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lowa School Report Card

Anamosa
2015-2016

Reporting Catagories

Below are the cuts. It is important to note that all scores are calculated and reported to one-tenth of a
percent. This means that calculations are rounded to the third decimal point (0.001 or 0.1%).

Category High Schools Middle Schools Elementary Schools
75 and above 71 and above 79 and above
70-74.9 68-70.9 73-789
Commendable 65.4-69.9 64-67.9 67-72.9
Acceptable 60-65.3 57-63.9 61-66.9
Needs improvement 56.0-59.9 53-56.9 55-60.9
55.9 and below 52.9 and below 54.9 and below

* Round all scores using accepted rules of rounding.

These cuts were based on the creation of a normal distribution by each school level when the 2016
results were released. All scores were rated and the cuts were made by standard deviations from the
mean. The cut scores were not changed from 2016 to 2017.
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Report Parameters
[Measwe _____[Datavearls) __|HighSchool | MiddleSchool _[Elementary |

Proficiency 2014-2015 & 2015-2016 10" and 11th 5th gth, 7th, and 8th 3dand 4th
(IA Assessment)
Closing Achievement Gap 2015-2016 10th and 11th Sth gth 7th and gth 3dand 4th
(IA Assessment)
College and Career Ready Growth  2014-2015 & 2015-2016  11th 5th, gth, 7th and 8th 4th
(IA Assessment)
Annual Expected Growth 2014-2015 & 2015-2016  11th 5th, 6th, 7th, and 8th 4th
(IA Assessment)
-~ —College and Career Readiness ~2014-2015 & 2015-2016 10" and 11— St gth 7th and gt - NA —
(IA Assessment)
Graduation Rate 2012-2013 & 2013-2014 12t N/A N/A
(SR1)
Attendance Rate 2013-2014 & 2014-2015 9th, 10th, 11th, 12th Sth, gth, 7th and gth 3dand 4th
Daily Attendance (SRI)
Staff Retention 2014-2015 & 2015-2016
(BEDS)

The IA Assessment has been taken annually in October.

Calculation Structure

Percentage/Points High School Middle School Elementary
Possible Weighting Factor | Weighting Factor | Weighting Factor.
100

Proficiency 22.2% 25.0% 28.6%
(IA Assessment)

Closing Achievement Gap 100* 22.2% 25.0% 28.6%
(IA Assessment)

College and Career Ready Growth 100 11.1% 12.5% 143%
(IA Assessment)

Annual Expected Growth 100 11.1% 12.5% 14.3%
(IA Assessment)

College and Career Readiness 100 11.1% 12.5% N/A
(IA Assessment)

Graduation Rate 100 11.1% N/A N/A
(SR1)

Attendance Rate 100 5.6% 6.3% 7.1%
Daily Attendance (SRI) :

Staff Retention 100 5.6% 6.3% 7.1%
(BEDS)

* Achieved through a T-Scale calculation to resolve a — or decrease in a gap.
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Grade Structures of Data

(Proficiency, Closing the Achievement Gap, College and Career Readiness)

Strawberry Hill Report Card Anamosa Middle School Report Card
2016 2016

2014-2015 2015-2016 2014-2015 2015-2016
Grade Grade Grade Grade
3rd 2% 3 4th 5th  6th 7th 8th 5th 6th 7th  8th
Graduating Year Graduating Year Graduating Year Graduating Year
—2024 20232025 2024 20222021 2020 2019 2023 2022 2021 2020
2016
2014-2015 2015-2016
Grade Grade

10th 11t 10th 1t
Graduating Year Graduating Year

2017 2016 2018 2017
Grade Structures of Data

(College and Career Ready Growth and Annual Expected Growth)

Strawberry Hill Report Card Anamosa Middle School Report Card
2016 2016

2014-2015 2015-2016 2014-2015 2015-2016
Grade Grade Grade Grade
4% 4th 5th 6th 7th  8h 5th 6th 7th  8th
Graduating Year Graduating Year Graduating Year Graduating Year
2023 2024 2022 2021 2020 2019 2023 2022 2021 2020
2016
2014-2015 2015-2016
Grade Grade
llth 11th
Graduating Year Graduating Year
2016 2017
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Achievement Comparison - AHS
veswe [ o | SonlA | S8 | Scoolc | Schoold |
Ranking Needs Acceptable Acceptable Acceptable  High Performing
Improvement

Score 58.3 64 60.3 64.9 73.1
Proficiency 79.8 79 77 88.5 94.1
Closing Achievement Gap 38.7 65.2 51.4 44,5 63.8
College and Career Ready Growth 29.6 28.6 28.9 39.4 40.4
Annual Expected Growth 414 427 44.6 49.8 44.2
College and Career Readiness 36.9 30.2 29.6 434 62.8
Graduation Rate 94.9 93.5 94.4 93.1 97.8
Attendance Rate 94.1 94.6 93.3 95.9 96.1

Staff Retention 75 88.6 89.5 88.5 94.2

FRL, IEP, ELL % 47.7 51.8 52.6 28.3 15.1

Achievement Comparison - AMS
[Measure [ vamosa | oA | Sdiesln | Schoolc_| schoolD
Ranking Commendable Needs Acceptable Acceptable Commendable
Improvement
Score 65.1 56.0 58.4 58.3 67.5
Proficiency 79.1 70.6 71.8 74.7 89.4
Closing Achievement Gap 56.2 49.6 54.8 45.1 49.9
College and Career Ready Growth 52.3 44.9 46.8 49.8 56.5
Annual Expected Growth 54.4 51.2 51.9 53 58.8
College and Career Readiness 39.4 25.7 271 314 48.8
Graduation Rate N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Attendance Rate 95.7 94.1 94.3 95.9 95.9
Staff Retention 87.7 77.6 85.7 89.1 98.3
FRL, IEP, ELL % 44.2 59.4 58.6 33.9 17.6
Grades Sth_gth 6th-gth Sth_gth Sth_ gth Sth_gth
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Achievement Comparison — Strawberry Hill

Ranking Acceptable Acceptable Acceptable High Commendable
Performing
Score 62.1 66.1 64.8 77.2 70.0
Proficiency 75.1 741 76.1 82.9 89.3
Closing Achievement Gap 36.6 56.2 54.7 79.5; 52.9
College and Career Ready Growth 59.7 53.5 51 59.9 55
Annual Expected Growth 59.7 55.3 52.3 59.9 55:2
College and Career Readiness N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Graduation Rate N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Attendance Rate 95.9 95.1 94.7 96.5 96
Staff Retention 88.5 90.1 83.5 94.3 95.7
FRL, IEP, ELL % 52 57.7 66.8 331 20.1
Grades Kdg-4th 3rd_5th Kdg-4th 2nd_4th Kdg-4th
Strawberry Hill Elementary Anamosa Middle School

100 100

S0 S0

80 &0

70 70

60 60

50 50

40 40

IEP and FRL Not-ELL, and Not-  Total FRL, IEP

FRL, and Not-IEP ELL

W2014 W2015 =2016

FRLOnly

233
I :

IEP Only

IEP and FRL

and FRLOnly

FRL, and Not-IEP

. W2014 W2015 m2016
Anamosa High School

90.6

&

273

Not-ELL, and  Total FRL, IEP GAP
NotFRL and  andELL
Not-IEP

IEPandFRL  IEP Only

®2014 ®2015 ®2016

Not-ELL, and Not-

Total FRL, IEP and
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Reflections

* Districtwide students perform better in math than reading
* Middle school meets or exceeds almost all state average growth indicators

* 6t grade reading results continue to indicate challenges of curriculum and
programming. With IA Assessment taken in October, this is a greater reflection of

5th grade curriculum & programming. I I —
e Students not identified with instructional challenges of FRL, ELL and/or an IEP
demonstrate stable proficiency levels of 86% (SH), 87% (AMS) and 90%(AHS)

* The district remains challenged to meet the learning needs of students with
identified instructional challenges such as FRL, ELL and IEP’s

* The district’s instructional system is not ensuring consistency of learning in a
grade across time.

Steps to Improvement

* Align instruction to required and or
recognized standards/learning expectations

* Implement multi-tiered support systems
(Intervention Systems)

* Design and implement professional learning
systems based in PLC

* Develop teacher leadership
* Develop teacher/administrative capacity




Overa” Ra“ng . How is a school's overall rating calculated?

Overview

The lowa’s School Report Card (SRC) is comprised of multiple measures which are combined to determine an
overall performance rating. lowa Schools are categorized into one of six performance categories: Exceptional, High
Performing, Commendable, Acceptable, Needs Improvement and Priority. The SRC includes eight measures:

= Academic Proficiency

« Closing the Achievement Gap

» Annual Growth

= College and Career Ready Growth
« On-Track for College Readiness

« Graduation Rate

« Average Daily Attendance

« Staff Retention

Each of the measures has a value between 0 and 100 and is then multiplied by a weight amount, producing a score
for each measure. The weighting is a value assigned to each indicator. The score for each measure is determined
and then all measures are added together to create an overall score.

Of the eight measures included in the SRC, all but one is a percentage which ranges from 0 to 100. For example, an
elementary school which has annual growth rate of 60% has a majority of students making year-to-year progress in
both Reading and Math. In this example, the natural score of 60% would be used in the calculation to determine the
score for this measure. This is important because any improvement in this measure in future years would be reflected
in an increase in the overall score for this school.

A school's annual growth score would be multiplied by the weighting percent for that measure to get the overall score.
In this example, this elementary school would receive 8.58 points for the annual growth measure.

Growth score multiplied by weighting value equals total points: 60 X .143 = 8.58 points.

The only exception to the 0 to 100 score is the Closing the Achievement Gap score. More detailed information about
this score can be found in the technical guide listed under the More Information section of this website.

The below breakdown shows the final weight for each measure at each school level:

Proficiency 22.2% 25.0% 28.6%
Closing Achievement Gap 22.2% 25.0% 28.6%
College and Career Ready Growth 11.1% 12.5% 14.3%
Annual Expected Growth 11.1% 12.5% 14.3%
College and Career Readiness 11.1% 12.5% NA
Graduation Rate 11.1% NA NA
Attendance 5.6% 6.3% 7.1%
Staff Retention 5.6% 6.3% 7.1%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Interpreting Scores

An overall school rating does not provide contextual information about a school nor does it make a conclusion about
the quality of the staff or provide important information about ongoing work to raise student achievement. The report
card should create a constructive dialog between educators, administrators and parents about the work that is
currently under way in the school to support all students in achieving their full potential.

While the report card may not “tell the whole story” about a school, it does offer a high level view of student
performance across a number of measures. A composite score is generated from multiple years of data which depicts
a stable picture of performance across time. Consumers can use these data to compare a school against the state
average and to see if the information provides any trends in performance. Schools can use this information to assist in
developing achievement goals and to guide their improvement efforts.



Agencies (https:/directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa High School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | High School
Grades: 09, 10, 11, 12

D em Og rap h ICS Contact information and student counts by sub-group

Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

School Information

Address: 209 Sadie St
Anamosa, lowa

Principal: Jacqueline Lahey Phone:

Fax:
Email:
Website:

(319) 462-3594

(319) 462-2332
jlahey@anamosa.ki2.ia.us
www.anamosa.ki2.la.us

M 52.1% Male
I 47.9% Female

School Demographics

1.6%

21%
1.3%
1.6%

0.0%

Total Students: 384

Student Subgroups

1 White -93.5%

Bl Native American - 0.0%

1 Black - 1.6%

[_]Asian -1.3%

[ Hispanic -2.1%

[ Multi-Racial - 1.6%
Pacific Islander - 0.0%

12.5%
Individualized Educ
Programs

COMC

0.3% 40.4%
English Language Free or Reduced
Learners Lunch




Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index) Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

Anamosa High School 2016
Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | High School

Grades: 09, 10, 11, 12| Total Students: 384
Expand all

Rank: Needs Improvement
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Parent Involvement Teacher Survey Results

NEW: As this is the first year for this survey, the result data Is not included In the school rating
calculation. It's displayed to provide additional context and generate discussion and feedback.
( 61% ]




Agencies (https://directory.iowa.g ganization/Index) Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

Anamosa High School 2015

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | High School
Grades: 09, 10, 11, 12 | Total Students: 382
Expand all

Rank: Needs Improvement
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Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa High School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | High School
Grades: 09, 10, 11, 12| Total Students: 384

Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

K rOf|C|ency What percent of students meet or exceed proficiency targets?

Report Card Proficiency

Proficiency Year-to-Year Comparison

Combined Math & Reading 0 Comblned 0
= O 77.3%
2015 - 2016 79.8% 0 2016 Q 54
2016 77.3% 0 2015 82.3%
2015 82.3%
Math 0
23:31 — . 2016 76.7% Q 7.9%
-1 ° 2015 84.6%
Reading 77.9%
2015 = Reading 0
Math 84.6% " 2016 77.9% 0 214
Reading 80% 2015 80%
[ Math by Gender Reading by Gender

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Female

Male

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
M 2015 School  [1] 2016 School

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School  [7] 2016 School

Math by Program

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Free-or-
Reduced Priced
Lunch

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Il 2015 School  [] 2016 School

Reading by Program

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Free-or-
Reduced Priced == :
Lunch % . e

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School [T 2016 School

Math by Ethnicity

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

M 2015 School [} 2016 School

Reading by Ethnicity
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

White

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School [T 2016 School




Math by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 11

Grade: 10

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

W 2015 School [ 2016 School

Reading by Grade
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 11

Grade: 10

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
M 2015 School 7] 2016 School




Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa High School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | High School
Grades: 09, 10, 11, 12

Closing Achievement Gap  (FRL, IEP and ELL)

Is progress being made In closing the achievement gap between students that traditionally lag In achievement, compared to the rest

of the school?

Achievement gap in education refers to the disparity in academic performance between groups of students. lowa faces significant gaps in
achievement for students who are part of these groups:
« individualized education program (IEP)

» students whose first language in not English (ELL)
« students who face economic hardship (lowa uses free or reduced priced lunch FRL eligibility as a proximate measure for economic

diversity)
For this measure, an aggregate group of these students who are FRL, IEP and/or ELL is compared to the rest of the students in this school

who are not eligible for FRL, do not have an IEP and are not English language learners (ELL).

The combined Math and Reading proficiency is compared for the last three most recent years.

2016 Tested Student Population FRL, IEP and ELL Percentage Count

FRL Only 33.7% 58

IEP Only 7.6% 13

IEP and FRL 6.4% 1

Total: 47.7% 82

FRL, IEP and ELL Non-FRL, IEP and ELL Percentage Count
47.7% Not FRL;|EP-or ELL Not-ELL, and not-FRL, and not- [EP 52.3% 90
5% Total: 52.3% 90

Achievement | Closing | Average Closing | Closing Gap
Year | Groups Proficiency Percentage Gap Gap Gap Score (T-Score) -
FRL, IEP and ELL 62.8%
2016 X 27.8
Not FRL, IEP or ELL  90.6%
5.6
FRL, IEP and ELL 70.7%
2015 NotFRL, IEP or ELL 92.9% =2 5:2 38.7
4.9
FRL, IEP and ELL 70.5%
2014 ° 17.3
Not FRL, IEP or ELL 87.7%

Last Three Years: Proficiency Breakdown by Program Group
Subgroups with less than 10 students are intentionally redacted

100% 6.0 -12.2 -13.9 -47.9 -59.8 3.3
75%
50%
25%
o o Q Q o o o (%3 o =3 o Q Q Q o
[e] o i3 & o < < o S (i3 © T (] @ o
el pe] o o 4 T T 2 b e ° g= T = T
o @ 3 < o (53 Qo f53 o R @ o o @ < I
C T o€ it o C © T o o T X € T x i i
0% = =
ELL Only FRL Only IEP Only ELL and IEP ELL and FRL IEP and FRL ELL and FRL and Not-ELL, and not-
IEP FRL, and not-
IEP

Il 2014 [ 2015 W 2016




Agencies (https:/directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index) Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

Anamosa High School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | High School
Grades: 09, 10, 11, 12| Total Students: 384

COI lege and Career Ready G rOWth What is the percent of students who are growing each year toward college and career readiness?

&

QERARS
- 2
g A\

Report Card College and Career Ready Growth

College and Career Ready Growth Year-to-Year

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

BT
Female e A‘.»ﬁon

Male

|
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School  [] 2016 School

Combined Math & Reagling Comparison
2015 - 2016 29.6"6 Combined Q
o, 29.9%
2016 29.9A,o 2016 0 0.64
2015 29.3% 2015 29.3%
2016 Q Math Q
th
::a i 45.5% 2016 45.5% Q 7.54
cacing M 2015 38%
2015 °
Math 38% " Reading 7 0
Reading 20.7% 2016 % o -6.4¥
2015 20.7%
Math by Gender Reading by Gender

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Q!
Female Q
Q!
Male Q|
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

I 2015 School {77 2016 School

Math by Program

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Feoo- D— |

Reduced Priced ¢ 01 i
Lunch | |

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

I 2015 School [ 2016 School

Reading by Program
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

i Q
Free-or- i
Reduced Priced ’! { Q
Lunch |
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

I 2015 School  [77 2016 School

Math by Ethnicity

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

0
Q

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Il 2015 School  [77] 2016 School

Reading by Ethnicity

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School  [] 2016 School

Math by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 11

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Il 2015 School [ 2016 School

Reading by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

| |
Grade: 11 * ! |
L Al | {

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Il 2015 School [T 2016 School




Agencies (https:/directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa High School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | High School
Grades: 09, 10, 11, 12| Total Students: 384

W

CELAR>

o 2

(5 l ]
EDT LY

Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

Ann ual EXpeCted G I’OWth What is the percent of students achieving a year of academic growth in a year’s time?

Report Card Annual Expected Growth

Annual Expected Growth Year-to-Year Comparison

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
M 2015 School  [] 2016 School

Combined Math & Readigg Combined Q
B 42.29
2015-2016  41.4% 2016 % 0 e
2016 42.2% 0 2015 40.8%
2015 40.8%
Math 0
2015 9 2016 59.7% 324
Math 59.7% 4 :
2015 56.5%
Reading 24.7%
5015 p Reading Q
Math 56.5% o 2016 24.7% 9 -0.33
Reading 25% 2015 25%
Math by Gender Reading by Gender

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

* 0
| i
Female : Q
Male Q
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

M 2015 School ] 2016 School

Math by Program

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Free-or-
Reduced Priced ——0—r
Lunch -

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
MM 2015 School {771 2016 School

Reading by Program

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

oo pu— O
Reduced Priced oyt 9l
Lunch J i
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

M 2015 School  [7] 2016 School

Math by Ethnicity

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

75% 100%

0% 25% 50%
Il 2015 School  [7] 2016 School

Reading by Ethnicity
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Il 2015 School [ 2016 School

Math by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

! ~ i 6

"
\ .

T
{

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School  [] 2016 School

Reading by Grade
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 11

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School [ 2016 School




Agencies (https:/directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index) Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

Anamosa High School 2016
Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | High School
Grades: 09, 10, 11, 12| Total Students: 384

CO”ege and Career Readi NEeSS whatisthe percent of students that are at or above a college readiness benchmark?

Report Card College and Career Readiness College and Career Readiness Year-to-Year Comparison
Combined Math & Reading [Comblned
- 36.3%
2015 -2016 36.9% 2016 :) 134
2016 %6.3% 2015 37.6%
2015 37.6%
Math 0
2016 9 2016 40.4°6 -3.5¥
Math ¢0.4% |
2015 43.9%
Reading 32.2%
T s [Reading 0
Math 43.9% 2016 32.2% 14
Reading 31.2% 2015 31.2%
Math by Gender Reading by Gender

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Female

Male

0% 25% 50% 75% 100% 0% 25% 50% 3 75% 100%
Il 2015 School [} 2016 School Bl 2015 School 1 2016 School

Reading by Program

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Math by Program
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

\ { i 0
Free-or- | Free-or- : o;
Reduced Priced Reduced Priced i @
Lunch ' Lunch
0% 25% 50% 75% 100% 0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School  [] 2016 School I 2015 School [ 2016 School
Math by Ethnicity Reading by Ethnicity

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

- | 51
| Q
0% 25% 50% 75% 100% 0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Il 2015 School  [7] 2016 School Il 2015 School  [1 2016 School




Math by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 11

Grade: 10

25% 50% 75% 100%

0%

I 2015 School 7] 2016 School

Reading by Grade
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 11

Grade: 10 \

50% 75%
Il 2015 School  [7] 2016 School

100%




Agencies (https:/directory.iowa.gov/organization/index)

Anamosa High School 2016

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | High School

Grades: 09, 10, 11, 12

Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

Graduation Rate wha percent of students complete high school in five-years?

94.9%
Combined Academic Years: 2013 and 2014

92.3%

96.7%
Academic Years: 2014 Academic Years: 2013

100%

75%

50%

25%

5-Year Graduation By Subgroup

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

712014 [ 2013

I




Agencies (https:/directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index) Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

Anamosa High School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | High School
Grades: 09, 10, 11, 12

Aﬁendance What is the average daily attendance of students?

94.1%
Academic Years: 2014 and 2015

93.8%
Academic Years: 2015

94.4%

Academic Years: 2014

100% 5 o0
o om
75% {
50%
25%
0%
S
I\ K
o™ o
o «
?@e &

12015

Average Daily Attendance, By Subgroup
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

M 2014




Agencies (https:/directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa High School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | High School
Grades: 09, 10, 11, 12

Staﬂ Retenti ON Wwhat percentage of licensed staff are retained?

Online Services (https:/directory.lowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

77.8%
Retention for Year: 2016

75.0%
Combined Retention for: 2015 and 2016

72.2%

Retention for Year: 2015

Unduplicated Staff
Count

2014 M 2015 [7]2016

Staff Count By Licensed Position
i i i ! i | i ! i i i i
—— ! i i ! i i i ! 1 | : i
il 2 : ] | H | i | : i }
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;' ‘ jl i ! i i i i i
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: s ! | ; H i ; i |
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~:_i'f" “ ; i i : i | ! :
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Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index) Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

Anamosa Middle School 2016

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Middle School
Grades: 05, 06, 07, 08

Demog raph ICS Contact information and student counts by sub-group

School Information

Principal: Linda Vaughn Phone: (319) 462-3553
Addi 410 Old Dubuque Road Fax: (319) 462-3309
Anamosa, lowa Email: Ivaughn@anamosa.k12.ia.us

Website: M 51.5% Male
I 48.5% Female

School DemographiCs  1otar students: 392

Student Subgroups

[ White - 92.6%
Il Native American - 0.0%

[ Black - 1.5%
[] Asian -2.3%

2.0%
1.3% [ Hispanic - 1.3%
: I Multi-Racial -2.0%
2.3% Pacific Islander - 0.3%
1.5%
8.9% 1.3% 42.9%
Individualized Educ English Language Free or Reduced

Programs Learners Lunch




Agencies (http: y.iowa.gov/ ization/Index) Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

Anamosa Middle School 2015

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Middle School
Grades: 05, 06, 07, 08 | Total Students: 386
Expand all

Rank: Commendable

[ 67.2 Points |

Q
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Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa Middle School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Middle School
Grades: 05, 06, 07, 08 | Total Students: 392

Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

Expand all

Rank: Commendable

( 65.1 Points |

Q
(" State Middle School |  Proficiency
Pt e ! 79.1% )
50% 1 teeeeeccecccccc e ccccccccsccccscccsscsccccccmccerceeececceccemeesssseememmmssssmescsccasececceen=tz
45% 43% 50 6o
40% E
as% | 25% o
e . Closing Gap (FRL, IEP, and ELL
E 13% [ 56.2
20% 9% : ’ i =
15% B 6% 49 csez
10% : ! i
5% I d 00
0% "t i — '!- 0
& & o o
S & F &S Closing Gap (Minority student within school comparison)
& $ g
EEELES | ]
& &7 60.3
$ $ ! |
S s §07TTTTTTTIITIII I s s e 00
Previous Year: J
 {Commendable S7.2pte Closing Gap (Minority student to state average)

77])
1
F irlo
Q

College and Career Ready Growth
I 52.3% I
1

""""""""""""""""""""""""" ettt ('

Q

Annual Expected Growth
( 54.4% ]

i

SO TTTTTTTITTITT I T T e 6o
Q

College and Career Readiness
| 39.4% |
|

"""""""""""""""""""""""""" 5 1|

Q
Attendance
1
Q
Staff Retention
87.7% ]

Parent Involvement Teacher Survey Results
No survey results are found for this school.




Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa Middle School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Middle School
Grades: 05, 06, 07, 08 | Total Students: 392

Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

Pr Of|C|ency What percent of students meet or exceed proficiency targets?

Report Card Proficiency

Proficiency Year-to-Year Comparison

2016

Combined Math & Reading Q Combined I
2015-2016 79.1% 2016 78.3%
° Q -1.64
2016 78.3% 0 2015 79.9%
2015 79.9%
Math 0
2016
Math 84% \ =015 84% Q 124
) § ¢ 2015 85.2%
Reading 72.6%
Readi
2015 o eading 9
Math 85.2% 0 2016 72.6% 0 -
Reading 74.7% 2015 74.7%
Math by Gender Reading by Gender
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted
| | ] | i o
(ST e
Female Female l‘r—-oq—.—,_...__._.._«__.]!~ F
| i i Q
Male == Male | Q
! i i f H - r . S
0% 25% 50% 75% 100% 0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School 1 2016 School I 2015 School {7 2016 School
Math by Program Reading by Program
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted
| f A o
Free-or- Free-or-
Reduced Priced ———— — Reduced Priced %
Lunch Eo . . = Lunch ‘L . | !
0% 25% 50% 75% 100% 0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School [ 2016 School I 2015 School  [] 2016 School
Math by Ethnicity Reading by Ethnicity
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted
! i i B I T3
White f White —-——-r........_—____—j——-—-———*————*
o i { i { 0 b
0% 25% 50% 75% 100% 0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School  [] 2016 School I 2015 School  [] 2016 School




Math by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 08

Grade: 07

Grade: 06

Grade: 05

0%

25% 50% 75% 100%
B 2015 School [ 2016 School

Reading by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 08 "“.

i | j

EESSE e e
Grade: 06 = — : é

|
|

I RiEre
| | i )
Grade: 05 _O
| S b
] ! { ;
0% 25% 50% 75%

I 2015 School [} 2016 School

100%




Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa Middle School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Middle School
Grades: 05, 06, 07,

08

Closing Achievement Gap

Is progress being made in closing the achievement gap between students that traditionally lag in achievement, compared to the rest

of the school?

(FRL, IEP and ELL)

Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

individualized education program (IEP)
students whose first language in not English (ELL)

students who face economic hardship (lowa uses free or reduced priced lunch FRL eligibility as a proximate measure for economic
diversity)
For this measure, an aggregate group of these students who are FRL, IEP and/or ELL is compared to the rest of the students in this school
who are not eligible for FRL, do not have an IEP and are not English language leamers (ELL).

The combined Math and Reading proficiency is compared for the last three most recent years.

Achievement gap in education refers to the disparity in academic performance between groups of students. lowa faces significant gaps in

achievement for students who are part of these groups:

2016 Tested Student Population FRL, IEP and ELL - Percentage Count |
ELL Only 0.3% 1
FRL Only 34.5% 121
IEP Only 2.8% 10
ELL and IEP 0.3% 1
ELL and FRL 0.6% 2
zf';/'EP and ELL IEP and FRL 5.7% 20
idze Not FRL, IEP or ELL Total: [ 442% | 155 |
55.8%
Non-FRL, IEP and ELL Percentage Count
Total: 55.8% 196
Achievement | Closing | Average Closing ! Closing Gap
Year | Groups Proficiency Percentage Gap Gap Gap ! Score (T-Score)
rear | Lroups: . .. CIONCIeNcy rercenidge e s ek b AN (hndcoh. s
FRL,IEPandELL  66.8% |
2016 20,7 |
Not FRL, IEP or ELL 87.5% 5 i
.2 i
FRL,IEPand ELL  72% i
2015 ) 15.5 2 | 562
Not FRL, IEP or ELL 87.6% |
-9.1 |
FRL,IEPand ELL  65.7% |
2014 | 24.6 !
Not FRL, IEP or ELL 90.3% |
Last Three Years: Proficiency Breakdown by Program Group
Subgroups with less than 10 stud are ir red d
100% 142 80 127 -61.0 725 542 515 425
75% 1 1
50% :
25%
23 O3 LI T 33|32 B OB
g § G 8 8 B s 8 B 5 § o
(o < (=] 9 (=] o9 o [ o @ (<3 o
g 8 3 3 8 3 g 3 3 3 8 3
0% « o o 0 « @ o« '3 o« @ ['4 «w B
ELL Only FRL Only IEP Only ELL and IEP ELL and FRL IEP and FRL ELL and FRLand Not-ELL, and not-
IEP FRL, and not-
IEP
B 2014 [ 2015 [ 2016




Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/lndex)

Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa Middle School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Middle School
Grades: 05, 06, 07, 08

Closing Achievement Gap (Minority students within school comparison)

Is progress being made in closing the achievement gap between minority and white students within this school?

Achievement gap in education refers to the disparity in academic performance between groups of students. Here, the difference in
academic achievement is examined by comparing this school's minority student proficiency to that of white students within the school. The
aggregate combined Math and Reading proficiency scores of this school's minority students are compared to the aggregate combined Math

2016

and Reading proficiency scores of white students.

2016 Tested Student POPUIation Student Breakdown I Percentage Count
Population of Minority Students to White Students In This School Aslan 2.3% 8
Mhlm'ily Students Black or African American 0.6% 2
6.0% Hispanic or Latino 1.1% 4
Multi Race 2% T

Minority Students I 6.0% 21 I

Student Breakdown Percentage Count

White 94% 330

94.0% 330

White Students

White Students
94 0%

Achievement | Closing | Average Closing | Closing Gap
_Year | Groups Proficiency Percentage | Gw |G | G  |Score(T-Score) ]
Minority Students  83.3%
2016 ) -5.3
White Students 78% 4
Minority Students  88.6%
2015 -9.3 -4.5 60.3
White Students 79.3%
-13 |
Minority Students 75.9% |
2014 3.7
White Students 79.7%
Last Three Years: Proficiency Breakdown by Student Group
Subgroups with less than 10 students are intentionally redacted
100%
80% | w0 | e ——
60%
40%
20%
o o o o o 9 ° = = o o T = o o o 2 e
2 g 5 3 o 2 2 2 2 2 1) 2 2 2 2 2 & o
[53 (3] [3) Q (33 o o o o (5] o [5) 53 o o o o o
£ 85 5|5 § § |8 5|88 8188 8|38 8 3
© Q o3 @ Q @ @ o i3 @ @ k] o k) @ @ « Q
o%ﬂco:cc C & o € & ¥ o ¥ Z «©
Asian Black or African Hispanic or Multi Race Native American Pacific Islands White
American Latino or Alaskan

B 2014 [ 2015 [ 2016




Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa Middle School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Middle School

Grades: 05, 06, 07, 08

Closing Achievement Gap

Is progress being made in closing the achievement gap between this school's minority students and the state average?

(Minority students to state average)

Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

The achievement gap in education refers to the disparity in academic - — —
. . Minority I Per I Count
performance between groups of students. Here, the difference in v % .
academic achlevemerllt is examined by race/ethnicity \A{Ithln this school Blackce Aiice Rierican 06% 2
compared to a statewide target. An aggregate of combined Math and Hispanic or Latino 1% 2
Reading proficiency of the minority students in this school are compared Multl Race 2% 7
to the statewide Math and Reading proficiency of white students. Total 6.0% ] 21
Achievement | Closing | Average Closing ! Closing Gap
_Year | Groups _ Proficiency Percentage | Gap | Gap |  Gap  |Score(T-Score)
Minority Students ~ 83.3%
2016 State Average  83% B 0.4 T a
g ° 4.9
Minority Students ~ 88.6%
2015 -5.3 -3.8 77
State Average 83.3%
-12.4
Minority Students 75 99,
2014 741
State Average 83.1%
Last Three Years: Proficiency Breakdown by Student Group
Subgroups with less than 10 students are intentionally redacted
100% 34 40 50
s0% | = - = — == 1
60%
40%
20%
5 8 B8 2 8§ 3 3 3 3 8 3 3 3 3 B 3 3 3
8 B 3 2 3 3 3 % 3 3 8 83 | 83 3 3 g 3 3
0% o o {24 [4 o« (4 [+4 [<4 [4 [3 o @ [4 « o« [<4 o (<4 S -1 .
Asian Black or African Hispanic or Multi Race Native American Pacific Islands White White Students,
American Latino or Alaskan State Average
B 2014 [T 2015 [ 2016
** The proficiency breakdown of White students is not included in the "Minority” yearly aggregates, they are displayed here only to provide broader context




Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa Middle School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Middle School
Grades: 05, 06, 07, 08 | Total Students: 392

College and Career Ready Growt

Report Card College and Career Ready Growth

Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

h What is the percent of students who are growing each year toward college and career readiness?

College and Career Ready Growth Year-to-Year

Combined Math & Reagling Comparison
2015 - 2016 52.3"6 Combined 0
52.49
2016 52.4%, 2016 % 0 054
2015 52.2% 2015 52.2%
<t i ° Math o
Mat Y
Readin 25.,?;’ 2016 55.5% 0 -1.1¥Y
= e 2015 56.6%
2015 0 -
Math 55_636 Reading 0
Reading  47.8% 2018 49.4% ¢ 164
2015 47.8% ’

Math by Gender

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

75% 100%

50%
[1 2016 School

25%
M 2015 School

0%

Reading by Gender

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Female

Male Fas

50% 75% 100%

71 2016 School

25%
I 2015 School

0%

Math by Program

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

i

Free-or-
e
i

Reduced Priced
Lunch

50% 100%

[71 2016 School

25% 75%

M 2015 School

0%

Reading by Program

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Free-or-
d Priced
Lunch

Red!

B

50% 75% 100%

[71 2016 School

25%
I 2015 School

0%

Math by Ethnicity

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

i
|
|

50% 100%
1 2016 School

75%

25%
I 2015 School

0%

Reading by Ethnicity

Subgroups with Iess than 20 students are intentionally redacted

50% 75% 100%

1 2016 School

25%
I 2015 School

0%

2016




|

Math by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

s, [N |
‘,_,_.,__ 7_&' ‘

Grade: 07

Grade: 06

Grade: 05

0%

25%
M 2015 School

50% 75%
[71 2016 School

100%

Reading by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

L - !
| \
Crase0p D —,
| S 2 = ?
Grade: 07 S
Grade: 06 —— T
Grade: 05 Fmm e #
{ H I} < i
0% 25% 50% 75%
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Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Anamosa Middle School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Middle School
Grades: 05, 06, 07, 08 | Total Students: 392

Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

An nual EXpeCted GI’OWth What is the percent of students achieving a year of academic growth in a year's time?

Report Card Annual Expected Growth

Annual Expected Growth Year-to-Year Comparison

Combined Math & Readigg
2015 -2016 54.4% 0
2016 54%

2015 54.8%

2016 Q
Math 56.6%
Reading 51.4%

2015 0
Math 57.8% o
Reading 51.9%

Combined
54%

2019 e 084
2015 54.8%

Math 0
2016 56.6% 0 -1.24
2015 57.8%

Reading 0
2 i B 054
2015 51.9%

Math by Gender

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

i Lo

"
E |

f T T

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School  [] 2016 School

Reading by Gender

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Female

Male ‘:77:—-”———“ ‘l!

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Il 2015 School  [] 2016 School

Math by Program

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

13 i C
Free-or- 3 i
Reduced Priced —rrere—¥
Lunch | |

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School [ 2016 School

Reading by Program

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Free-or-
Reduced Priced ¥
Lunch & _ |.

i i gl !
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
M 2015 School  [1 2016 School

Math by Ethnicity

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Il 2015 School  [] 2016 School

Reading by Ethnicity
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

|
i

]

White

T

i ] i i i i
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Il 2015 School  [7] 2016 School




Math by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 08

Grade: 07

Grade: 06

Grade: 05

50% 75%
71 2016 School

0% 25%
I 2015 School

100%

Reading by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 06 L—% o , j
| B | i {
0% 25% 50% 75%

Il 2015 School  [] 2016 School

100%




Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

CO”ege and Ca reer Ready G rOWth What is the percent of students who are growing eiﬂgth%ﬁgw

Report Card College and Career Ready Growth

Combined Math & Reagling
2015 - 2016 52.3"6
2016 52.4%o
2015 52.2%

2016 Q
Math 55.9%
Reading 49.4%

2015 0
Math 55_606
Reading 47.8%

Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

College and Career Ready Growth Year-to-Year

Comparison
Combined Q
52.4%
2016 0 024
2015 52.2%
{Math 0
2016 55.5% o ERE
2015 56.6%
[Reading 0
2016 49.4% ¢ 164
2015 47.8%

Math by Gender

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Female

Male

50% 75% 100%
[771 2016 School

0% 25%
I 2015 School

Reading by Gender

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Il 2015 School {7 2016 School

Math by Program

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Free-or-
Reduced Priced ——
Lunch * . |

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
M 2015 School  [7] 2016 School

Reading by Program
Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Free-or-
Reduced Priced
Lunch

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School [ 2016 School

Math by Ethnicity

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

i i {
! 1 i
t

White

[
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
M 2015 School [ 2016 School

T = |

Reading by Ethnicity

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

White “r.::,—'_—___— T
] i T |

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
M 2015 School [ 2016 School




Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

3

Grade: 07

Grade: 06

Grade: 05

i

Math by Grade

[ Y

i

0%

T T

25% 50%
M 2015 School  [17] 2016 School

|
i
i
i
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i
i
i

75%

100%

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 08

Grade: 07

Grade: 06

Grade: 05

Reading by Grade
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Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index) Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

Anamosa Middle School

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Middle School
Grades: 05, 06, 07, 08

Attendance What is the average daily attendance of students?

2016

95.7% 95.8% 95.6%
Academic Years: 2014 and 2015 Academic Years: 2015 Academic Years: 2014

Average Daily Attendance, By Subgroup

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

100%
75%
50%

25%

0%

12015 [ 2014




Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index) Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/lndex)

Anamosa Middle School 2016

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Middle School
Grades: 05, 06, 07, 08

g N

Staff Retenﬁon What percentage of licensed staff are retained?

87.7% 93.9% 81.3%

Combined Retention for: 2015 and 2016 Retention for Year: 2016 Retention for Year: 2015

Staff Count By Licensed Position

i ; ! : i
| | i ! i | i i
| ! ; !
£ L :‘ ' | f , f : f |
. ) i i i | H :
Administrators -'AI ‘ | ; i ‘ i
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1 i “ : 3
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Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Strawberry

Hill

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Elementary School
Grades: KG, 01, 02, 03, 04

Demographics Contact information and student counts by sub-group

Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

School Information
Principal:  Val Daily

Phone: (319) 462-3549

Address: 203 Hamilton Court Fax: (319) 462-5317
Anamosa, lowa Email: vdaily@anamosaki2.ia.us
Website: Il 53.1% Male
I 46.9% Female
School DemographiCs rotar students: 441
Student Subgroups

[ White -91.6%

Il Native American - 0.0%
[ 1 Black -1.8%

[ Asian -1.1%

[ Hispanic - 3.4%

[ Multi-Racial -1.8%

| Pacific Islander -0.2%

10.2%
Individualized Educ
Programs

2.0% 52.8%
English Language Free or Reduced
Learners Lunch




Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index) Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

Strawberry Hill 2015

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Elementary School
Grades: KG, 01, 02, 03, 04 | Total Students: 444
Expand all

Rank: Commendable

| 68.2 Points |

( State Elementary \ Proficiency

School 76.9% )
Performance Distribution

35% I
% I I
2% 1| Closing Gap (FRL, IEP, and ELL
20% 12% i L 12%
15% 1
o il e
5% I: I
C
s $

£ & '

augo

\ ) Q
Annual Expected Growth

Staff Retention




Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index) Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/lndex)

Strawberry Hill 2016

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Elementary School
Grades: KG, 01, 02, 03, 04 | Total Students: 441

Expand all
Rank: Acceptable
( 62.1 Points |
1 e &
Q
( State Elementary Proficiency
School | 75.1% )
Performance Distribution 1 7T TRl {Lj
40%
35% 329 2%
0% ]| 0
3 =% 15% [T [ Closing Gap (FRL, IEP, and ELL)
2 20% i 5712'/' ( 36.6
1 15% 5% i
10% i :I, 2% e 510 """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" i AO
3: NN °
S iy S College and Career Ready Growth
FEFTFES 59.7% )
& OA' é?q o‘g § § 1 l 7%
& O
& & éf <& SR R R R R SR S 140
é’s’ & )
< Qo
N Annual Expected Growth
Previous Year: ( 59.7% )
C dabl. 68.2 pts 1 ! |
50 T 00
Q
Attendance
95.9% |
R —— |
50 i
Q
Staff Retention

88.5% |

(
1 1 h!o

Parent Involvement Teacher Survey Results
NEW: As this Is the first year for this survey, the result data is not Included In the school rating
calculation. It's displayed to provide additional context and generate discussion and feedback.

( 75% J
i I |




Agencies (https://directory.iowa.gov/organization/Index)

Strawberry Hill

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Elementary School
Grades: KG, 01, 02, 03, 04 | Total Students: 441

Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

P rOfl clien Cy What percent of students meet or exceed proficiency targets?

Report Card Proficiency

Proficiency Year-to-Year Comparison

Combined Math & Reading 0 Combined 0
- 730
2015-2016  75.1% 0 2016 %o 0 A4k
2016 73% 0 2015 77.1%
2015 77.1%
[Math o
zlcv)l;ti 72.7% ° 2016 72.7% 0 54¥
. i ° 2015 78.1%
Reading 73.3%
5015 = Reading Q
Math 784% 5 2016 73.3% 0 258
Reading 76.1% 2015 76.1%
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Math by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

Grade: 04
0
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Reading by Grade

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted
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Strawberry Hill

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Elementary School
Grades: KG, 01, 02, 03, 04

Closing Achievement Gap

Is progress being made in closing the achievement gap between students that traditionally lag in achievement, compared to the rest

of the school?

Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

(FRL, IEP and ELL)

diversity)
For this measure, an aggregate group of these students who are FRL, IEP and/or ELL is compared to the rest of the students in this school

who are not eligible for FRL, do not have an IEP and are not English language learners (ELL).

« individualized education program (IEP)

« students whose first language in not English (ELL)
« students who face economic hardship (lowa uses free or reduced priced lunch FRL eligibility as a proximate measure for economic

achievement for students who are part of these groups:

The combined Math and Reading proficiency is compared for the last three most recent years.

Achievement gap in education refers to the disparity in academic performance between groups of students. lowa faces significant gaps in

20%

Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

0%

ELL Only

FRL Only
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IEP Only ELL and IEP ELL and FRL
B 2014 [ 2015 [ 2016

Redacted
Redacted
Redacted

2016 Tested Student Population FRL, IEP and ELL Percentage Count
FRL Only 40% 60
IEP Only 4% 6
ELL and FRL 1.3% 2
IEP and FRL 6.7% 10
Total: 52.0% 78
Not FRL, IEP or ELL
FRLZ’ IEP and ELL 48.0% Non-FRL, IEP and ELL Percentage Count
52.0% Not-ELL, and not-FRL, and not- [EP 48% 72
Total: 48.0% 72
Achievement | Closing | Average Closing| Closing Gap
Year | Groups _ Proficiency Percentage ~Gap | Gap Gap Score (T-Score) i
FRL, IEPand ELL  60.9%
2016 25.2
Not FRL, IEP or ELL 86.1% 7.2
FRL,IEPand ELL  68.2%
2015 ’ 18 6.1 36.6
Not FRL, IEP or ELL 86.3%
5
FRL, I[EPand ELL  §9.4%
2014 ’ 13
Not FRL, IEP or ELL  82.3%
Last Three Years: Proficiency Breakdown by Program Group
Subgroups with less than 10 students are intentionally redacted
100% 54 -17.0 -236 { 36.8 -46.1 "
80% | T — = = == rsoc)
60% F i
40% - i i

Redacted
Redacted
Redacted

IEP and FRL

ELL and FRL and
IEP

Not-ELL, and
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Strawberry Hill

Grades: KG, 01, 02, 03, 04 | Total Students: 441

College and Career Ready Growth

Report Card College and Career Ready Growth

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Elementary School

Online Services (https:/directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

What is the percent of students who are growing each year toward college and career readiness?

College and Career Ready Growth Year-to-Year

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted
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Combined Math & Reaging Comparison
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2015 66.7%
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Math by Program
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Grades: KG, 01, 02, 03, 04 | Total Students: 441

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Elementary School

Online Services (https://directory.iowa.gov/service/Index)

2016

An n Ual EXpeCted Growth What is the percent of students achieving a year of academic growth in a year's time?

Report Card Annual Expected Growth

Annual Expected Growth Year-to-Year Comparison

Combined Math & Readigg Combined
: 9 52%
2015-2016  59.7% 2016 o 0 53}
2016 52% o 2015 67.3%
2015 67.3%
Math 0
2016 Q
2016 49.3% -18.7¥H
Math 49.3% 2015 68% o
Reading 54.7%
5075 5 Reading 0
Math 68% o 2016 54.7% ¢ 424
Reading 66.7% 2015 66.7%

Math by Gender
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Reading by Gender

Subgroups with less than 20 students are intentionally redacted

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
I 2015 School ] 2016 School

Math by Program
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Math by Ethnicity
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Math by Grade
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Strawberry Hill

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Elementary School
Grades: KG, 01, 02, 03, 04

Attend dNCe wnatis the average daily attendance of students?

2016

96.0%
Academic Years: 2014 and 2015 Academic Years: 2015 Academic Years: 2014

95.9% 95.9%

Average Daily Attendance, By Subgroup
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Strawberry Hill

Grant Wood | Anamosa Community | Elementary School
Grades: KG, 01, 02, 03, 04

Staﬂ: Retention What percentage of licensed staff are retained?

2016

88.5%

Combined Retention for: 2015 and 2016

92.3% 84.6%

Retention for Year: 2016 Retention for Year: 2015

Administrators

Beginning Teachers

Career Teachers

Other Licensed Staff

Total Teachers

Unduplicated Staff
Count

N Staff Count By Licensed Position
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