2017 Student Achievement

Update

District Led Initiatives

Continuous Improvement Teams

e Building instructional leadership capacity of staff
o The principal can not do it alone
o Create aculture of reflective practice

e Teach each school how to review ALL data sources as part of a comprehensive needs

assessment

e Design systems to enforce evidenced-based practices are implemented in ALL

classrooms to support student needs of each school
e Create structure to monitor our work and goals throughout the year

“What gets monitored gets done.”

Principal Leadership

e Focus on developing instructional leaders
e Development of “Principal PLCs”
o What do we want our staff to know and be able to do?
m  Standards and evidence-based instructional practices
o How do we know if they know it?
m Walk through tools used together
o What do we do when they don't?
m Staff development
e Establishing a culture of collaboration established across schools




Multi-Tiered Structures of Support (MTSS)

Cohort model has allowed for targeted training and coaching for elementary schools
Cohort model has built capacity so there are more MTSS leaders across our district to support
teams
Invested in core reading materials to align to ELA standards for K-5
o Reading Wonders
Reading intervention materials purchased
o Leveled Literacy Intervention (LLI)
o PRESS (developed by U of M, Center for Reading Research)
Increased emphasis for all students to receive core instruction (including Special Education)
o Intervention is in addition to core
Secondary & elementary WIN established across all schools

Professional Learning Communities

e Training from Solution Tree last year for leadership teams
o Teamshared this was powerful training
e PLC rubricdeveloped and shared with CITs
o Used to assess school implementation levels and determine staff development
needs
e PLC Handbook developed by the curriculum department to articulate PLC best
practice and common expectations

Full Service Community Schools

Expanding and supporting the Full Service Community School model at
Myers-Wilkins, Lincoln Park and Denfeld

Through shared vision and accountability for results, we aim to impact attendance,
academic achievement, physical health and social-emotional well-being to the end
that students, families and our entire community will experience greater health and
equity.

Duluth Community Schools were selected as one of five health focus sites nationally
to receive support from the Coalition for Community Schools.




Test stores ave st one part of the
picture to understand low sfudents are
ding in Minnesota

-Education Commissioner Brenda Cassellius

Overview

Results reported use “All Accountability, Oct 1” scores unless otherwise noted

e Combined proficiency score that includes all state accountability tests in reading and math
e Includes students who were attending ISD 709 Oct. 1 and took the test in our district
e Includes results from MCA and MTAS

Historic results, specific to ethnicity, may be slightly different from previous year’s reported
scores due to the addition of two ethnic groups

100%

Reading
Trends

20%

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

-®- Statewide -~ Duluth Public School District

District vs State - Reading Trends

[Reye: 20122013 | 20162017 |  Difference
Proficient : :
District | 56.5 64.7 +82
State i 587 ; 612 ; +25




All Accountability Tests, Reading, By Ethnicity

All Accountability Tests, Reading, By Special Population
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All Accountability Tests, Math, By Ethnicity

All Accountability Tests, Math, By Special Population
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MCA Science, By Ethnicity
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Themes - Overall

e Overthe last 5-6 years, increases in
district achievement have
significantly outpaced the state in
all three content areas

e  For thefifth year in a row, reading
and science scores have increased
and are above the state average

e After five years of consistent
increases, math scores remain
steady and are now on par with the
state average

e The majority of schools that
received intensive coaching and
support realized achievement gains

Reading

ADDITIONAL THEMES

Math

Science

in proficiency

stayed the same

. Over half of our schools increased in . Nearly half of our schools increased in . Over half of our schools increased in
proficiency proficiency proficiency

e Most grades decreased in proficiency *  Mostgrades decreased in proficiency e Mostgradesincreased in proficiency

. Half of the student groups increased . Half of the student groups’ proficiency

Most of the student groups increased
proficiency

. The achievement gap increased or
stayed the same for most groups

The achievement gap increased or .
stayed the same for half of the student
groups

The achievement gap decreased or
stayed the same for half of the student
groups

. Half of the student groups are above .
the state average

Over half of the student groups are .
above the state average

Half of the student groups are above
the state average




Next Steps

Next Steps

e Continue work with MTSS and PLCs
e Support teachers with new elementary ELA curriculum and how to meet the
individualized reading needs of each student through a balanced literacy model
e Equity Commitment
o Communication from community stakeholders
e CARE Academy (Office of Education Equity)
o NEAresearch for closing the achievement gap
e Pathways2Teaching
o Partnership with College of St. Scholastica
o Increase staff diversity

Next Steps Cont.

Investing in systems that assist with monitoring and implementing standard-based
assessment and grading

Expanding and enhancing early childhood (birth to age 5) programs to improve school
readiness and improve the transition to Kindergarten

Investing in staff development for special education staff regarding best practice,
reading interventions and how to support students with challenging behavior
Continue training and support for Continuous Improvement Teams to implement
school improvement systems to implement effective practices and monitor their
work

Emphasis on addressing chronic absenteeism

Appendices




All Accountability Tests - Reading
By Grade, Over Time

All Accountability Tests - Math
By Grade, Over Time

— e e e S p‘::fr.ie.::c 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
Grade 3 545 564 590 630 59.9 Grade 3 69.9 682 672 685 687 69.0 682
Grade 4 598 551 582 614 647 Grade 4 643 63.1 684 696 697 69.5 718
Grade 5 64.1 716 67.6 712 682 Grade 5 510 500 562 673 653 598 588
Grade 6 560 564 628 654 644 Grade 6 315 369 453 50.9 59.4 586 558
Grade 7 47.9 584 517 658 63.9 Grade7 449 241 597 57.2
Grade8 56.0 55.9 59.9 55.9 633 Grade8 522 521 554 615
Grade 10 56.8 59.4 611 58.8 685 Grade 11 421 471 404 435

Reading 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017

All Students Congden 83.9 84.5 85.4 8.9 86.7
Homecroft 70.6 721 646 66.3 67.4
— Lakewood 70.9 659 62.2 645 7
g w - Laura Ma uf 44.1 52.6 575 535 447

All Accountability Tests - Science .
Lester Park 737 719 69.0 803 80.9

.
By Grade, Over Time T T I
MCA 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017 MyErwine Bl L 23 =4 5
Piedmont 41.9 46.6 41.4 50.2 517
Grade 5 580 58.8 59.8 58.7 655 638
Stowe a9 47.9 53.5 63.9 45.6
Grade 8 330 287 307 422 454 462 T = - T = o
HS 449 418 50.5 56.0 475 61.3 Ordean East 63.0 65.3 70.7 723 743
All Grades 459 434 47.6 523 531 57.6 Denfeld 43 445 38 54 8.8
East 68.2 70.0 66.9 64.5 773
2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
District 56.5 59.1 60.1 631 647
All Grades 76.9 84.1 806 821 78.3 818 - - < — - <

= 587 55 o o9 Y




Math 2011-2012 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017
AllStudents | Congdon 84.7 82.9 85.4 85.8 83.8 85.2
Homecroft 704 74.4 716 78.4 733 65.9
MCA Science 20112012 | 20122013 | 20132014 | 20142015 | 20152016 | 20162017
Lakewood 714 7 758 693 711 70.8
Grade 5 Cangdon B9.9 88.2 827 754 90.2 90.9
L MacArthur 58.2 72.9 642 53.8 543
Homecroft T4 76.0 60.0 705 64.1 67.8
Lester Park 73.8 79.3 725 74.9 783 831
Lakewood 725 87.8 78.0 90.0 78.0
Lowell s 9.2 623 =0 740 752
Laura MacArthur 232 355 434 50.9 338
ki 50.5 483 60.1 52.4 50.6 544
Lester Park 79.1 833 89.8 69.3 815 85.7
Piedmont 519 545 534 515 48.0 515
Lowell 59.0 52.4 515 56.5 55.8 209
Stowe 197 43.8 594 58.2 49.3
Myers-Wilkins 36.8 3441 42.0 433 63.5 54.0
Lincoln Park, 27.0 30.6 379 39.9 45.1 1.6
Piedmant 378 321 370 50.0 308 453
Ordean East 46.9 5501 572 1.0 68.7
Stowe 377 52 442 43.5 46.0 47.9
Denfeld 26.9 30.1 28.4 343 29.4 28.9
DISTRICT 58.0 58.8 59.8 58.7 655 63.8
East 44.9 523 553 56.8 48.9 53.8
STATE 58.6 60.6 621 Go.1 61.4 60.8
District 477 52.8 56.7 58.3 59-1 59.7
State 627 61.6 619 61.6 60.9 59.9
MCA Science 2011-2012 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017
Grades | Lincoln Park 185 193 183 20.4 29.9 8.0
Ordean East 322 358 384 50.6 557 572
DISTRICT 330 287 307 422 454 462
STATE 429 449 36,0 46.4 482 467
MCA Science 2011-2012 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017
High School | Denfeld 306 24.8 35.0 43.2 363 48.0
East 54.4 526 60.2 63.8 54.4 70.1
DISTRICT 339 1.3 50.5 56.0 475 613
STATE 53 54.2 546 56.1 57.0 575




