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1.  What do we want students to know 
and be able to do? 

2.  How will we know when they have 
learned the desired outcomes? 

3.  How will we respond to the data? 
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 Core Academic Skills and Knowledge 

 Critical Thinking and Problem Solving 

  Social – Emotional Development 

  Physical Development 

  Fine Arts Experiences 

  Positive Attitude toward Learning 

EDUCATING THE WHOLE CHILD 

  Statements of the broad learning targets 
we want our students to achieve as a 
result of their educational experiences in 
District 64. 

 End statements written for  
◦  Each Core academic area 
◦  Each Encore area 
◦  Social-Emotional  
◦ Critical Thinking/Problem Solving 
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 Educational End Statements 
• Illinois Learning Standards 
   Grade Level Learning Standards  
• Specific Skills and Objectives 

Hierarchy of Learning 

Variety of Assessments 
Benchmark Assessments 

District 64 Common 
Assessments 

Student Portfolios and 
Projects 

Teacher Observations Classroom Assessments 

Specialized Diagnostic 
Assessments 

ISAT 

MAP 
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 Measures mastery of the Illinois 
Learning Standards 

 Compares students, schools and 
districts across the state 

 Used to meet national No Child Left 
Behind (NCLB) mandate 

STRONG Scores Continue ! 

 94% of All Students Meet or Exceed  
    Standards in Reading 

 95% of All Students Meet or Exceed  
    Standards in Math 
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      Math Scores by Grade Level 

Gr 3 Gr 4 Gr 5 Gr 6 Gr 7 Gr 8 

District 97.1 97.4 94.9 93.7 96.1 94.5 

State 87.3 87.7 84.0 83.9 84.3 86.3 
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2011 ISAT Math Meets or Exceeds 

District 

State 

Gr 3 Gr 4 Gr 5 Gr 6 Gr 7 Gr 8 

District 93.5 91.8 93.1 96.7 95.7 93.9 

State 74.7 74.7 76.4 84.1 78.8 85.0 
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  Small positive increases in Meets/Exceeds over 
time 
◦  Both grade levels increased in Science 
◦  4 out of 6 grade levels increased in Math 
◦  4 out of 6 grade levels increased in Reading 

  Increase in the % of students scoring in Exceeds 
Level in Math at every grade 

  Increase in the % of students scoring in Exceeds 
Level in Reading in 4 out of 6 grades 

  Decrease in the % of students scoring below 
standards 

 District met expectations for Adequate 
Yearly Progress (AYP) 
◦  85% or more of ALL students scored at 

Meets/Exceeds level  
◦  85% or more students in subgroups scored at 

Meets/Exceeds level or met Safe Harbor 
provisions 
◦ Over 91% Attendance Rate 

 All but 2 of our 7 schools met 
expectations for AYP 
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 Aligned with Illinois Learning Standards 
 Can predict if students will meet ISAT 

standards 
 Computerized Adaptive Test 
◦ Measures student’s current level of knowledge 

 Measures growth over time 
 Provides national comparisons 
 Timely results teachers can use to drive 

instructional decisions 

STRONG Scores Continue ! 

 Mean RIT score in Reading approximately 
10 points higher than national norms 

 Mean RIT score in Math approximately  
   8 -12 points higher than national norms 
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Gr. 2  
Winter 
2010 

Gr. 3  
Fall 

2010 

Gr. 3  
Spring 
2011 

Gr. 4  
Fall 

2010 

Gr. 4  
Spring 
2011 

Gr. 5  
Fall 

2010 

Gr. 5  
Spring 
2011 

Gr. 6  
Fall 

2010 

Gr. 6  
Spring 
2011 

Gr. 7  
Fall 

2010 

Gr. 7  
Spring 
2011 

Gr. 8  
Fall 

2010 

Mean RIT 193.1 200.2 208.5 208.2 215.3 214.8 221.2 219.7 224.2 224.5 228.1 227.7 

2008 Norms 186 191.6 199 200.1 205.8 206.7 211.1 211.6 214.8 215.4 217.9 219 
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MAP 2010/2011 Reading Mean RIT 
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Chart Revised 3/12/12 

Gr. 2  
Winter 
2010 

Gr. 3  
Fall 

2010 

Gr. 3  
Spring 
2011 

Gr. 4  
Fall 

2010 
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Spring 
2011 

Gr. 5  
Fall 

2010 

Gr. 5  
Spring 
2011 

Gr. 6  
Fall 

2010 

Gr. 6  
Spring 
2011 

Gr. 7  
Fall 

2010 

Gr. 7  
Spring 
2011 

Gr. 8  
Fall 

2010 

Mean RIT 190.1 198.3 210.5 211 219.5 218.4 226.5 225.1 232.7 233.2 240.9 241.2 

2008 Norms 186.5 192.1 202.4 203 211.4 211.7 219.2 218.3 223.8 224.1 228.3 229.3 
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 Highest Mean RIT scores in Reading at all 
grade levels since we began MAP testing 5 
years ago 

 Highest Mean RIT scores in Math at all 
grades levels since we began MAP testing 
5 years ago 

 More students meeting growth targets in 
Math 

 Measure wide range of skills and attitudes 
embedded in End Statements 

  Includes: 
◦   Standardized test results such as ISAT  
    and MAP  
◦   Benchmark assessments such as DIBELS 
◦   Locally developed assessments 
◦   Report Card data 
◦   Information from student surveys                             
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 Reports summative data relative to 
the Ends 

 Targets determined by District 64 
staff 

 Shows performance over five year 
period 

 Meeting intended targets on 78% of the 
Educational End Assessments 

 Maintaining strong performance on vast 
majority of End Assessments 

 Demonstrating growth on standardized 
tests such as ISAT and MAP 
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 District Curricular Level – Dept. of 
Student Learning 
◦ Analyze ISAT, MAP and Educational End 

assessments for areas of strength as well as 
specific areas for improvement 

◦ Make curricular and instructional adjustments 
to address areas of relative weakness 

◦  Provide staff development  

 Building Level – QIT 
◦ Analyze building data on ISAT, MAP, 

benchmark assessments and other local 
assessments in comparison to District 
averages and results from other schools  
◦ Look for areas of strength as well as 

specific areas for instructional 
improvement 
◦ Set building goals for improvement 
◦ Redirect instructional focus 
◦ Provide staff development 
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 Group Level – Grade Level Teams  
◦ Analyze data  from ISAT, MAP, benchmark 

assessments and other local assessments for 
students who are performing significantly above 
or below standards in order to determine need 
for differentiation and interventions 

◦ Analyze data to form instructional groups and 
determine specific instructional needs 

◦ Utilize data to determine areas for more 
intensive instructional focus and to make pacing 
decisions  

  Individual Student Level – Individual 
teachers, Grade Level Teams, IPST  
◦ Analyze data from ISAT, MAP, benchmark 

assessments and other local assessments to 
determine need for differentiation and 
interventions 

◦ Utilize data for instructional placement decisions 
(Channels of Challenge, high school placement, 
Literacy support, Math Connections, etc.)  

◦ Utilize data to determine specific areas for more 
intensive instruction 

◦ Utilize data to help students set individual goals 
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  Committed to continuous 
   improvement 

 Focused on helping all students 
achieve personal excellence 












































































































































