predict STAAR accountability.

If campuses intentionally address students’ needs based on MAP assessments and
MISD MAP projected accountability, they can positively impact their STAAR performance
and accountability.

Continue to partner with NWEA to ensure that the stakeholders understand how to use
MAP assessments to drive instruction and set student growth goals.

Enhance the MAP Trainer of Trainers model whereby we train one campus staff member
to coach other teachers in the use of MAP data to make instruction and intervention
decisions.

Maintain partnerships with NWEA, Lead4Ward, and Edugence. 64
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What is one thing you
learned and one
wondering?




Questions

O
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