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THE FOCUS OF THE SIP

Many Initiatives without Initiatives focused on School
connections Improvement Goals
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The School Improvement Plan creates a clear focus of goals that accom|
the primary reason for schoolsncreased student achievement



HOW DOES&CHOOL MAKE AYP IN A GIVEI
SCHOOL YEAR UNDER NCLB?

Three conditionsre required for making AYP In a giver
school year:

. At least 95 percent of students are tested for reading and
mathematics, for all students and for all subgroups of 45 c
more students.

. At least meet the minimum annual target (77.5%), for
Meeting / Exceeding Standards for reading and mathemat
for all groups and all subgroups of 45 or more students.

. At least meet the minimum annual target for attendance re
for elementary and middle schools or graduation rate for h
schools.
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Jesse Ruiz, Board Chair

[llino1s State Board of Education

Christopher A. Koch, State Superintendent

Subgroups

2010 Adequate Yearl

Calculated based on 08/31/10 Approved Assessment Data and E-report Card 36-43 Data

Progress (AYP) Status Report

Is this school making AYP? Yes Has this school been identified for Schoel Improvement accerding te the Mo
AYP specification of the federal Me Child Left Behind Act?
15 this school making AP in reading? Yes
2010-11 Federal Improvement Status
15 this scheol making AYP in Ves
mathematics? 2010-11 State Improvement Status
Percent Tested on State Tests Percent Meeting/Exceeding Standard® Other Indicators
L . . . Attendance Graduation
Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics Rate Rate
Safe
Mat Mat Mat Met Met
% layp| % |ayp| % |Marbor avp| ™ |ayp| * | avp
Target
S'EHFEAYP 95.0 95.0 91.0 80.0
Minimum Target
ALL 100.,0 Y¥es | 100.0 95.3
White 100.0 “es | 100.0 Yes | 92.2 Yes | 94,9 Yes |
Black |
Hispanic |
Asian/ Pacific
Islandar
Mative American |
Multiracial / Ethnic |
LEP |
Students with 100.0 | Ves | 100.0| Ves| 77.4 Yes | 88.7 Ves
Disabilities
Economically |
Pissdvantageid 100.0 Yes | 100.0 Yes | 76.2 Yes | 26.4 Yes




[llinois State Board of Education

Christopher A. Koch, State Superintendent

Jesse Ruiz, Board Chair

2010 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Status Report

Calculated based on 08/31/10 Approved Assessment Data and E-report Card 86-43 Data

Is this school making AYE? Yes Has this school been identified for School Improvement according to the Mo
AYP specification of the federal Mo Child Left E=hind Act?
Is this school making &Y P in reading? Yes
2010-11 Federal Improvement Status
Is this scheel making &Y P in Ves
mathematics? 2010-11 State Improvement Status
Percent Tested on State Tests Percent Meeting/Exceeding Standard® Other Indicators
[ . . . Attendance Graduation
Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics Rate Rate
Safe
Met Met Mat Met Met
% layp| * | ayp| % |Harbor avp| ® |ayp| T | avp
Target
State AYP
Minimum Target 33.0 .| 33.0
ALL 100.0 Yes | 100.0
White 100.0 “es | 100.0 Yes | 93,7
Black
.
Hispanic Subgroup

Asian/Pacific
Islander

Mative American

Multiracial f Ethnic

LEP

Students with
Disabilities

Economically
Disadvantaged
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1999
2000
2001

2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

Year

1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010

LEP
(%) ©

2.7
1.8
4.4
4.3
1.5
3.7
2.5
2.2
3.2

3.7

EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT

Student Demographics & Characteristics - Race/Ethnicity

White
(%)

84.9
83.2
83.1

82.7
73.4
81.3
3.1

78.2
7.3
7.2
69.8
1.7

Black
(%)

5.1
5.3
&.1
6
8.1
7.3
8.2
7.3
6.6
7.4
9.1
7.9

Hispanic
(%)

4.3
4.1

3.5
4.7
6.2
6.4
6.9
7.5
7.6
7.2
6.8
LY

Asian
(%)

5.5
T4
7.3
6.6
6.4

5.9
4.4
5.7
7.2
8.3
6.7

Student Demographics & Characteristics - Educational Environment

IEP
(%) ©

16.2

Low Income

(%) ©

10.6
7.9
6.7

8
9.6
9.5

9

13.9

12.8

14
18.6
18.6

Involvement

Parental

(%) ©

100
93.1
95.1
95.1
95.6
95.6
95.6
94.8
95.2
95.2
94.3
93.7

Attendance

(%) ©

96.5
95.8
95.4
96
95.3
95.8
95.5
95.4
95.4
95.8
96
95.3

Mobility
(%) ©

14
11
11.8
11
10.6
9.3
12.8
8.4
8.2
10
14.6
7.5

Chronic
Truants

(N)

O 0O = = a0 = NO o OO

Mative Multi Racial
American fEthnicity
(%) (%)

0.2 -

0 -
0 -
] -
U -
0 -
0 0
0 2.6
0 2.7
0 K
0 &

0.2 5.8
Chronic HS Dropout HS .
Truants Rate Graduation

@ (@0 oy
) ©

{] - -

0 - -

{] - -

0 - -
0.4 - -
0.2 - -

0 - -
0.2 - -
0.2 - -
0.3 - -

0 - -

0 - -



COHORT TREND DATA | \\\\\\\

scnma.mscuooo. uswmm

/77, , mc:wers - 20080 Gr5 - zosomvomwn 1
1

Below Standards Above Standards

AL

-

% Meets & Exceeds 85 86 90 | 93 91 95 - 90 -
| | % Exceeds 35 39 54 48 37 33 - 34 .
B % Meets S50 47 3 | 45 S5 62 - 56 .

% Below 11 14 10 7 9 S - 10 -
[m§ % Warning 4 : 0 0 0 0 - 1 -

Number of Students Tested
(N)* 113 104 103 | 113 104 103 - 104 .




3RPGRADE CONTENT AREA TREND:!

SCHIESHER ELEM SCHOOL - LISLE CUSD 202
Grade 3 - ISAT Performance By All Students - 2002-10

100%
80%
40%
20%
S L O O e e == = | i

Above Standards
3
®

n
0, ISt
E 20% | L — n _—
E 40% ||
?/-J‘ 6,0% =
3
E 80%
100%
02 03 04 05 06 O7 03 09 10 02 O3 ©O04 O5 06 O7 08 09 10 ©O02 03 04 O5 O6 O7 03 09 10
Reading Mathematics Writing
Humber of Students at Each Level
rercent | D
(M) Meets & Exceeds 106 108 104 93 93 87 96 81 102|125 120 116 99 98 101 105 86 106|108 82 59 - - - - 62 77
B (N) Exceeds 40 46 32 31 37 33 39 24 S0 |54 60 59 44 53 42 53 39 71| 6 2 0 - - - - 1 14
. (M) Meets 66 62 72 62 56 54 57 57 52|71 60 57 55 45 59 52 47 35 |102 80 59 - - - - 61 63
(N) Below 36 19 19 19 17 15 13 7 9 AT F 8 12 A3« -2 8 3 6 35 38 64 - - - - 21 26
B (N) Warning 3 1 3 0 2 1 4 1 2 3 2 1 1 2 0 0 0 1 2 g 3 - - - - 2 3
Humber of Students Tested

(M)* 145 128 126 112 112 103 113 89 113|145 129 125 112 113 103 113 89 113|145 128 126 - - = - 85 106



4THGRADE CONTENT AREA TREND:

Above Standards
3
®

Below Standards
&
R

100%

(M) Meets & Exceeds

(N) Exceeds
(M) Meets
(N) Below

(M) Warning

(N)*

SCHIESHER ELEM SCHOOL - LISLE CUSD 202
Grade 4 - |SAT Performance By All Students - 2002-10

LTLa T

02 03 05 06 O7 08 09 10 02 O3 04 O5 06 O7 08 09 10 O02 O3 04 O5 O6 O7 083 09 10
Reading Mathematics Science
Humber of Students at Each Level
rercent | D

- - - 101 103 81 89 90 - - - - 107 101 95 95 95| 98 108 108 108 105 97 93 93 93
- - - 45 40 30 40 41 - - - - 32 38 25 38 34|25 19 19 19 21 15 14 35 20
- - - 56 63 51 49 49 - - - - 75 63 70 57 61|73 89 89 89 84 82 79 58 73
- - - 15 10 24 14 11 - - - - = DR 1 PR I EEN = | 6 250 L 100 S R0E 21 AR <10y 48
- - - ] 1] 1 1 0 - - - - 0 1 0 0 3 2 3 2 1 0 1 1

Humber of Students Tested
- - - 116 113 106 104 101| - - - - 116 112 106 104 101 (126 127 130 127 116 108 106 104 101



5THGRADE CONTENT AREA TREND:!

SCHIESHER ELEM SCHOOL - LISLE CUSD 202
Grade 5 - ISAT Performance By All Students - 2002-10

100%
80%
40%
20%
ouk ‘ : ‘ 7”‘ | ‘, | \A”} | \ " | | i1

Above Standards
3
®

\
20% = - -

Below Standards
&
R

02 03 04 05 06 O7 08 09 10 02 O3 04 O5 06 O7 08 09 10 02 03 04 O5 O6 O7 08 09 10

Reading Mathematics Writing
Humber of Students at Each Level

rercent | D
(M) Meets & Exceeds 99 102 107 112 102 94 96 94 93 |102 109 128 119 112 109 99 107 98 |100 103 126 - - 80 90 78 76
B (N) Exceeds 54 S8 60 48 46 48 51 38 S6 |33 33 33 30 17 39 30 25 34|25 11 9 - - 15 34 25 14
. (M) Meets 45 44 47 64 56 46 45 56 37 | 69 76 95 89 95 70 69 82 64 | 75 92 117 - - 65 56 53 62
(N) Below 19 20 32 20 23 19 11 17 10| 16 12 14 13 13 4 8 4 5 16 A5 =13 = < 228:718 22: 23
B (M) Warning 0 ] ] 0 ] 1] 0 0 0 1 1 ] ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 - - 4 2 6 1

Humber of Students Tested

(M)* 118 122 139 132 125 113 107 111 103|119 122 142 132 125 113 107 111 103|116 122 140 112 110 106 100



How do Tate Woods & Schiesher

compare to statewide averages?

SCHIESHER ELEM SCHOOL-LISLE CUSD 202

Composite Percent Meets andExceeds - All Tests
100%

92
8%, 8, 8% 88, N5 5
80% 976 7 ’79 60 P 3 4 5 6 6
60% : 5
40%
20%
04 05 06 07 08 09 10

School(%M+E) B District(%M+E) B State(%M+E)




HOW DO WE COMPARE LOCALL\(?\

® All Tests O ISAT OPSAE O 1aA

Cotmare_Schools

AllSubjects Percent Meets and Exceeds Standards
100%

2 9 9 ommo 92
| ' , 8737




IMPROVEMENT CYCLE
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2009- 2010 Performance
Outcomes
& Goals for 2016 ,2(1);1;L




Board of Education Goal #1

Improve academic achievement of all students in the district
as measured by State and local assessments.

Students eligible for the ISAT will, as a group, perforir
at 94.7% or higher as measured by the meets /
exceeds categories on the 2010 ISAT Math
assessment.

Students eligible for the ISAT will, as a group, perforir
at 86.8% or higher as measured by the meets /
exceeds categories on the 2010 ISAT Reading
assessment.

2010
Goal



GRADE LEVEL MATH TREND DAT

SCHIESHER ELEM SCHOOL - LISLE CUSD 202
ISAT - Mathematics Performance By AlWL2002-10

» 100%
S
3 80%
c
g 80%
2 40%
(=]
2 20%
0% s s = | N
B 20%
o
2 40%
&
80%
Z so%
g 80
100%
02 03 04 05 O6 O7 08 09 10 02 O3 04 05 06 O7 03 09 10 02 ©03 04 O5 O6 O7 08 09 10
Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
Number of Students at Each Level
percent | {TEED
(M) Meets & Exceeds 125 120 116 99 95 101 105 86 106| - - - - 107 101 95 95 95 (102 109 128 119 112 109 99 107 98|
B (N) Exceeds 5S4 60 59 44 53 42 53 39 71 - - - - 32 38 25 38 34|33 33 33 30 17 39 30 25 34]
. (M) Meets 71 60 57 55 45 59 52 47 35 - - - - 75 63 70 57 61|69 76 95 89 95 70 69 82 64|
(N) Below 17 7 8 A2n iy 2 8 3 6 - - - - 9 10 11 9 6 16 12 =14 43 13 4 ] 4 S|
=] (N) Warning 3 2 s 1 2 0 0 0 1 - - - - 0 1 0 0 ] 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |
Number of Students Tested

2 - 116 112 106 104 101|119 122 142 132 125 113 107 111 103|

(M)* 145 129 125 112 113 103 113 89 113



3RPGRADE SUBGROUP MATH DAT

SCHIESHER ELEM SCHOOL - LISLE CUSD 202
Grade 3 - ISATPerformance By AYP SubGroups - Mathematics 2008-10

ﬁ 100%
S 80%
c
S 60% i
2 40%
o
2 20%
o = _ o = m
B 20%
2 40%
B so%
2 008
§ 0%
100%
08 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10
All White Black Hispanic Asian Native Am. Multiracial LEP IEP Low Inc.
Humber of Students at Each Level
percent | (TEED
(N) Meets & Exceeds 105 86 106| 67 70 sol 9 - -|10 - -|10 - - |___i_ |__ - |16 12 15|26 12 24|
O (N) Exceeds 53 39 71|36 31 6 —|1 T N I g G CraE R
O (W) Meats 5247 35|31_£2°| & o ml e 8 s |;'_;|L; : I__ |9 7 7|20 7 15|
(MBelow 8 3 6|3 3 2|3 jo O S| Na | Ok wes e | i T A | e B
B (N)Warningoo1|oo1|o- |0--|0--|---0--|---|001|001|
Humber of Students Tested

(ytgvee-nrs| 70 geese|lay w i v s g o wm [ s s gy se e w seay e e 13 2d



4ATHGRADE SUBGROUP MATH DAT

SCHIESHER ELEM SCHOOL - LISLE CUSD 202
Grade 4 - ISATPerformance By AYP SubGroups - Mathematics 2008-10

» 100%

g
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2 20%

0% A oL

B 20% '

0

2 40%

(o]

2 80%

S 8o%

© 100%

03 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10 03 09 10 03 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10 08 09 10
All White Black Hispanic Asian Native Am. Multiracial LEP IEP Low Inc.
Number of Students at Each Level

(N) Meets & Exceeds 95 95 95|68 62 73| - - 11| - 7 - |- 10 -|- - |- - |- - |14 14 13|14 23 17|
O (N)Exceeds 25 38 34|18 26 27| - - 2| = o0 -|= 8 -]- « @]+ - «]= < |1 a 5|1 2 3]
0 (N) Meets 70 57 61|50 36 46| - - 9o - 7 |- 2 -|- - -|- - |- - -|13 13 8|13 21 14|

(MBelow1l 9 6|8 5 4|- - 2]|- 3 -]- 0 -]- - -|- - -]« - -]5 2 3|1 & 3]
= (NYWarning 0 0 0|0 o o|- - o|- o0 -|- o -|- - |- -« <]« -« -]o o oo o o

Number of Students Tested

(N)* 106 104 101| 76 67 77| - - 13| - 10 - |- 10 -|- - |- - -|- - -|19 16 16|15 27 20|



5THGRADE SUBGROUP MATH DAT



