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o Norms reference data: indicates which NWEA norming

' Grade Re Ort study your report data draws upon.
maop :

weeks of Instructlon: The number of instructiona

- R . 202 . " s
GROWTH Grade5 Term: Fall 2019-2020 Norms Reference Data: 2020 Norms. weeks before testing, as set by your school or district

District: NWEA Sample District Weeks of Instruction: 4 (Fall 2019) administrator.
School: Mesa Verde Elementary School Grouping: None : :
Small Group Display: ~ No optlonal grouping: You may choose to view rasults by
; gender or ethnicity. If your district submitted a program file,
Math: Math K-12 you may also view summary results by special program.
Demo Growth: Math 2-5 / Demonstration Tests - NWEA 2017 small group display: Summary groups of fewer than 10
students will display when you select this option while
generating reports.
Total Humber of Students with Valid Growth Scores 143 o Mean RIT score: The group's average score for the subject
O Mean RIT Score 2176 in the given term.
o Standard Deviation 16.9 o standard devlatlon: indicates academic diversity of
District Grade-Level Mean RIT 2115 a group of stuc_!ents. The lower the number, the more
— students are alike (zero would mean all scores are the
Students At or Above District Grade-Level Mean RIT 95 same). The higher the number, the greater the diversity in
Grade-Level Mean RIT 2091 this group.
Students At or Above Grade-Level Mean RIT 100 @ sampling error: An estimate of the amount of error in
an aggregate statistic (commenly the mean) attributed
" to calculating the statistic on a population sample rather
Lo Avg HiAvg ] X .
ssile <21 %ile 4160 %ile 6180 “Gile > 80 Itgi';r"t”htehf'a:‘g'ﬁ:gp:frgft'o”' The larger the group, the
Overall Performance % count % count % count % 0
Demo Growth: Math 2-5 | Demonstration Tests - NWEA 2017 i ' ] Instructional area: A learning area (e.g., geometry)
-- 1% | 11% 27 1 19% 62 1 43% 216-218-219 16.9 within a subject (e.g., math). On the Class Breakdown by
H i i Instructional Area Report, click the instructional area to
Instructional Area RIT Range access the Learning Continuum Class View.

24 17% 18 13% 1" 8% 29 20% 61 43% 216-217-219 182

Operations and Algebraic Thinking

19 13% 18 13% 15 10% 28 20% 62 43% 216-218-219 176

24 17% 18 13% 18 13% 25 17% ] 41% 215-217-218 18.1

0 | otan | 17 bz | 18 | 1w | 32 | 2% | ss | 41m 216-218-219 | 175
What this report offers Questions to consider
State-level performance data for a specific test window How is this grade level doing overall?
Information organized by grade level and subject What is this grade’s lowest instructional area? Highest?

Individual student achievement data (RIT scores) for students How are we performing compared to national norms?
across the state
How might this inform statewide decisions related to programs, resources, or
Comparisons to normative data and state grade-level mean, professional learning?

reported as network grade-level mean
How could this data guide state and district improvement planning?




Projected Proficiency Summary Report

;nop Projected Proficiency Summary Report
Aggregate by District by Grade m '[f):;;?&lnd:

o Grouping:

GROWTH

Fall 2018-2020
NWEA Sampie Districl
Accounts

Nana

Math: Math K-12
Projecied to: NWEA Genaric Linking Study takenin spring

@= vieu Linkng stuay: ’ (24) s ’

Grade Student Below Standards
Count

Advanced
Count Percent [=UITIRENUET S Count  Percent

1 183 58 317 53 20.0% 72 38.9%
r4 192 34 28. 1% 34.4% Tz 37.5%
3 20 ] 3.7 58 24 2% 73 36.1%
4 187 v 41 2% 53 28.3% 57 30.5%
5 437 186 42.6% 81 18.5% 17 3BT
B 582 260 44.T% 138 23.9% 183 34%
7 583 286 45 1 16.0% 206 35 3%
8 648 34 48.5% 141 21.8% 193 20.8%
] 663 344 515% 142 24.3% 182 27.2%
10 630 329 41.Th 145 21.0% 216 33
1 L] 331 480 140 20.3% zie 3.6%
Total B0E1 2280 45 2% 1130 22.3% 1842 3214%

Projected to: SAT taken in spring.
View Linking Study: htips:/iwww.nwea.or/iesources/map-growth-college-reaciness-benchmarks'

Grade Student Not On Track On Track
Count

Count Porcent Count  Porcent

5 437 4z 55.4% 95 44.6%
6 582 385 B6.2% 187 31.8%
T 583 362 B2.1% 221 31.9%
8 648 425 B5.6% 223 34 4%
9 663 451 67.5% 217 32.5%

Total 2018 1365 B3.9% 1083 36.1%

based on NWEA alignmentfinking studies. Perf

h state. For any stste or location that does not have ar

24

g

Optional grouping: You may choose to view results by
gender or ethnicity. If your district submitted a program file,
you may also view summary results by special program.

Projected proficiency category: Students are grouped in
predicted proficiency categories based on NWEA linking
studies that align the MAP Growth RIT scale to state
assessments and college and career readiness measures

Tips and tricks

State-specific linking study: This takes you to your state’s
linking study research document. If you do not have a
linking study for your state, MAP Growth will provide
information using a default linking study. Learn more
about the default linking study at NWEA . org.

Categories of proficiency: In this area, you will see your
state's specific categories of proficiency.

Aggregation: There are three ways to aggregate this
data: District by Grade, District by School, or School by
Grade. The first two of these aggregation options require
a district coordinator role for access

What this report offers

Questions to consider

State-level projected proficiency data for a specific test window
Information organized by test and grade

Aligned to AK STAR state assessment

How are students projected to perform on the AK STAR state assessment?

How could this data guide state and district improvement planning?




Student Growth Summary Report

;“op Student Growth Summary Report

Moan RIT score: Tho group's averago scoro for tho subjoct
in the given term.

Standard deviation: indicates academic diversity of a group
of studants. Tha lowor tha numbar, the maro students arg
alike (zoro would moan all scoms ang the same). Tha highor
the numbar, the greater the diversity in this group.

SROWTH Aggregate by School T Speing 20192020 Notma Reference Data: 2020 and LUser Norma' Percentile: The percentage of students in the NWEA
Dimtrict: NWEA Sarmple Distrct Growth Comparison Plnud Fall 20108 - Spring 2020 @ national norm sample for a grade and subject area that a
Woeks of Instruction: St 4 [Fal 2018) gihven student’s scora {or group of students’ mean scorg)
End- 32 {Spring 2020) equaled or exceeded. Percentile range is computed by
Growping: None idantifying the parcantile ranks of tha low and high ands
¥ f the RIT score range (see annotation 13)
Small Group Display: o o
: - B . @ Numbar of studonts with growth prejection: Tha numbar
of students in the growth count population with available
Mesa Verde Elementary School growth projections. i
L. MArts: Roadi
i gtk e [ Comparson Periods @ Projected growth, growth projection, or typical growth:
Tha change in RIT score that about half of US students
Fall 2p1% —Sﬂ"—m——@m@ will r"sa-(o’c:-\.er time, based on student growth norms.
Total The student’s initial score plus projected growth equals
Murrbes of Mean Sxandard [T Su-dwd Bchvaverent| Obtsorved Obsared projected RIT. The Student Growth Summary Report
Geado {Spiing 2020) Crowth RIT Dwvation  Parcantie RIT Prasrcasntibe Crowth Cerowth BE| shows grade-level growth projections, which are based on
Events 3 Scome Score school growth norms.
[ (1] j42.7 44,8 [T} 1877 7 Lk} 8 [-X] Observed growth or RIT growth: The change ina
i 47 1843 10,1 -1 1781 194 T2 i1 1.8 182 223 i 47 18 38 3 studant s‘_RIT score denng the growth co_mcarisor' period
2 I 4799 13,0 [ 180.2 13,0 1] 9 0.9 134 1,65 5 48 17 38 [ On the Student Growth Summary Report, obsarvaed growth
0] 8| 1914 X 75 1997 58 B B K} 03 .04 7 3 i3 a5 b is the end-term mean RIT minus the start-term mean RIT.
4 “__2“‘ 7.4 Il___ln'.".! |_!.0 3_' 4 1.2 T8 1.64 5 38 " 3_3 3 Observed growth standard error: Amount of measurement
) 143 2143 8.7 a3 218.0 ire Tz 4 0.4 8.1 4,24 i 43 34 30 40 error associated with obsarved term-to-tarm growt the

18
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RIT Growth
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Language Arts: Reading

student could be tested again over the same nerlod W
comparable tests, there would be about a 8% chance that
growth would fall within a range defined by the termeto-
term growth, plus or minus the standard error.

Percentage of students who met growth projection: The
percentage of students whose end-term RIT scores met
or exceeded their individual growth projections.

Total number of growth events: The number of students
with valid growth-based test events for both terms.

| Observed Growth
HNumber of students who met their growth projection:
The number of students whose end-term RIT scores met
or exceeded their individual growth projections.

@ *  Grade-Level Horma Projected Growth

Median conditional growth percentile: The middle
valua of this student group’s conditional growth
percentiles if the individuals” percentiles were ordered

2

from smallest to largest

School conditional growth index: This index allows for
growth comparisons between grades within schools

It incorporates conditions that affact school growth,
including weeks of instruction before testing and starting
grade-level mean RIT scores. A value of 2ere corresponds
to mean growth, indicating growth matched projection

O 6 606 6

School conditional growth percentile: The school

0

conditional growth i I"d@! (see annotation 38) translated
into national percentile rankings for growth

What this report offers

Questions to consider

State-level growth summary data based on two test windows
and compared to the national norms

Information organized by grade and subject

Which grade levels are growing above typical and which ones are not?
What are trends over time with student growth?

How might this information support state and district improvement planning
and/or goal setting?




Vocabulary

AK STAR is a criterion referenced assessment.
o Scores are based on criteria that are established by the state in alignment with state standards.
NWEA is a norm referenced assessment.
o A norm-referenced test results in data that distributes the scores across a “normal” distribution based on the actual results of all the
students in the sample.
o Normative Data allows educators to compare achievement status to students’ performance in the same grade at a comparable
stage of the school year
Adaptive Assessment means the difficulty of questions adjusts throughout the assessment based on the student's responses.
RIT Score/Scale
o Represents a student’s current level of achievement
o Measures growth on an equal-interval scale
o Does not indicate grade-level readiness
Instructional Level vs Mastery
o Instructional Level: What students can do with support, or the zone of proximal development (ZPD)
o Mastery: What students can do independently
m Mastery scores are the point at which students demonstrate proficiency with the skill or concept
o MAP Growth scores do not measure mastery

Resources

Alaska Assessments Webpage

MAP Growth Reports Portfolio

AK STAR/MAP Growth Linking Study
ALE Explorer Tool



https://education.alaska.gov/assessments
https://www.nwea.org/resource-center/brochure/46865/MAP-Growth-reports-portfolio_NWEA.pdf/
https://www.nwea.org/resources/alaska-linking-study/
https://ald-explorer.nwea.org/display-skills
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