Briarwood Data Portfolio Analysis

WASL Current % .
Grade Level WASL 2-Year Meeting Gap Analysis Significant Gap
Content Area - Area
Analysis Standard
Ethnic NO
- 0,
3 Reading - 84.8% gsgg‘; £ ;\:(E)S' Boys (-6.4%)
Low Income YES (-14.8%)
Ethnic NO
Gender NO
0,
3 Math ﬂ 78.8% Special Ed NO
Low Income YES (-17.8%)
WASL Current % .
Grade Level WASL 3-Year Meeting Gap Analysis Significant Gap
Content Area . Area
Analysis Standard
Ethnic NO
- 0,
. Reading | e | CeME | YES Boys (2640
Low Income YES (-10.2%)
Ethnic NO
— Gender NO
4 Math 12.5% Special Ed NO
Low Income YES (-16.9%)
Ethnic NO
. Gender YES, Boys (-15.2%)
4 Writing ﬂ 62.6% Special Ed NO
Low Income YES (-18.2%)
WASL Current % .
Grade Level WASL 2-3Year Meeting Gap Analysis Significant Gap
Content Area . Area
Analysis Standard
Ethnic YES, Asian (+9%)
- 0,
5 Reading ﬂ 81.9% Sg:gg: £ \N((E)S' Boys (-12.2%)
Low Income NO
Ethnic NO
— Gender NO
5 Math 67.5% Special Ed NO
Low Income NO
Ethnic YES, Asian (+8.2%)
- 0,
5 Science — 55.4% Sgggg £ E(E)S’ Boys (-9.6%)
Low Income NO

Grades 3", 4™ and 5™ grade WASL Observations:

3" Grade — Reading scores improved slightly (+4.5%) while math scores improved significantly
(+10.6%). A significant achievement gap is apparent for Low Income students in all subject

areas.

4" Grade — Reading scores (-5.3%) and writing scores (-9.0%) declined significantly. Math
scores decreased slightly (-1.6%). A significant achievement gap is apparent for Low Income
students in all subject areas.

5" Grade — Reading scores declined significantly (-10.1%) while math (+0.8%) and science
(+3.7%) scores improved slightly. Asian students significantly outperformed All Students in
reading and science. No gaps were noticed for math.




Briarwood Data Portfolio Analysis

Stanford Stanford Current % Gap Analysis
Grade Level 2-Year Meeting P y Significant Gap
Content Area - Area
Analysis Standard
Ethnic NO
. Gender NO
0,
K Reading ﬂ 59% Special Ed NO
Low Income NO
Ethnic NO
Gender YES, Girls (-10%)
e o :
K Math 54% Special Ed NO
Low Income NO
Ethnic NO
. Gender YES, Boys (-9%)
0,
1 Reading ﬁ 56% Special Ed NO
Low Income YES (-32%)
Ethnic NO
G o Gender YES, Boys (-10%)
! Math 57% Special Ed NO
Low Income YES (-23%)
Stanford Current % .
Grade Level Stanford 2-Year Meeting Gap Analysis Significant Gap
Content Area - Area
Analysis Standard
Ethnic NO
. Gender YES, Boys (-22%)
0,
2 Reading — 57% Special Ed NO
Low Income YES (-14%)
Ethnic NO
Gender YES, Boys (-6%)
2 Math > 58% Special Ed NO
Low Income YES (-14%)
Ethnic NO
. . Gender NO
3 Reading 67% Special Ed NO
Low Income YES (-17%)
Ethnic NO
. Gender NO
3 Math 69% Special Ed NO
Low Income YES (-15%)
Stanford Current % .
Grade Level Stanford 2-Year Meeting Gap Analysis Significant Gap
Content Area . Area
Analysis Standard
Ethnic NO
. Gender NO
0,
4 Reading < 69% Special Ed YES (-29%)
Low Income YES (-17%)
Ethnic NO
Gender NO
0,
4 Math — 69% Special Ed YES (-22%)
Low Income YES (-14%)
Ethnic NO
. Gender YES, Boys (-6%)
0,
5 Reading N— 76% Special Ed NO
Low Income NO
Ethnic NO
Gender YES, Boys (-6%)
0,
5 Math ﬂ 0% Special Ed NO
Low Income NO




Grades K-5 Stanford Observations:

Kindergarten — Reading scores improved significantly for All Students (9%) and Males (19%).
Math scores improved slightly for All Students (3%) and significantly for Males (6%). A
significant decrease for Females (14%) was noticed.

1% Grade - Reading scores improved significantly for All Students (9%), Males (16%), and
Females (5%). Math scores for All Students remained the same but significant growth for
Females (7%) and significant decline for Males (6%) were noticed. A significant achievement
gap is apparent for Low Income students and Males in both subject areas.

2" Grade — Reading scores improved slightly for All Students (2%) and significantly for
Females (12%). A significant decline for Male scores (11%) was also noted. Math scores
improved slightly (4%) for All Students and significantly for Low Income (20%), and Females
(11%). A significant achievement gap is apparent for Low Income students in both subject areas.

3" Grade — Reading scores improved significantly for All Students (10%), Low Income (10%),
Males (12%), and Females (8%). Math scores improved significantly for All Students (8%), Low
Income (14%), Males (9%), and Females (6%). A significant achievement gap for Low Income
students continues to be apparent for both subject areas despite significant growth.

4™ Grade — Reading scores declined slightly for All Students (4%), Males (4%), and Females
(4%). Math scores declined slightly for All Students (4%), Males (4%), and Females (3%). A
significant achievement gap is apparent for Low Income and Special Education students for both
subject areas.

5" Grade — Reading scores declined slightly (3%) for All Students and significantly for Males
(8%). Math scores declined significantly for All Students (5%) and Males (8%). A significant
gender gap is apparent for both subject areas.

Previous Content Area Goal: Using the 2004 percent of students meeting standard on the
fourth grade writing WASL, we will maintain all students’ performance in writing while
decreasing the gap between male and female performance by 3% by the end of 2006-2007 school
year.

2007-08 Content Area Goal: By 2010, 78% of 5™ grade students will meet standard on the math
section of the WASL.

2007-08 Gap Closing Goal: Decrease the gap in math achievement of Low Income students by
five percent or more.

Justification: WASL and Stanford data collected indicates a consistent and significant
achievement gap between All Students and Low Income students in most areas. Most ethnic cells
do not contain enough students to generate reliable data. Therefore, Low Income is the category
of focus for our math goal.



