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e Welcome and agenda review

e Overview of the 2006 selection process
e Explanation of the 2006 data analysis

e Understanding your district report card
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All K-12 districts serving more than 100,000 students

All K-12 districts serving between 35,000 and 99,999 students
with:
e At least 40% FRSL enrollment
e At least 40% minority enrollment

e Urban designation (locale code 1, 2 or 3 in the CCD data)

If no district from a state, then selected largest district with:
e At least 15,000 students
e Urban designation (locale code 1, 2 or 3 in the CCD data)

To complete 100 districts, added next three largest districts
with:
e At least 40% FRSL enroliment
e At least 40% minority enrollment

e Urban designation (locale code 1, 2 or 3 in the CCD data)

 Winners from previous three years are not eligible.
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Data from states
e Collect four years of state-mandated achievement tests in reading and
math (2002 — 2005).
e Test data disaggregated by income and ethnicity for every year.

e Test data aggregated across elementary grades (2-5), middle grades (6-8),
and high school grades (9-12).

Data from districts
e Number of graduates and enroliment data to calculate graduation rates.
e SAT/ACT performance and participation rates, by income, ethnicity, and
overall.
e Advanced Placement tests taken and passed by ethnicity and overall.

Other data
» State-by-state data from NAEP in 4t and 8t grade reading and
mathematics.

e NAEP Trial Urban District Assessment (TUDA) for the 10 participating
districts in 2003 and 11 in 2005.
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Demographics

Overall Achievement
e Elementary, middle & high school
e Reading & math
e Performance & improvement

Achievement Gaps
e Ethnic gaps
e Income gaps

College Readiness
e Graduation rates
e SAT/ACT
- AP
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Step 1V: Site visits to finalists
e Built around NCEA’s Best Practice School System Framework.

e Conducted over three consecutive days by educational research
teams.

e Focuses on collection of evidence that is analyzed and evaluated by
NCEA.

Step V: Selection Jury meeting
Step VI: National announcement event

Step VII: Showcasing finalist best practices
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e Overview of the 2006 selection process
 Explanation of the 2006 data analysis
e Understanding your district report card
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e Determine the extent to which each district performed above
or below expected levels for districts in the state with similar

percentages of low-income students.

e Study this measure in the most recent two years (2004-2005)
of data to determine district performance, and over a span
of four years to determine district improvement (2004-2005

vs. 2002-2003).

e |In each of six “areas”

e Elementary Reading e Elementary Mathematics
e Middle School Reading e Middle School Mathematics
e High School Reading e High School Mathematics
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 Internal gap: performance of district’s disadvantaged group
minus the district’s advantaged group.

e Internal gap compared with the state: district’s
disadvantaged—advantaged gap minus the state’s
disadvantaged—advantaged gap.

e External gap: performance of the district’s disadvantaged
group minus the state’s advantaged group.

e Standardized Regression Residuals: performance (2004-
2005) and improvement (2002-2003 vs. 2004- 2005) for low
Income, African American, and Hispanic students.
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Graduation Rates
e Manhattan Institute Rate
e Urban Institute Rate (Cumulative Promotion Index or CPI)
e Averaged Freshman Graduation Rate

SAT/ACT scores and participation rates

Advanced Placement subjects offered, exams taken, exams
passed (score > 3)
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What is The Broad Prize “report card?”

The report card measures overall performance and
Improvement in student achievement and the widening or
narrowing of achievement gaps among ethnic groups and
between high-and low-income students.

Why use The Broad Prize “report card?”

We intend to help you compare where your district stands In
relation to itself and in relation to similar low income districts
In your state.
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Data Explanation Your District’s Data

This page provides definitions, explanations and This page presents your district’s data as it was
calculations for the data analyzed by NCEA

Bt dalimamumd (Gg-r Raalingh [ J—
= L= -I
[ e i
[ |
- ==
T 1
i
= e - |
=%
e |
Tl (=28 J
TR S e ] - -
| PR | U
Lt L= 1
— L =) I
[ - e
- - -
-t s s ol : L - = —
- - — |
By I
-y R 4
D i ] IO e -]
[ " - = = [-- —-I.h—;--- _— = ":-:----.q---l

National Center for

Educational
kl thebroadfoundation 15

Accountabili
national sponsor of ]ust the Kids



Page 13
State Test Information Analyzed Data Availability
2002 2003 2004 2005 2002 2003 2004 2005
Elementary Elem. 4 v 4 v
Test Name: | ABST | ABST | ABST | ABST Middle 4 v 4 v
Grades Tested: 3 3 3,4 3,4 High v v v v
Middle Notes: | o
4t grade test first administered in
Test Name: | ABST | ABST | ABST | ABST 2004.
Grades Tested: | 6,7,8 6,7,8 6,7,8 6,7,8 Data for 4™ grade included in
performance residuals only.
High
Test Name: | ABST | ABST | ABST | ABST
Grades Tested: 10 10 10 10
HS Exit
Test Name:
Grades Tested:
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Performance Data Performance Residual for ALL Students

Elementary Middle High Total Positive
- . . . Residuals
District State Reading | Math Reading | Math Reading | Math Average
ABC AB -0.01 0.75 1.13 1.11 0.70 131 0.83 5/6
Performance Residual for LOW INCOME Students
Elementary Middle High Total Positive
- . . . Residuals
District State Reading | Math Reading | Math Reading | Math Average
ABC AB -0.31 0.09 0.47 0.35 0.56 1.03 0.36 5/6
Performance Residual or AFRICAN AMERICAN Students
Elementary Middle High Total Positive
- . . . Residuals
District State Reading | Math Reading | Math Reading | Math Average
ABC AB -0.26 -0.25 0.38 -0.03 0.12 0.35 0.05 3/6
Performance Residual for HISPANIC Students
Elementary Middle High Total Positive
- . . . Residuals
District State Reading | Math Reading | Math Reading | Math Average
ABC AB 1.04 1.24 1.34 1.53 1.27 1.32 1.29 6/6

Positive residuals, indicating that the district performed or improved better than expected, are shaded in gray. 0.0 in gray
indicates a positive residual at the third decimal point.
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Improvement Data

Improvement Residual for ALL Students

Page 15

Elementary Middle High Total Positive
- . . . Residuals
District State Reading | Math Reading | Math Reading | Math Average
ABC AB 0.38 0.47 0.29 0.09 0.16 0.13 0.25 6/6
Improvement Residual for LOW INCOME Students
Elementary Middle High Total Positive
- . . i Residuals
District State Reading | Math Reading | Math Reading | Math Average
ABC AB -0.21 0.13 -0.26 -0.33 -0.14 0.29 -0.09 2/6
Improvement Residual for AFRICAN AMERICAN Students
Elementary Middle High Total Positive
- . . . Residuals
District State Reading | Math Reading | Math Reading | Math Average
ABC AB -0.08 0.15 -0.01 0.05 0.01 0.38 0.08 4/6
Improvement Residual for HISPANIC Students
Elementary Middle High Total Positive
- . . . Residuals
District State Reading | Math Reading | Math Reading | Math Average
ABC AB 0.89 1.06 0.75 1.07 0.87 0.72 0.90 6/6

Positive residuals, indicating that the district performed or improved better than expected, are shaded in gray. 0.0 in gray

indicates a positive residual at the third decimal point.
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Internal Achievement Gap: Income Gap
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Page 37

Elementary Reading — All Students 2002 2003 2004 2005
£ | Actual % proficient 29.5 35.5 38.8 33.9
§ Expected % proficient 35.2 35.0 38.7 34.1
?:.3 Residual (actual minus expected) -5.71 0.54 0.12 -0.26
E Standard deviation of residuals 6.70 7.40 7.54 7.67
0O | Standard residual (actual — expected)/standard deviation -0.85 0.07 0.02 -0.03
S Two-year averages (2003-04 and 2004-05 standard residuals) -0.39 -0.01
<L(> Improvement (change in two-year average residual) N/A -0..38

“— o Simulated actual % proficient (input data in this row only) 445 50.5 53.8 48.9 =
Hc:S '% Modified standard deviation 1.39 2.10 2.01 1.92

g § Modified two-year average 1.74 1.96

¥ | Improvement (change in two-year average residual) N/A 0.22

* What-if scenarios do not take into account the change in the statewide regression line and standard deviation of the
regression residuals resulting from a given change in your district’s proficiency rate.

User-driven experimental data in this row [
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Contact Information

The Broad Foundation National Center for
Educational Accountability
Norma Castro Chrys Dougherty
Associate Director, The Broad Prize Director of Research
(310) 954-5063 (512) 232-0794
nic@broadfoundation.org chrys@mail.utexas.edu
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