-
$sas

Sample Reporting for EVAAS®

Reflective and Proactive Reports for Improving Education




Sample Reporting for SAS® EVAAS® Ssas

Effective teaching, or lack thereof, influences a student’s ultimate achievement and career opportunities. With a
statistically robust and reliable metric, policymakers and educators can know whether they are maximizing academic
growth opportunities for all students. SAS EVAAS analyses provide this knowledge by measuring teaching influences
on the academic progress of populations of students. This document provides a sampling of the reporting typically
available to educators. As the reporting indicates, this school has an opportunity for improvement in several subject
areas, and the drill-down capability can assist educators in targeting their inventions and resources for school
improvement even more effeciently. Furthermore, the student level projections, which provide estimates of individual
students’ likelihood of reaching future academic targets, can further assist educators in getting students on the
trajectories necessary for success in primary schooling as well as a variety of college majors. Armed with these tools,
educators can focus their resources to the appropriate and effective interventions that benefit all students, regardless
of achievement level.

SAS provides a variety of reports through a secure web application that support educators’ specific goals and
policies. This packet provides screen shots of selected reports that were created using demonstration data and
reflect the typical reporting provided to EVAAS customers. The reports include the following samples:

»  District Value-Added Report

»  Value-Added Summary for a District

»  School Value-Added and School Diagnostic Reports for End-of-Grade Testing
»  School Value-Added and School Diagnostic Reports for End-of-Course Testing
»  School Value-Added and School Diagnostic Reports for College Readiness Assessments
» Individual Student Testing History

» Individual Student-Level Projection

»  Future Academic Performance Reports for End-of-Grade Testing

»  Future Academic Performance Reports for End-of-Course Testing

»  Custom Student Reports

»  Teacher Value-Added Report for End-of-Grade Testing

»  Teacher List of Students for End-of-Grade Testing

»  Teacher Diagnostic Report for End-of-Grade Testing

»  Teacher Value-Added Report for End-of-Course Testing

»  Teacher List of Students for End-of-Course Testing

»  Teacher Diagnostic Report for End-of-Course Testing

»  Administrator Teaching Effectiveness Summary

»  Administrator Teaching Effectiveness Listing

Additional reporting is available on the website, and all reports will be customized to reflect local testing available,
branding and policies.
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A District Overview: Value-Added Report for a District

The District Value-Added Report indicates how the average progress in the district compares to its growth standard
by grade for a particular subject. The effectiveness estimate for the districtis provided for each grade/subject in the
current year, and the average effectiveness for the most recent three years is also reported where possible, given
testing available. Educators can use this report to target their inventions and resources for school improvement more
effeciently across the district.

System Value Added TCAP
Large Urban School District Math
2011

Estimated System Mean NCE Gain

Grade

{[FE)

=
wn
[=2]
-]
([==1

Mean NCE Gain over Grades

Growth Standard 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Relative to
State 3.Yr-Avg 15 10 0.1 18 15 S‘f;ﬁ‘t’l‘:'r‘ ; State

2009 Mean NCE Gain 0.9 0.3
Std Error 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1

20110 Mean NCE Gain 2.6 14
Std Error 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1

20111 Mean NCE Gain 2.1 0.9
Std Error 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1

3-¥r-Avg NCE Gain 1.8 0.7
Std Error 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1

Grade 3 4 1 g

State Base Year (2009) 50.0 s0.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0
State 3-Yr-Avg 43.8 44.5 43.0 437 435 436
2008 Mean 333 285 326 23 31.0 299
2009 Mean 346 322 333 305 313 N7
2010 Mean 361 3|3 356 34.2 333 334
2011 Mean 386 426 376 37.4 355 349

Estimated mean MCE gain is above the growth standard by at least 1 standard error.

[E] Estimated mean MCE gain is equal to or greater than growth standard but by less than 1 standard erraor.

ki Estimated mean NCE gain is below the growth standard by 1 standard error or less.
Estimated mean NCE gain is moare than 1 standard error below the growth standard but by 2 standard errors or less.

Estimated mean NCE gain is below the growth standard by more than 2 standard errors.

To view additional reports, click on the underlined numbers or words.

Copyright @ 2012 SAS Institute Inc, Cany, NG, USA, All Rights Resenved.
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A District Overview: Value-Added Summary for All Schools in a District

The Value-Added Summary Report indicates how each school compares to others in the district by grade for a
particular subject. The effectiveness estimate for the school is provided for each grade/subject in the current year,
and the average effectiveness for the most recent three years is also reported where possible, given testing available.
Educators can use this report to target their inventions and resources for district improvement more effeciently across
the district.

Value Added Summary TCAP
Large Urban School District Math
2011

Estimated School Mean NCE Gain by Grade

School Name

2011
3¥r-Avg

2011

3X1-Avg

2011

3Xr-Avg

2011

3¥r-Avg

Elue “iolet Elerentary School am
3Y1-Avg

2011

3Xr-Avg

2011

3¥r-Avg

2011

3¥1-Avg

2011

3Xr-Avg

2011

3¥r-Avg

2011

3Xr-Avg

2011

3¥r-Avg

Green Elementary Schoal aom
3¥r-Avg

2011

3Xr-Avg

2011

3¥r-Avg

Beaver Elementary Schoal

Bittersweet Elementary Schoal

Elue Bell Elermentary Schoo

Blue Middle Schoal

Burnt Orange Elermentary Schoo

Canary Elermentary School

Carnation Pink Elernentary School

Denirm Elementary School

Desert Sand Elermentary School

Eggplant Elementary Schoal

Gold Elementary Schoo

Hot tagenta Elementary Schoo

Jazzherry Jam Elementary Schoal

Estimated mean MCE gain is above the growth standard by at least 1 standard arror.

Estimated mean MCE gain is equal to or greater than growth standard but by less than 1 standard error,

Estimated mean MCE gain is below the growth standard by 1 standard error or less

Estimated mean MCE gain is more than 1 standard error below the growth standard but by 2 standard errors or less.
Estimated mean MCE gain is below the growth standard by more than 2 standard errors.

The schoal does not have data for this test and subject in the most recent year.




Sample Reporting for SAS® EVAAS® Ssas

Drilling Down to a Specific School:
Example 1: School Value-Added and Diagnostic Reports for End-of-Grade Tests

Focusing on a single school, the School Value-Added Report can be used to evaluate the overall effectiveness of a
school on student progress in subjects where students take tests in consecutive grades, like End-of-Grade
assesments. This report compares student progress to that of a reference population, such as the state or district, to
establish the appropriate expectation for growth.

School Value Added TCAP
Blue Middle School Math
Large Urban School District

2011

Estimated School Mean NCE Gain

Grade 6 7 8 Mean NCE Gain over Grades
Growth Standard 00 il 00 Relative to

State 3.Yr-Avg 0.1 18 15 gorowth State
2009 Mean NCE Gain 0.1 1.2
Std Error 0g [NRE] 09 04 05
20110 Mean NCE Gain 3.7 2.6
Std Error 0.9 0a9 HRs] 05 0s
2011 Mean NCE Gain 34 2.2
Std Error 0.5 0.5
3.¥r-Avg NCE Gain 2.3 1.2

Std Error 0.2

Grade
State Base Year (2009) a0.0 a0.0 a0.0
State 3-Y1-Avg 43.7 43.8 436
2008 Mean 249 B8 228
2009 Mean 289 270 284
2010 Mean 358 328 8
20111 Mean 41.9 7.4 I3

Estimated mean MCE gain is above the growth standard by at least 1 standard error.

€] Estimated mean MCE gain is equal to or greater than growth standard but by less than 1 standard error.

A Estimated rmean MCE gain is below the growth standard by 1 standard error or less.
Estimated mean MCE gain is more than 1 standard errar below the growth standard but by 2 standard errors or less.

Estimated mean MCE gain is below the growth standard by more than 2 standard errors.

To view additional reports, click on the underlined numbers or words.

Copyright & 2012 SAS Institute Inc., Carny, HC, USA. All Rights Resened.
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The School Value-Added Report provides an estimate on the overall effectiveness. The School Diagnostic Report
helps educators identify patterns or trends of progress among students at different achievement levels. When
interpreting this report, use caution; the subgroup means come from a liberal statistical process and are less
conservative than the estimates of a school's influence on student progress found in the School Value Added Report.
Note that students in the lowest achievement level do not make the expected progress at the sample school for this
subject and grade.

School Diagnostic TCAP
Blue Middle School Math
Large Urban School District 6th Grade
2011
Select Subgroups
20
15 A
10 4
= 7]
]
Nl L
5 T
T T 1
L L
104
T T .I' T R T
1 (Lowest) 2 3 (Middle) 1 5 (Highest)
. 2011 [ Previous Cohort(s) — Reference Line — Standard Error
Prior-Achievement Subgroups
1 {Lowest) 2 3 (Middle) 1 3 (Highest)
Math Reference Line 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2011 Gain 3.6 10.9 5.6 5.0 3.2
Standard Error 1.7 2.0 20 20 25
Nr of Students 92 83 a0 gz a4
% of Students 229 207 224 204 13.5
Previous Cohort(s) Gain 2.8 £.4 1.2 5.3 1.3
Standard Error 1.0 1.1 1.3 15 19
Nr of Students 381 326 229 156 94
% of Students 321 275 19.3 132 7.9
To view additional reports, click on the underlined numbers or words.
Wiew School Performance Diagnostic
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Drilling Down to a Specific School:
Example 2: School Value-Added Report for End-of-Course Tests

Once again focusing on a single school, the School Value-Added Report can be used to evaluate the overall
effectiveness of a school on student progress in subjects where students take non-consecutive tests, like End-of-
Course subjects. The report below compares each school to the average school in the district or state. Comparisons
are made for each subject tested in the given year and indicate how a school influences student progress in those
subjects. In this subject, the students at this school made significantly more progress in 2011 than students in the
average school in the state.

School Value Added EOCIAYP
Shadow High School Algebral
Large Urban School District
2011
Mean Mean Mean Pred
Student Score Pred Score School | Effect Std Effect School vs
Subject Year N Score Yo-ile Score Y-ile Effect Err Y-ile State Avqg
Algebra | 2008 1125 634.1 32 646.3 7 -12.1 29 20 Below
2010 1108 £58.1 ) G554 8 27 31 55 i[n]u}
2011 1116 BEG. 42 B55.9 v O s 77
3V 1A 3349 £529 3= G525 ar 0.4 19 A0

- Progress is significantly above the average school in the state.

Progress is not detectably different from the average school in the state.
Progress is significantly below the average school in the state.

To view additional reports, click on the underlined numbers or words.
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From the School Value-Added Report, educators can click to the School Diagnostic Report to identify patterns or
trends of progress among students at different achievement levels. As the report below indicates, this school is fairly
effective with its students across all achievement levels and particularly with its middle achieving students.

School Diagnostic EQCIAYP
Shadow High School Algebral
Large Urban School District
2011
Select Subgroups
25
'
s 20
[x]
w
= 151
@
jx
= 10
@
™
w2 -
s
E 0- | —
- T 4
@ J
. U
= . e
a 10
"15 T T _l T . T
1 (Lowest) 2 3 (Middle) 4 5 (Highest)
. 2011 3 Previous Cohort(s) — Reference Line —— Standard Error
Observed minus Predicted Score by Predicted Score Quintile
1 {Lowest) | 2 |3 (Middle) | 4 | 5 (Highest)
Algebra | 2011 Mean 10.4 8.7 16.3 8.9 8.5
Standard Error 24 27 34 472 58
Nr of Students 383 204 205 161 73
% of Students 343 263 18.4 14.4 6.5
Previous Cohort(s) Mean 4.2 5.7 4.6 T4 1.1
Standard Error 20 22 2.4 249 4.1
Nr of Students 756 569 412 340 156
% of Students 339 255 185 152 7.0
To view additional reports, click on the underlined numbers or words.
Wiew School Performance Diagnostic
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Drilling Down to a Specific School:
Example 3: School Value-Added Report for ACT Math

The School Value-Added Report is available for other non-consecutive tests besides End-of-Course tests, such as
EXPLORE, PLAN, ACT, PSAT and SAT. Note that for the ACT English, the students at this school made similar
progress to students in the average school in the state.

School Value Added ACT
Shadow High School English
Large Urban School District
2011
Mean Student | Mean Pred School vs
Subject Year N Score Score School Effect | Effect Guintile State Avg
English 2009 1644 12.94 13.14 0.20 3 NDD
2010 1578 14.33 14.09 0.24 4 MDD
201 1597 15.46 14.87 0.58 4 MDD
3-Y Ay 4819 14.23 14.02 0.21 4 NDD

- Progress is significantly above the average school in the state.

Progress is not detectably different from the average school in the state.
Progress is significantly below the average schoal in the state.

To view additional reports, click on the underlined numbers or woris.
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From the School Value-Added Report, educators can click to the School Diagnostic Report to identify patterns or
trends of progress among students at expected to score at different achievement levels. Note that students at the
lowest and highest achievement levels tend to make the most progress in ACT English.

School Diagnostic ACT
Shadow High School English
Large Urban School District
2011
Select Subgroups
1.6
@ 144
S 1.2
= 1.0
@
S 0.8
T 0.6
o
P 0.4 - =
£ 0.21 r]:—‘
Z 0. I I el
= l
@ J L
z 0.2
% 0.4
=
S 0.6
ﬂ-a T T .f T . T
1 (Lowest) 2 3 (Middle) 1 5 (Highest)
2011 [ Previous Cohort{s) — Reference Line — Standard Error
Observed minus Predicted Score by Predicted Score Quintile
1{Lowest) | 2 | 3 (Middle) | 4 | 5 (Highest)
English 2011 Mean 113 0.60 0.16 017 0.36
Standard Error 017 0.19 0.2z 0.26 0.4
Nr of Students a01 37 439 247 133
% of Students 3.4 236 212 155 83
Previous Cohort(s) Mean 0.18 £0.02 £0.00 0.24 0.09
Standard Error 012 0.15 0.16 0.20 027
Nr of Students 1004 750 652 491 255
% of Students 31.2 245 212 159.2 7.9
To view additional reports, click on the underlined numbers or words.
Wiew School Perfarmance Diagnostic
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Drilling Down to a Specific Student:
Example 1: Individual Student Testing History

From the school level reports, educators can drill down even further to individual students. For students who have at
least three prior test scores, their testing history is available by subject. In addition to the student’s testing history

(red line), the report also provides the school’s mean percentile (green line) and the district’s mean percentile (blue
line) as a point of comparison.

Student History Report TCAP
ODIGENE EDWARRDS Math
2011

99
90 +
80

70
60 -
50 rd "
40 - ———y

304
20

Expressed in State %-iles

104

2007(3) TCAP(Sp) 2008{4) TCAP(Sp) 2009(5) TCAP(Sp) 2010(6) TCAP{(Sp) 2011(T) TCAP(Sp)
Year (Grade or Subject Tested)

=& Student %-ile &~ School %-ile @ Systemn %-ile

Subject: Math
Year {Grade or Subject Tested)
TCAP (Math)
2007(3) 2008 (1) 2009(5) 2010(6) 2011(7)
State NCE " Score 74 B7 74 57 515}
Y-ile 80 84 89 70 81
Perf Level AD B P

Performance Levels:
MNP - Mot Proficient

BE - Below Basic

B - Basic

P - Proficient

AD - Advanced

10
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Drilling Down to a Specific Student:
Example 2: Individual Student-Level Projection

For students who have at least three prior test scores, an individual student-level projection is available and reported

with each student’s testing history. The projections are estimated using a student's scores in all subjects from

previous tests. The prior scores (red dots) and projection (yellow line) are reported as a percentile rank, as shown in

the graph and chart below.

Student Projection Report
ODIGENE EDWARRDS
Algebral

99
90
B0
70 +
60 -
50
40+
30
20
10 4

Expressed in State %.-iles

w“"“‘& -

)
& e

Year (Grade or Subject Tested)

-@- Student's Observed %-ile

O Student's Projected EOC/AYP (Algebra 1) %-ile
= Algehra | (Basic)

— Algebra | (Proficient)

= Algebra | (Advanced)

Projection: Algebra |

Projected State Percentile

Probability of Success

Basic Proficient

Advanced

82

98.2% 83.4%

56.0%

Student’s Testing History

Year (Grade or Subject Tested)

TCAP (Math)
2007(3) | 2008¢4) | 2009(5) | 2010(6) 2011(7)
State NCE \ Score 71 67 74 57 56
%-ile 90 84 89 70 51

11
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Student projections can be provided for the next grade’s tests, high school graduation tests, and various important
college readiness levels. The projections to a variety of meaningful endpoints enable flexibility for educators to set
meaningful goals for individual students, depending on their most imminent academic needs. For students far behind,
proficiency in the next grade might be the goal, keeping in mind what it takes to also meet high school graduation
requirements. For students at grade level, recognizing that levels of academic preparation differ according for various
college majors could be the catalyst to entice students into more rigorous courses during their K-12 years.

12
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Using Individual Student Level Projections at the Group Level:
Academic Preparedness Reports

This report shows the probability that students within a grade will score at or above proficiency on future tests. For
each subject, the table shows the number and percentage of students in each of three probability groups. The pie
chart shows the percentage of students in each group and is color-coded for easy interpretation. Educators can drill
down to see the individual students in each probability group and target their interventions accordingly.

Example 1: Future Academic Performance for End-of-Grade Reading

School (Single Grade) Future Academic Performance 4th Grade

Lavender Elementary School 4th Reading/Language (Proficient)
Large Urban School District

2011

Select Subgroups

Enrolled 4th Grade Projected to 4th Reading/Language (Proficient)

Probability of Proficiency Nr of Students | Percentage
Advance: Greater than or equal to 70% 46 23%
Accelerate Il: Between 50% and 70% 24 12%
Accelerate |: Less than or equal to 50% 134 66%
Students who lack sufficient data 0 0%

_ Advance: likely to meet or exceed target

Accelerate |l congider academic intervention

_ Accelerate || consider multiple year intervention plan

Insufficient data

13
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Example 2: Future Academic Performance for End-of-Course Biology |

School (Single Grade) Future Academic Performance 9th Grade

Forest Green High School Biology | (Proficient)
Large Urban School District

2011

Select Subgroups

Enrolled 9th Grade Projected to Biology | (Proficient)

Probability of Proficiency Nr of Students | Percentage
Advance: Greater than or equal to 70% 125 13%
Accelerate Il: Between 50% and 70% 116 12%
Accelerate I: Less than or equal to 50% 694 4%
Students at or above proficiency 0 0%
Students who lack sufficient data 0 0%

Advance: likely to meet or exceed target

Accelerate |l consider academic intervention

Accelerate || consider multiple year intervention plan

For EQCIAYP: Students who tested at or above proficiency and therefore do not have a projection.
Insufficient data

Copyright @ 2012 SAS Institute Inc., Cany, HC, US4 All Rights Reserved.

14
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Please note, while these reports are automatically generated on the EVAAS website, educators can define their own
probability ranges for any of the available tests by using Custom Student Reports. This feature also allows

educators to look at specific subgroups.

Search for students ...
Weith the Last Name:

At these Schools:

Matching the following:

With these projected proficiencies:

Who last tested m.—j IAny Gradej

Beaver Elementary Schoal

Blue Yialet Elementary School

Burnt Orange Elementary School |

Race Sex

Demographics

[~ American Indian [~ Male ™ English Language Learner
[™ Asian [~ Female " Special Ed

[ Black [T Unknown (Sex) [ Gifted

[ Hispanic [ Economically Disadvantaged
[~ white ™ Migrant

™ Functionally Delayed
[ Career Technical Student

Test Subject {Level) Lower % Upper %
I - Tests j I - Subjects (Level) ﬂ ID 1] Clear test
Add Another Test
L Submit
(Reset)

15
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Teaching Effectiveness:

Example 1: Teacher Value-Added Report for End-of-Grade Testing

The Teacher Value-Added Reports provide reflection on the overall effectiveness of a teacher on student progress.
This report for an end-of-grade subject compares student progress to that of a reference population, such as the state

or district, to establish the appropriate expectation for growth.

TDOE Official TVAAS Teacher Value Added TCAP

2011 Social Studies

HAVARD WHITNALL (3554) Tth Grade

Blue Middle School

Large Urban School District

Wiew List of Students
Teacher Progress Estimates and Standard Errors
Year Estimate Standard Error Index Level
3¥r-Avg 13 0.5 285 Level 5

2011 12 0.8 1.44 Level 4
2010 28 08 338 Level 5
2009 oo 08 0.04 Level 3

Teacher estimates are from SAS @ EVAAS @ multivariate, longitudinal analyses using all available data for each
student (up to 5 years).

3-¥r-Avg 2011 2010 2009
L L 1 L

35

[
]

~
=

-
=

I Teacher (3-Yr)
=3 Teacher (1-Yr)
== State Growth Standard

— State Avg(3-Y1) =15
- System Avg (3-Yr) =12
= Standard Error (+/- 1)

Teacher Estimate (State NCE Units)
-
=

&

B
@

35

Teacher progress estimates and standard errors are presented in the chart
above. This allows each teacher to compare his or her students' progress with
the state growth standard, state average, and system average.

3-Yr-Avg State Distribution of Teachers

(TCAP Social Studies, Grade 7)

Level Nr of Teachers
Level 5, Most Effective 150
Level 4, Above Average Effectiveness 4
Level 3, Average Effectiveness 7
Level 2, Approaching Average Effectiveness 2
Lewel 1, Least Effective 132

Rules for Effectiveness Level Determination

Level 5, Most Effective: Teachers whose students are making substantially more progress than the state growth standard/state average (the
teacher's index is 2 or greater).

Level 4, Above Average Effectiveness: Teachers whose students are making more progress than the state growth standard/state average (the
teacher's index is equal to or greater than 1 but less than 2

Level 3, Average Effectivensss: Teachers whose students are making the same amount of progress as the state growth standard/state
average (the teacher's index is equal to or greater than -1 but less than 1).

Level 2, Approaching Average Effectiveness: Teachers whose students are making less progress than the state growth standard/state
average (the teacher's index is equal to or greater than -2 but less than -1)

Level 1, Least Effective: Teachers whose students are making substantially less progress than the state growth standard/state average ithe
teacher's index is less than -2)

16
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From the teacher value-added report, teachers may drill down to view the List of Students linked to them for a value-
added report by subject and grade. This report can also indicate which students were used in the analysis.

Student Teacher Linkages
HAVARD WHITNALL (3554)
Blue Middle School

Large Urban School District

TCAP
Social Studies

Tth Grade

Student Name

Used in the Analysis

ALLGOODD, BILLYE
BERMAL, SEWARNA,

i

BONMOUGH, DEZARE
CLFIED, "WANUEL

DECANDIA, BROUGH
DGER, JOELA

DY GERT, TEMISEH
FELTHOFF, kKALLAH

—

FRALAN, JABOR|A
GALYE'Y, AWONTI

GATAZ, TSACY
GEARHT, JASIRIA

HaMk], LEMCIA
HEMRETTY, RAR

JEEWER, MIHALY
KALIEBE, KAVARS

KECK, TAREQ
KINJORSEK], JABARR

KIRET, KEARIS
MAIDAK, TAMONS

FCHEILN, JEMISCI
MIEMANN, SHYDASHA

PRUITTR, SIRlAMNH
QUEEER, TARKEY

BANDHAWS, RAKERS
SCROGGS, Yk

ShD, BOZACHA,
SOLAND, EYOMI

SOMERIVLLE, SHATADAH
TiMIUe, DESTINT

I e e = - R - e B B e B e e e - g - e

17
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From the teacher value-added report, teachers may drill down to view the Teacher Diagnostic Report to identify
patterns or trends of progress among students at different achievement levels in their classroom. As the report below
indicates, this teacher is most effective with his students at the lowest and highest achievement levels.

Teacher Diagnostic TCAP
Blue Middle School Social Studies
Large Urban School District Tth Grade
HAVARD WHITNALL (3554}
2011
Select Subgroups
4.5
4.0 4
3.5 1
3.0
254
_ 201
E 1.5+
1.0 1
0.5+
0.0 4
0.5
1.0 -
1.5 T T T
1 (Lowest) 2 (Middle) 3 (Highest)
. 2011 [ Previous Cohort(s) — Reference Line — Standard Error
Prior-Achievement Subgroups
1 {Lowest) | 2 (Middle) | 3 {Highest)
Social Studies Reference Line 0.0 0.0 0.0
2011 Gain 1.2 0.3 20
Standard Error 1.0 1.1 1.7
Nr of Students 12 1a =
% of Students 8.7 323 290
Previous Cohort(s) Gain
Standard Error
Nr of Students
% of Students 0.0 0.0 0.0
To view additional reports, click on the underlined numbers or words.

18
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Teaching Effectiveness:
Example 2: Teacher Value-Added Report for End-of-Course Testing

The Teacher Value-Added Reports provide reflection on the overall effectiveness of a teacher on student progress.
The report below compares each teacher to the average teacher in the district or state.

TDOE Official TVAAS Teacher Value Added EOQCIAYP
2011 Algebral
DRECILLA CEARSON (7448)

Blue Middle School

Large Urban School District

“iews List of Students

Teacher Progress E: ates and Standard Errors

Year E: ate Standard Error Index Level
3¥r-Avg 205 32 B.31 Level 5
201 229 54 4.23 Level 5
2010 240 a5 435 Level 5
2009 1445 59 245 Lewel 5

Teacher estimates are from SAS ® EVAAS ® multivariate, longitudinal analyses using all available data for each
student {up to 5 years).

3-Yr-Avg 201 200 2009
107.0 L L - L

856
64.2
428

B Teacher (3-Y1)
214 T Teacher (1-Yr)
’%‘ - State Average

00 — System Avg (2-¥1) =00

= Standard Error (+/-1)

214

428

Teacher Estimate (Scale Score Units)

642

85.6

-107.0

Teacher progress estimates and standard errors are presented in the chart
above. This allows each teacher to compare his or her students’ progress with
the state growth standard, state average, and system average.

3Yr-Avg State Distribution of Teachers
(

[EOC/AYP Algebra |)

Level Nr of Teachers
Level 5, Most Effective 135
Level 4, Above Average Effectiveness 7
Level 3, Average Effectiveness 10
Level 2, Approaching Average Effectiveness 9
Level 1, Least Effective 134

Supplemental Information for High School Subjects

Year Nr of Mean Student | Mean _S[:ure Mean Pred | Pred _Sl:nre %-ile of TVAAS
Students Score %-ile Score %-ile Effect
3¥r-Avg 73 676.8 49 B55.9 39 67
201 25 B78.5 48 B55.4 37 B7
2010 25 678.2 49 B53.9 8 B9
2009 22 B73.2 &0 B58.6 43 61

Rules for Effectiveness Level Determination

Level 5, Most Effective: Teachers whoge students are making substantially mare progress than the state growth standard/state average (the
teacher's index is 2 or greater)

Level 4, Abowe Average Effectiveness: Teachers whose students are making more progress than the state growth standard/state average (the
teacher's index is equal to or greater than 1 but less than 2)

Level 3, Average Effectiveness: Teachers whose students are making the same amount of progress as the state growth standard/state
average (the teacher's index is equal to or greater than -1 but less than 1)

Level 2, Approaching Average Effectiveness: Teachers whose students are making less progress than the state growth standard/state
average (the teacher's index is equal to or greater than -2 but less than -1).

Level 1, Least Effective: Teachers whose students are making substantially lese progrees than the state growth standard/state average (the
teacher's index is less than -2).
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From the teacher value-added report, teachers may drill down to view the List of Students linked to them for a value-
added report by subject and grade. This report can also indicate which students were used in the analysis.

Student Teacher Linkages
DRECILLA CEARSQON (7448)
Blue Middle School

Large Urban School District

EOC/AYP
Algebral

| #

Student Name

Used in the Analysis

BRIDGEFORH, SOMNTONIO

BURNSWYWORTH, Al ERYA

M

COSIMNSKY, HAWORN
FRISK, ADIONTAE

GOMEZFPEREZT, AATIM
GRAAY, ALGINA

HEACOCK, DAVIDS
HEUSER, RAYRONA

HUYEM, CENISHI
JLESHER, ORIE

KEMPKES, TORAME
KULATUSENGA, ALYE

LETCHWOTH, JOHGLI
MANEAME, NAEEN

MCNEYE, BIANMDI
MELKONY AN, BRADNY

MOPRRIS, KIYAMNAH
MULHERI, SARLAN

| 20

ODENTHAL, LAMISHE
PAISOM, DINEY SHI

21.

FIETL, DAMBARI
POSVEDACASTI, DAQUIOHN

|24

23

ROBINZIME, MYLASHA
SALUERWIN, ELSY

| 28

24,

SORKIM, NADEBRA
S/PARA, AIEKSA

s

27.

TRAPP LY DARIY
TRUCKS], BIOMKIA

29.

WHATELY, THIRES

| = = | = = =% =« |« < =< = = = =% |4 « < == <=|< < |= = = —=|-=
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From the teacher value-added report, teachers may drill down to view the Teacher Diagnostic Report to identify

patterns or trends of progress among students at different achievement levels in their classroom. As the report below
indicates, this teacher is very effective with her students at both the lowest and middle achievement levels.

Teacher Diagnostic EQCIAYP
Blue Middle School Algebral
Large Urban School District

DRECILLA CEARSON (7448)

2011

Select Subgroups

50
2 45
8
w 404
3
E 35'
E 304
a
w 29
E
£ 20+
=
'§ 15 4
10 4
i
o 951
1 (Lowest) 2 (Middle) 3 (Highest)
. 201 3 Previous Cohort(s) — Reference Line — Standard Error
Observed minus Predicted Score by Predicted Score Tertile
1 (Lowest) | 2 (Middle) | 3 {Highest)
Algebra | 2011 Mean 22.3 30.9
Standard Error BB 10.8
Nr of Students 15 g8 3
% of Students ary 308 1.8
Previous Cohort{s) Mean
Standard Error
Nr of Students
% of Students

To view additional reports, click on the underlined numbers or words.
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Teaching Effectiveness:
Administrator Teaching Effectiveness Summary

While each teacher receives an Effectiveness Level as part of his or her Teacher Value-Added Report, the
Administrator Teaching Effectiveness Summary Reports allow district or school administrators to identify the
number of teachers at each Effectiveness Level and who those teachers are.

System Teaching Effectiveness Summary All Subject Groups
Blue Middle School
Large Urban School District

TCAP Subjects

The following subject(s) are included: Math, Reading/Language, Science, Social Studies,

Below Reference, At Reference, Above Reference,
Below Reference, . Above Reference,
. . Approaching Average Pverage Above Average .
Teaching Least Effective N 3 . Most Effective
N Effectiveness Effectiveness Effectiveness
Effectiveness
Category Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5
2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2009 2010 | 2011
School 53 53 53 1 3 2 7 3 B 1 4 1 70 75 rr
System o45 | ave | g3 189 165 125 B45 | 488 536 204 4 2531028 1237 12N
State 1871 | 1855 | 1833 355 344 29 1300 0 962 1 461 453 469 2070 24456 2413

High School Subjects

The following subject(s) are included: Algebra |, Biology |, English I, US Histary, English |.

Below Reference, At Reference, Ahove Reference,
Below Reference, . Above Reference,
A n Approaching Average Average Above Average n
Teaching Least Effective . . . Most Effective
N Effectiveness Effectiveness Effectiveness
Effectiveness
Category Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5
2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2009 2010 | 2011
School 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 a 0 a 0 0 2 2 2
System 3|5 3™ F33 24 32 22 42 43 45 19 22 26 284 | 286 | d02
State B14 | BZ7 | B37 = a7 522 104 97 a0 40 45 54 G465 | BN G35

Maote: The reference for high school teachers is the state average teacher. For grades 4-3, it is the gain based on the state growth standard set
in 2003-2002. Teachers who teach multiple tested subjects/grades are counted separately for each subjectfgrade in this report. The counts
above are based on teacher effectiveness levels that include up to three years of teacher value added estimates to provide the most robust
infarmation possible. Each year that is reported above uses the most robust estimate from that year.

Rules for Effectiveness Level Determination

Lewel 5, Most Effective: Teachers whose students are making substantially more progress than the state growth standard/state average (the
teacher's index is 2 ar greater).

Lewel 4, Above Average Effectiveness: Teachers whose students are making more progress than the state growth standard/state average (the
teacher's index is equal to or greater than 1 but less than 2.

Lewel 3, Average Effectiveness: Teachers whose students are making the same amount of progress as the state growth standard/state
average (the teacher's index is equal to or greater than -1 but less than 1).

Lewel 2, Approaching Average Effectiveness: Teachers whose students are making less progress than the state growth standard/state
average (the teacher's index is equal to or greater than -2 but less than -1).

Lewel 1, Least Effective: Teachers whose students are making substantially less progress than the state growth standard/state average (the
teacher's index is less than -2).

22



Sample Reporting for SAS® EVAAS® Ssas

Teaching Effectiveness:
Administrator Teaching Effectiveness Listing

From the either the reports menu or the Adminstrator Teaching Effectiveness Summary, district or school
administrators can see the Teaching Effectiveness Listing specific teachers in each effectiveness category.

Teacher Effectiveness Listing TCAP Subjects
Blue Middle School All Subject Groups
Large Urban School District All Grades

2011, Effectiveness Level of Level 3

# Teacher Name / Teacher Licensure Number Test Subject Grade Effectiveness Level
1. | COLEMARION, JOMYILLE (3529) TCAP Science a Leval 3
2. | CROWD, RICKAY (3543) TCAP Social Studies ] Leval 3
3. | FROSTELL, AINGER (3518) TCAP Science 7 Level 3
4. | HAWIKINS MK, ASLLAH (34461 TCAP tath 7 Level 3
5. | EEHM, MARECU (3470) TCAP Reading/Language ] Level 3
6. | SARAHJAME, LINCQL (3481) TCAP Reading/Language 7 Level 3

Rules for Effectiveness Level Determination

Level 5, Most Effective: Teachers whose students are making substantially more progress than the state growth standard (the teacher's
index is 2 or greater).

Level 4, Above Average Effectiveness: Teachers whose students are making more progress than the state growth standard (the teacher's
index is equal to or greater than 1 but less than 2).

Level 3, Average Effectiveness: Teachers whose students are making the same amount of progress as the state growth standard (the
teacher's index is equal to or greater than -1 but less than 1)

Level 2, Approaching Average Effectiveness: Teachers whose students are making less progress than the state growth standard (the
teacher's index is equal to or greater than -2 but less than -1).

Level 1, Least Effective: Teachers whose students are making substantially less progress than the state growth standard (the teacher's
index is less than -2).
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