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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
for
North Point Lighthouse Charter School
2012-13

This is the first annual report on the operation of North Point Lighthouse Charter School (NPLCS) and
is a result of intensive work undertaken by the City of Milwaukee Charter School Review Committee
(CSRC), NPLCS staff, and the NCCD Children’s Research Center (CRC). Based on the information
gathered and discussed in the attached report, CRC has determined the following findings.

. CONTRACT COMPLIANCE SUMMARY

For the 2012-13 academic year, NPLCS met all of its education-related contract provisions. See
Appendix A for an outline of specific contract provision compliance information, page references, and
a description of whether each provision was met.

Il. Educational Performance
A. Local Measures
1. Primary Measures of Academic Progress

CSRC requires the school to track student progress in reading, writing, mathematics, and special
education throughout the year to identify students in need of additional help and to assist teachers in
developing strategies to improve the academic performance of all students.

This year, NPLCS’s local measures of academic progress resulted in the following baseline
information.’

Reading

. Of 93 K5 through fourth graders, 37 met their target Rasch Unit (RIT) score on the
spring reading test.

. Of 31 K5 through fourth-grade students who tested at the national average
(normative mean) for their current grade level on the MAP in the fall, 22 (71.0%)
achieved the national average for their current grade level in the spring.

. Of 58 K5 through fourth-grade students who scored below the national average

(normative mean) for their current grade level on the MAP in the fall, 19 (32.8%) either

' Because this is the school’s first year of operation, these results will be used to inform the school’s local-measure goals in
2013-14.
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reached the normative average for their current grade level or improved by at least
the average change in scores for their functional grade level.

Math

. Of 99 K5 through fourth graders, 40 (40.4%) met their target RIT score on the spring
reading test.

. A total of 16 (45.7%) of 35 K5 through fourth-grade students who tested at the
national average (normative mean) for their current grade level on the MAP in the fall
achieved the national average for their current grade level in the spring.

o A total of 28 (43.8%) of 64 K5 through fourth-grade students who tested below the
national average (normative mean) for their current grade level on the MAP in the fall
either reached the normative average for their current grade level or improved by at
least the average change in scores for their functional grade level.

Writing

. Few (four of 71, or 5.6%) of the K5 through fourth-grade students with fall and spring
writing samples scored at least a four on the spring writing test.

Special Education
. The 2012-13 school year was NPLCS's first year of operation; therefore, no students
with an individualized education program (IEP) attended NPLCS for a full academic

year. Goals related to the progress of special education students will be reported
following the 2013-14 school year.

2. Secondary Measures of Academic Progress

To meet City of Milwaukee requirements, NPLCS identified measureable education-related outcomes
in attendance, parental involvement, and special education records. Results are described below.

. Average student attendance was 85.9%, falling short of the school’s goal of 95.0%.

o Parents of 68 (51.5%) of 132 students attended at least three family-teacher
conferences, failing to achieve the school’s goal of 100.0%.

. NPLCS developed and maintained records for all special education students.
NPLCS administered all required standardized tests noted in its contract with the City of Milwaukee.
Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test (SDRT) results indicated the following:

o A total of 27 first-grade students were, on average, reading at a 1.2 grade-level
expectations (GLE) overall, and 59.3% were at or above grade level;
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. A total of 32 second-grade students were, on average, reading at a 2.1 GLE overall, and
43.8% were at or above grade level; and

° A total of 18 third-grade students were, on average, reading at a 2.3 GLE overall, and
16.7% were at or above grade level.

Wisconsin Knowledge and Concepts Examination (WKCE) results for third- through fifth-grade
students who were tested in the fall of this year are reflected in the following figures.

. Overall, 4.7% (2 of 43) of third- through fourth-grade students scored at the proficient
or advanced level in reading on the WKCE using the revised scores. A total of 16
(37.2%) of 43 students scored proficient or advanced in reading using the former
WKCE reading scores.

° Overall, 7.5% (3 of 40) of third- through fourth-grade students scored at the proficient
or advanced level in math on the WKCE using the revised scores. A total of nine
(22.5%) of 40 students scored proficient or advanced in math using the former WKCE
math scores.

3. School Scorecard

The school scored 46.8% on the scorecard when the former WKCE cut scores were applied and 38.1%
when the revised WKCE cut scores were applied.

B. Year-to-Year Academic Achievement on Standardized Tests
Because this is the first year of operation as a city-chartered school, there are no year-to-year scores to
report.
Iv. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT
Based on results in this report and in consultation with school staff, CRC recommends that the school
continue a focused school improvement plan by engaging in the following activities for the 2013-14
academic year.

. Become more proactive with using data gathered through interim assessments (local

measures) and Response to Intervention (Rtl) in order to effectively meet individual
student needs in reading, math and writing. Specifically, focus efforts on:

» Maintaining progress for those students at or above GLE at the fall testing
time; and
» Meeting the needs of students below their GLE at fall testing time.
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. Use the Rtl process to address student social and emotional learning.

° Create a sense of understanding for families and ownership for teachers and students.

V. RECOMMENDATION FOR ONGOING MONITORING AND CHARTER RENEWAL

Based on the contract compliance and scorecard measures for this first year of operation as a city of
Milwaukee charter school, CRC recommends that NPLCS continue to receive regular, annual academic
monitoring.

iv © 2013 by NCCD, All Rights Reserved
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I INTRODUCTION
This is the first annual program monitoring report to address educational outcomes for North
Point Lighthouse Charter School (NPLCS), one of nine schools chartered by the City of Milwaukee for
the academic year 2012-13. This report focuses on the educational component of the monitoring
program undertaken by the City of Milwaukee Charter School Review Committee (CSRC) and was
prepared as a result of a contract between the CSRC and the NCCD Children’s Research Center (CRC).?
The following process was used to gather the information in this report.
1. CRC staff assisted the school in developing its student learning memorandum (or
“learning memo”).
2. In the late summer , CRC staff visited the school to conduct a structured interview with
the Lighthouse Academies, Inc. project manager; the vice president of the Chicago
region; and the school’s principal as well as to clarify the data requirements and the

data submission process.

3. During the year, additional site visits were made to observe classroom activities,
student-teacher interactions, parent-staff exchanges, and overall school operations.

4. At the end of the school year, a structured interview was conducted with the vice
president of the Chicago region to review the year and develop initial
recommendations for school improvement.

5. CRC staff read case files for selected special education students to ensure that
individualized education programs (IEP) were up to date.

6. CRC staff verified the licenses or permits of the instructional staff using the Wisconsin

Department of Public Instruction (DPI) website license search function.

8. The school provided electronic and paper copies of data to CRC. Data were compiled
and analyzed at CRC.

2 CRC is a nonprofit social science research organization and center of the National Council on Crime and Delinquency.
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. PROGRAMMATIC PROFILE
North Point Lighthouse Charter School
4200 W. Douglas Ave.
Milwaukee, WI 53209
School Phone: (414) 461-5339
Website: www.lighthouse-academies.org/schools/nplcs
Vice President, Chicago Region: Ashleigh Van Thiel
Principal: Dr. Anthony Chalmers (August — January 2013)
Acting Principal: Ashleigh Van Thiel (January - June 2013)*
NPLCS is located on the northwest side of the City of Milwaukee and is the first school in

Wisconsin to be operated in partnership with Lighthouse Academies, Inc., a nonprofit educational

management organization.

A. School Management and Board of Directors

NPLCS is governed locally by a volunteer board of directors consisting of nine civic and
business leaders with various areas of expertise. The role of the board of directors is to govern the
school. Lighthouse Academies, Inc., serves as the institutional partner to the board of directors of the
school and provides operational support for school leadership. *

A school leadership team comprised of the principal, a director of instruction, and a director of
recruitment and family engagement provided instructional leadership, community outreach, and day-
to-day management. Teachers and school staff provided the in-class instruction and daily student

support.’

30n June 10, 2013, Ms. Jazmeka Crain was appointed principal.
4 NPLCS proposal to the City of Milwaukee.

5 NPLCS proposal and staff directory for 2012-13.
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B. Educational Methodology

1. Philosophy (Mission)

The mission of NPLCS is to prepare students for college through a rigorous arts-infused
program. The vision is that all students will be taught by highly effective and licensed teachers in a
safe and nurturing environment. Every student will achieve at high levels and develop the knowledge

and values necessary for responsible citizenship and lifelong learning.

2. Educational Programs and Curriculum®

This year, NPLCS served students in K4 through fourth grade, with plans to add a fifth grade
next year and a grade each year thereafter. Students are referred to as “scholars” in the school’s
materials.

The school’s model has five key components: high-quality leadership, highly effective
teachers, a comprehensive school design and educational program that includes a longer school day
and year and uses data to drive instruction, an active partnership with the community and parents,
and a strong school culture that engages students in learning in a safe and nurturing school
environment.

The NPLCS reading and math curriculum for K4 through fourth grades are based on the
McGraw Hill Imagine It! for reading (which is a newer version of the planned Open Court Reading
curriculum) and Singapore Math, respectively. Students in all grades receive instruction in the areas of
reading, writing, English language conventions, math, listening and speaking, social studies, science,
physical education, and art in addition to skills related to habits of scholars, such as completing

homework, using time wisely, and solving problems peacefully.

6 Information taken from the NPLCS charter application, the fall interview with administration, and report cards.
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C. Student Population

At the beginning of the year, there were 188 students enrolled in NPLCS.” A total of 56
students enrolled after the school year started, and 60 students withdrew from the school prior to the
end of the year. Of the 60 students who withdrew, 51 (85.0%) transferred to a different school in the
city, eight (13.3%) transferred out of state, and one (1.7%) did not have a withdrawal reason. Nine
students withdrew from K4, 11 from K5, 14 from first grade, eight from second, 13 from third, and five
from fourth. Of the 188 students who started the year at the school, 132 remained enrolled at the end
of the year, representing a 70.2% retention rate.

At the end of the year, there were 184 students enrolled at NPLCS. They can be described as

follows.

. Most (180, or 97.8%) of the students were African American, three (1.6%) were
Hispanic, and one (0.5%) was Caucasian/White.

. There were 85 (46.2%) girls and 99 (53.8%) boys.

° Nineteen (10.3%) had special education needs. Five had specific learning disabilities
(SLD), four had emotion/behavior disorders (EBD), four had speech/language
disabilities (SL), two had SL/SLD, three had other health impairments (OHI), and one
student had OHI and EBD.

. There were 181 (98.7%) students eligible for free or reduced lunch prices (177 [96.2%]

students were eligible for free and four [2.2%)] for reduced lunch prices). The remaining
three (1.6%) were not eligible.

The largest grade level was K4 with 40 students. The number of students by grade level is

illustrated in Figure 1.

7 As of September 21, 2012.
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Figure 1

North Point Lighthouse
Student Grade Levels*
2012-13

K5
37 (20.1%)

K4
40 (21.7%)

1st
34 (18.5%)

4th
22 (12.0%)

3rd

2nd 19 (10.3%)

32 (17.4%)

N = 184
*At end of the school year.
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D. School Structure

1. Areas of Instruction

The Lighthouse Academies, Inc. education model is anchored in grade level mastery
objectives and state standards that define what the scholars should know and be able to do at each
particular grade level. To reach these standards, rigorous, research-based programs and instructional
practices are utilized by all teachers across the network, including Imagine It! for reading, Readers and
Writers Workshop, Singapore Math, the Full Option Science System, and the Pearson’s history and
geography text series for social studies.® The school curriculum also includes art, physical education,
and habits of scholars.

Each classroom begins with a morning meeting to set the tone for the respectful learning and
interactions which are demonstrated throughout the day. Staff and scholars recite the Pledge of
Allegiance, the Lighthouse Academies honor pledge, and affirmations following the morning meeting.

These are all included in the Scholar Family Handbook.

2. Classrooms

At the beginning of the year, the school had 10 classrooms, each with approximately 20
students. There was one K4 classroom, one K5 classroom, and a split K4/K5 classroom.’ There were two
first-grade classrooms, two second grade, one third, one fourth, and one third/fourth split. Each
classroom was assigned one teacher. The two teaching assistants were shared among the K4 and K5
classrooms. In addition to the classrooms, the building included a gymnasium, a room for special

education, and a computer lab.

8 Scholar Family Handbook 2012-13.

°In January, the K4/K5classroom became a K4 classroom and an additional K5 classroom was established to meet enrollment
changes.
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The school uses “looping,” which will apply next year. Looping refers to the practice of
keeping the same teacher with the same group of classmates for two consecutive years. This allows for
the development of long-term relationships between teachers and scholars; creates a stable,
consistent environment; provides more time for teaching and learning; and provides an extra year for

parents and teachers to work together.

3. Teacher Information

This year, the school employed a total of 16 instructional staff. At the beginning of the year,
the school had 10 classroom teachers and two other instructional staff (a physical education teacher
and a special education teacher).'® Of these, seven classroom teachers remained for the entire year for
a teacher retention rate of 70.0%. The two other instructional staff also remained the entire year for a
retention rate of 100.0%. The total instructional staff retention rate was 75.0% (nine of the 12 staff who
began the year).

One first-grade teacher stopped teaching at the school in October 2012, and another stopped
at the end of May 2013. A K4 teacher stopped teaching at the school in January 2013. Two of these
positions were refilled (The first-grade teacher who left at the end of May was not replaced). A K5
teacher was hired in November to replace a K5 teacher who became the director of instruction. The
school contracted with the Cooperative Educational Service Agency for the services of a speech
language pathologist. In January 2013, the school added an art teacher position. All teachers except
one (the third-grade teacher), held a current Wisconsin license or permit."

The school provided the following staff development sessions during the year.

° This includes one K4 teacher who began in September 2012.

" This teacher held a Michigan teaching license.
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. 10/05/2012: Northwest Evaluation Association (NWEA) data analysis and planning,
grade level pacing

° 11/09/2012: Singapore Math/math workshops, math-unit planning

. 01/07/2013: English and language arts (ELA) instruction, ELA unit planning
. 03/15/13: Student culture and discipline, double planning

. 06/19/13: End-of-year evaluations and individual goal setting for next year.

In addition to the above sessions, a variety of individualized professional development was

delivered through grade-level meetings and early dismissal days.

4, Hours of Instruction/School Calendar

The regular school day for all students began at 8:00 a.m. Students were dismissed at 4:00 p.m.
on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, and Fridays and at 2:00 p.m. on Wednesdays.
The first day of school was August 20, 2012, and the last day of school was June 17, 2013.

The school provided the 2012-13 calendar to CSRC.

5. Parent and Family Involvement '?

Prior to the beginning of the school year, parents are invited to the annual parent-scholar
summer orientation, a reception at which they meet school staff, learn about the school’s academic
program, and receive the Scholar Family Handbook. The handbook includes information about the
school, expectations, and policies.

All scholars may receive a home visit prior to the start of the school year, and additional visits

may be scheduled throughout the year. The purpose of these visits is to help establish clear

12 Scholar Family Handbook 2012-13 and fall interview notes.
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communication between home and school, share expectations of the school, answer parent
questions, and confirm the scholar’s plan to attend the school.

Parent and teacher conferences were scheduled four times during the year to coincide with
report cards. During the conferences, teachers, parents, and scholars (when appropriate) develop
scholar learning plans that include clear statements about current progress levels and goals for
improvement. Report cards are provided at the conferences, and parents are required to sign them.
Telephone conferences will occasionally be accepted if parents are unable to attend the in-person
conferences.

Parent meetings (i.e., family nights) are also scheduled monthly throughout the school year.
The principal, family coordinator, or other staff members plan and lead an evening aimed at providing
information of use to parents. The meetings are free, open to the public, and held at the school. The
topics are designed to empower parents to support the education, growth, and development of their
scholars. The school also welcomes in-school and out-of-school volunteers.

Teachers and administrators introduce the pledge and NPLCS affirmation to parents during
home visits and review these on family nights.

The school’s handbook specifies the policy regarding scholar retention and the process and

timeline followed when a scholar is being recommended for retention.

6. Waiting List
In August 2012, the school reported the existence of a waiting list for K4 and K5. As of June 3,

2013, the school reported a waiting list of 17 students for K4.

7. Disciplinary Policy

The school’s Scholar Family Handbook begins the discussion of discipline with an explanation

of the school’s Culture and Respect: Standards for Appearance, Conduct and Behavior. This section
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describes the scholar dress code and the social curriculum SHINE (self-discipline, humility,
intelligence, nobility, and excellence) and BEAMing (Be quiet, Engage in learning, Ask and answer
questions, and Move your eyes with the speaker). These qualities and concepts are explained in the
handbook.

The handbook includes standards for adult role models and a code of conduct for all scholars.
The code of conduct includes prohibited behaviors, both illegal and zero-tolerance behaviors.
Scholars who engage in prohibited or illegal behaviors subject themselves to consequences that are
based on tiers of behavior. The tiers and consequences are described in the handbook. The school has
both in-school and out-of-school suspensions as well as an interim alternative educational setting
policy. All of these topics are explained in the Scholar Family Handbook followed by the due process
procedures to be utilized.

The school also publishes its policies regarding cell phone use, smoking (the campus is smoke-
free), suspicion of child abuse and/or neglect, toys, birthdays, holidays and special events, and a non-
solicitation policy. Health and safety issues such as illnesses, pocket and personal searches, and bus

transportation rules are covered in the handbook.

. EDUCATIONAL PERFORMANCE

To monitor NPLCS's school performance, a variety of qualitative and quantitative information
was collected during the past academic year. At the beginning of the school year, NPLCS established
goals related to attendance, parent participation, and special education student records. The school
also identified local and standardized measures of academic performance to monitor student
progress. The following section of the report describes the school’s success in meeting attendance,
conference, and special education data collection goals, as well as student progress on the local

measures in reading, math, and writing and the required standardized tests. Results from local and
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standardized measures will provide baseline data to assist NPLCS in developing future-oriented goals

relating to student progress.

A. Attendance

CRC examined student attendance in two ways. The first reflects the average time students
attended school, and the second rate includes excused absences. Both rates include all students
enrolled at any time during the school year. The school considered a student present if he/she was
present for at least four hours of the school day. NPLCS set a goal that students would attend, on
average, 95% of the time. Attendance data were available for all 244 students enrolled during the year
and revealed an attendance rate of 85.9%." When excused absences were included, the attendance
rate rose to 86.5%. NPLCS, therefore, did not meet its goal related to attendance.

CRC also examined the time students spent, on average, suspended (in or out of school).
Throughout the 2012-13 school year, 28 students from K5 through fourth grade were suspended at
least once. Twenty-eight students spent, on average, 0.9 days in school on suspension. The school did

not provide out-of-school suspension data.

B. Parent Participation

At the beginning of the academic year, the school set a goal that all parents would attend at
least two of the four formal parent conferences. Phone calls, home visits, and alternate meeting times
were counted as attending. This year, 132 students were enrolled at the time of all four conferences
(i.e., for the year). Results indicated that parents of 125 (94.7%) children attended at least one of the
four conferences. Sixty-eight (51.5%) children attended at least three of the four conferences;

therefore, NPLCS did not meet its goal of 100% attendance.

'3 Individual student attendance rates were calculated by dividing the total number of days present by the total number of
days that the student was enrolled. Individual rates were then averaged across all students.
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C. Special Education Needs

This year, the school set a goal to develop and maintain records for all special education
students. A total of 19 special education students were enrolled at NPLCS during the school year. Nine
students were assessed for an initial IEP, and annual IEP reviews were held for the remaining 10
students. An |EP was created or updated for all 19 students. Parents of 14 (73.7%) children actively
participated in the creation and/or review of their child’s IEP. In addition, CRC conducted a review of a
representative number of files during the year. This review showed that students had current
evaluations indicating their eligibility for special education services, that IEPs were reviewed in a

timely manner, and that parents were invited to develop and be involved in their child’s IEP.

D. Local Measures of Educational Performance

Charter schools, by their definition and nature, are autonomous schools with curricula that
reflect each school’s individual philosophy, mission, and goals. In addition to administering
standardized tests, each charter school is responsible for describing goals and expectations for its
students in the context of that school’s unique approach to education. These goals and expectations
are established by each City of Milwaukee-chartered school at the beginning of the academic year to
measure the educational performance of its students. These local measures are useful for monitoring
and reporting progress, guiding and improving instruction, clearly expressing the expected quality of
student work, and providing evidence that students are meeting local benchmarks. The CSRC
expectation is that schools establish local measures in reading, writing, math, and special education.

In this first year of operation, NPLCS used the Measures of Academic Progress (MAP) to
monitor K5 through fourth-grade students progress in both math and reading. The school intends to
use the results of the fall and spring assessments as baseline data for future local measure goals. A

description of the local measures and a discussion of outcomes follows.
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1. Measures of Academic Progress

MAP is a series of tests that measure student skills in reading, math, and language usage. The
test yields a Rasch Unit (RIT) scale that shows student understanding, regardless of grade level, which
allows easy comparison of students’ progress from the beginning of the year to the end of year and/or
from one year to the next. Results provide educators with information necessary to build curriculum to
meet their students’ needs.

Student progress can be measured by the MAP tests in several ways. A student’s academic
progress can be measured either by examining whether the student reaches a target RIT score on the
spring test or by comparing the student’s score to the national average reading or math score
associated with that student’s grade level. In the first method, students who complete the MAP tests
in reading and math in the fall receive an overall score as well as a unique target score that the student
should strive to meet on the spring test. Academic progress is determined by whether each student
meets or exceeds their individual target RIT score on the spring test.

Utilizing the second method, student progress is measured by comparing each student’s
performance to nationally normed scores for his/her grade level. In 2008 and 2011, NWEA conducted a
norming study using data from school districts all over the country and calculated a normative mean,
or national average, score for the fall, winter, and spring administrations of each of the MAP tests for
each grade level. For example, on a national level, fifth-grade students scored, on average, 207 RIT
points on the fall MAP reading test and 212 points on the spring MAP reading test, for an overall
improvement of 5 points. On the math test, fifth-grade students scored, on average, 213 points on the
fall test and 221 points on the spring test, for an overall improvement of 8 points.'* Using these
national averages, teachers and parents can determine whether students are above, at, or below the

national average score for all students in the same grade level at each test administration. For

4 Scores are rounded to the nearest whole number for analysis.
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example, if a third-grade student scored 175 points in the beginning of the year, he/she is functioning
below the national average for his/her grade level; the student is functioning, rather, within the range

of a first- or second-grade student. National average scores for each grade level are presented in

Table 1.
Table 1
2011 NWEA Measures of Academic Progress
National Average (Normative Mean) RIT Scores
Fall and Spring
Reading Math
Grade Level Beginning-of-Year End-of-Year Beginning-of-Year f\r‘::;:f-YeRa:;

Average RIT Score | Average RIT Score | Average RIT Score chree
K5 142.5 156.0 143.7 156.1
1st 160.3 176.9 162.8 179.0
2nd 175.9 189.6 178.2 1913
3rd 189.9 199.2 192.1 203.1
4th 199.8 206.7 203.8 2125
5th 207.1 2123 2129 221.0
6th 212.3 2164 219.6 225.6
7th 216.3 219.7 225.6 230.5
8th 219.3 2224 230.2 234.5
9th 221.4 2229 233.8 236.0
10th 223.2 2238 234.2 236.6
11th 2234 2237 236.0 2383

Using the normative mean scores, the school’s local measure goal for MAP reading and math
results was that students who completed both the fall and the spring reading test would increase their
RIT scores by at least as much as the national sample did (i.e., the difference in the normative mean

[average] scores for the grade-level average at which the student tested in the fall). CRC examined

> Northwest Evaluation Association. (2011). Normative data-2011. Retrieved from
http://www.nwea.org/support/article/normative-data-2011
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progress for students who were at or above the national average, as well as students who were below
the national average for their current grade level at the time of the fall test. The following is an analysis
of student performance on the reading and math tests, using the normative average to serve as a
baseline for future comparisons.

Progress for students at or above the grade-level national average in the fall of 2012 was
measured by determining whether the student was able to again score at or above the grade-level
national average at the time of the spring test (basically, this examination indicates whether students
who are functioning at or above grade level improved, on average, the same as their national
counterparts).

For students below grade-level average, CRC examined how many reached the national
grade-level average for their current grade by the spring test. For students who were still below the
grade-level average on the spring test, progress was measured by determining whether student
scores increased by the national average increase associated with the student’s functional grade level
(i.e., the grade-level average at which the student tested in the fall). For example, if a fourth-grade
student scored 161 RIT points on the fall reading test and 185 RIT points on the spring test, the
student scored below the national fourth-grade average on both tests. With a score of 161, the
student’s fall score was between the national fall and spring averages for first-grade students;
therefore, the student’s functional grade level was first grade. The average change in scores for all
first-grade students was 17 RIT points. Because the student increased his/her score by 24 points,

he/she progressed by at least the national average increase for his/her functional grade level.

2. Reading Progress for K5 Through Fourth Graders Using Target RIT Scores

In the first year of analysis, NPLCS measured student progress in reading and math by
comparing the percentage of students who met or exceeded their target RIT scores on the spring

tests. More specifically, the school’s local measure goal for MAP reading and math results was that at
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least 50.0% of students who completed both the fall and the spring reading and math tests would

meet or exceed their target RIT score on the spring math and reading tests.

As illustrated in Table 2, 93 students were administered the MAP reading test in both the fall
and spring. Of the 93 students who took both tests, 37 (39.8%) met their target reading score on the

spring 2013 test, falling short of the school’s goal of 50.0%.

Table 2
North Point Lighthouse Charter School
Target Reading Scores for K5 Through 4th Graders
Based on Measures of Academic Progress Tests
Met Target RIT Score in Spring 2013
Grade N

N %
K5 6 Cannot report due to n size
1st 23 3 13.0%
2nd 28 8 28.6%
3rd 16 7 43.8%
4th 20 16 80.0%
Total 93 37 39.8%

3. Reading Progress for K5 Through Fourth Graders Using Normative Mean Scores

As indicated in the learning memo, the second method of analysis was conducted to provide
the school with additional information on student progress. At the time of the fall MAP test, 32 (34.4%)

students were at or above the national average for their respective grade level, while 61 (65.6%)

scored below the average (Table 3).
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North Point Lighthouse Charter School
Local Measures of Academic Progress: MAP Reading Assessment
Student Scores Relative to National Average (Normative Mean) '

Table 3

Fall 2012
Students at or Above Students Below
Grade National Average National Average
Level N Fall 2012 Fall 2012
N % N %
K5 6 Cannot report due to n size
1st 23 11 47.8% 12 52.2%
2nd 28 11 39.3% 17 60.7%
3rd 16 4 25.0% 12 75.0%
4th 20 4 20.0% 16 80.0%
Total 93 32 34.4% 61 65.6%
a. Students at or Above National Average (