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CRITICAL INFLUENCERS
1.  2014 MAP = GLEs (Old standards)
2.  2015 – 2017 CCSS (New standards) AND  (Two vendors: CCSS and DRC; 

not all grade levels took PEs/WPs with DRC)  
3.  2017 – Law required teachers to use new Missouri Learning Standards 

even though the test was based on previous CCSS standards
4.  2018 MO New Missouri standards; new Missouri assessments
5.  Recap:  4 separate/different item pools; 3 sets of standards in 5 

years of data



DESE Adjustments to APR
● Hold Harmless phasing out this year and next year.
● DESE lowered the Academic Achievement Status Targets for ELA and 

Math. 
○ The goal was to adjust the targets so the percent of students in each target range will be 

the same as it was in 2013
○ This adjustment was made because the tests are more rigorous than they were then. The 

graphs will show this.
○ ELA target for Floor to Approaching was lowered 48.5 points from 299.9 to 251.4.
○ Math target for Floor to Approaching was lowered 64.1 points from 299.9 to 235.8.





Supporting Data

Color coding for Percent Earned: Green - status points. Yellow - progress points. Blue - growth points. Pink - CTE Expansion points.



















ELA Curriculum and Instruction Focus Areas
● Addition of the Heggerty Phonemic Awareness curriculum in K-2nd, 

providing students with explicit instruction in foundational skills for 
reading

● Emphasis on non-fiction reading in all grades
● Continued focus on argumentative writing across the content areas in 

secondary
● Actively Learn is used in secondary to build knowledge and literacy skills
● Reading Specialists at Elem and MS to implement RTI process
● Use of multiple assessment tools to identify specific reading deficits
● Use of Data Review Teams to differentiate instruction
● Addition of July summer learning opportunities





















Math Curriculum and Instruction Focus Areas
● Improve instruction through Greg Tang strategies with a focus on problem 

solving 
● Remove gap in instruction by adjusting sequence of MS Advanced Math 

courses
● Tightening the vertical alignment of priority expectations
● Standardizing the instructional strategies and vocabulary with a vertical 

progression
● Elementary Mathematics Specialist at each elementary school 
● MS and HS Tutoring 
● Restructured Interactive Math Workshop  from Math Flex
● Use of Data Review Teams to differentiate instruction
● Addition of July summer learning opportunities



















Conclusion
● We have considerable work to do in math instruction.
● We need to continue to improve reading across all grade levels.
● We need to increase writing opportunities for students in all curricular 

areas.
● We need to get back on track for upper level and post graduate areas.
● We need to lean on the strengths we have through our DRT process and 

through Teacher Leaders.


