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Description

The State Assessment Results report summarizes state accountability assessment results and trends. The report
analyzes District performance on the academic assessment component of the Missouri School Improvement
Program (MSIP) accountability framework. Reporting and analysis of SSD student performance on state
accountability assessments allows for identification of District trends, accomplishments, and opportunities for
improvement.

Results Summary

o The percentages of students performing in the Basic range or better, across all test types, in school year
2022-23 were 27.4% in ELA (a ), 20.1% in math (an increase), 20.7% in science (a ),
and 72.5% in social studies (a ).

e 2022-23 was the final year of the full-day program at North Tech, and the number of state assessment
scores from North Tech made up a small proportion of the overall SSD total. When North Tech results are
excluded, year-to-year comparisons are more positive in some cases (see interpretive note below).

o Among students who participate in the MAP-A alternative assessment, the percentage achieving a result
categorized as Basic or better was 13.8% in ELA (a ), 6.3% in math (an increase), and 13.3% in
science (an increase).

o Performance of students across different race/ethnicity groups was relatively comparable.

o Students who were eligible for the Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) program performed in the Basic range
or better at rates that were similar to those for students who were ineligible for FRL.

o Based on MAP growth scores, students made stronger gains in Math than ELA relative to the prior year's
assessment results. On average, students’ math scores exceeded predicted performance, while students’
ELA scores fell slightly predicted performance.

Interpretive Guidance

« Students whose state assessment results contribute to accountability ratings include those that take the
grade-level MAP at grades 3-8; those that take the MAP-Alternative (MAP-A) assessments at grades 3-8 and
11"; and secondary students who take a required End-of-Course (EOC) exam. The required EOCs include
English Il (English Language Arts), Algebra | or Algebra Il (math), Biology (science), and Government (social
studies). The pointin time a particular EOC is taken during high school (or in some cases middle school) is
typically dictated by when the associated course is taken.

o The full-day option at North Tech has been phased out as of school year 2023-24. The phase-out occurred
over several years. SSD has been “accountable” for the scores of full-day (but not half-day) CTE students.
There were only 10, 6, 3, and 10 results for ELA, math, science, and social studies EOCs, respectively, for
North Tech students in 2022-23. Given that full-day North Tech students as a group have scored better than
students attending other SSD schools and programs historically, the proportional decrease in tech school
participants can have the statistical effect of reducing the percentage of students performing in the Basic
range or better relative to the prior year, independent of any actual variation in student test performance.

o DESE establishes cut scores (i.e., the scores for a given test that determine achievement level) for state
assessments. Established cut scores were based on stakeholder review, measurement considerations, and
public input.

o The Dynamic Learning Maps (DLM)? serves as the alternative assessment (MAP-A) in the content areas of
ELA, math, and science. MAP-A scores are reported only for students in grade 11 at the secondary school

1 SSD requires the DLM (i.e., MAP-A) assessment be completed with students in grades 9 and 10 as well, though their scores are not “accountable” nor do
they appear in the DESE student test file, and thus they are omitted from this report.

2 Per the Missouri DESE website, “The Dynamic Learning Maps™ (DLM) project offers an innovative way for all students with significant cognitive disabilities
to demonstrate their learning throughout the school year via the DLM Alternate Assessment System. Note that the DLM achievement categories of
Emerging, Approaching the Target, At Target, and Advanced differ somewhat from the traditional state assessment achievement categories of Below Basic,
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level. Therefore, the number of reportable scores for special education secondary schools is relatively
small, and test outcomes for these schools are less representative of all students that are eligible for MAP-A

relative to SSD's K-8 schools, where all students in grades 3-8 are assessed.

This report includes results for all students assessed who had a valid score. Note that MSIP accountability
formula calculations exclude some students, namely those who had attended the district for less than a year

at the time of testing.

Basic, Proficient, and Advanced. Further information about DLM can be found at http://dynamiclearningmaps.org/missouri and http://dese.mo.gov/college-

career—readiness/assessment/map—a.
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Detailed Results

Performance Level Results

Performance/Effectiveness Question(s) These Data Inform: What proportion of students performed at each
achievement level (Below Basic, Basic, Proficient, or Advanced) on the state accountability assessments? How
does performance compare to that from prior years?

The charts below display the proportion of students performing at each achievement level in school years 2021-
22 and 2022-23 for the District overall as well as for the District excluding scores from North Tech. Results for
each SSD school can be found in Appendix A. For comparison purposes, state-level results for grade-level
assessments and EOCs, along with results for the Missouri Schools for the Severely Disabled (whose students
are all assessed via the MAP-A format), are available in Appendix B.’

Key Trends

o Across all three assessment types (i.e., grade-level MAP, EOC, and MAP-A), 27.4% of students performed
in the Basic range or better in the ELA content area in school year 2022-23. This percentage is somewhat
relative to school year 2021-22 (30.0%).

o 20.1% of students performed in the Basic range or better in the math content area in 2022-23. This
percentage is somewhat higher relative to school year 2021-22 (16.7%).

o 20.7% of students scored in the Basic range or better in the content area of science in 2022-23. This

percentage is compared to the 2021-22 results (25.6%). However when North Tech scores are
excluded, the Basic and higher percentage was an improvement over 2021-22 (20.4% compared to
14.8%).

e 72.5% of students scored in the Basic range or better in the content area of social studies in 2022-23. This
percentage is relative to school year 2021-22 (85.2%). The annual score difference is smaller when
North Tech results are excluded (65.9% vs. 71.9%).

SSD State Assessment Results

District-level Results by Content Area

Results shown include student scores that do not contribute to accountability ratings (e.g., students attending the district for
less than one academic year). Excludes assessment invalidations.

Content Area Year Eelow Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
ELA 2023 72.6% (289) 22 6% (90) I 4.0% (18) | 0.8%(3)
2022 70.0% (268) 24 3% (33) I 3.7% (14) | 2.1%(8)
Mathematics 2023 759.9% (315) 14 295 (58) I 4.3%{17) | 1.5%(g)
2022 B83.3% (324) 13.1% (51) | 1.8%(7) | 1.8%(7)
Science 2023 79.3% (148) 14 79 (27) I 5.4%(10) | 0.5% (1)
2022 74,49 (148) 15.6% (31) IQ.{J% (18) | 1.0%(2)
Social Studies 2023 - 27.5% (14) 56.9% (23) . 1579 (8)
2022 . 14.8% (13) 67.2%: (38) . 18.0% (23)

3 While provided as a reference point, statewide results, including results specific to students with IEPs, represent a less-than-ideal comparison for SSD given
that SSD’s student population includes mostly students with significant disabilities, many of whom qualify to take the alternative assessment.
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SSD State Assessment Results

District-level Results by Content Area EXCLUDING NORTH TECH
Results shown include student scores that do not contribute to accountability ratings (e.g., students attending the district for
less than one academic year). Excludes assessment invalidations.

Content Area Year
ELA 2023
2022

Mathematics 2023
2022
Science 2023
2022
Social Studies 2023

2022

Below Basic
_ 74.0% (287)
- 70.0% (258)
_ 80.2% (311)
_ 83.2% (322)
_ 79.6% (144)
85295 (144)
- 34.1% (14)

- 28.1% (18]

Basic

21 4%

(83)

24.3%(33)

14.29% (55)

13.29(51)

14.9% (27)

9.5% (15)

Performance Level Results by Test Type

53.7% (22)

6G. 790 (38)

Proficient
I 4. 1% (18)

I 3.7%(14)

I 4.1%(18)

| 1.8%(7)

I 5.0%(3)

I 5.3%(3)
I 12 2% (5)

I 5.3%(3)

Advanced

‘ 0.5%(2)
|2_1%:;sn
|1_5%:js:
|1.5%:j?:

‘ 0.6%(1)

Performance and Effectiveness Question(s) These Data Inform: How did student performance on the state
assessments vary by test type (Grade-level MAP vs. EOC vs. MAP-A)? Are results more favorable for certain test
types or for specific subject areas?

The chart below displays 2021-22 and 2022-23 results disaggregated by assessment format. Individual school
results by assessment type can be found in Appendix A.

Key Trends

« Grade-level MAP (students in grades 3-8):

o 34.9% of students assessed performed in the Basic range or better in 2022-23 in the ELA content area.

This is a somewhat

percentage relative to 2021-22 (38.0%).

o 34.8% of students assessed performed in the Basic range or better in 2022-23 in the math content
area. This is higher relative to 2021-22 (27.8%).

o 28.0% of students assessed performed in the Basic range or better in 2021-22 in the science content
area. This is about the same as in 2021-22 (28.6%).

o EOC (students in grades 9-12):

o 42.9% of students assessed performed in the Basic range or better in 2022-23 on the ELA EOC. This is
a higher percentage relative to 2021-22 (33.3%). When North Tech scores are excluded (data not
shown), the proportion Basic or better was the same (33.3%) in 2021-22 and 2022-23.

o 8.5% of students assessed performed in the Basic range or better in 2022-23 on the math EOC. This is
a percentage relative to 2021-22 (11.1%).

o 20.6% of students assessed performed in the Basic range or better in 2022-23 on the science EOC,

which is substantially

than 2021-22 (44.3%). However when North Tech scores are excluded
(data not shown), results were stronger in 2022-23 (19.4% vs. 12.5%).

o 72.5% of students assessed performed in the Basic range or better in 2022-23 on the social studies
than in 2021-22 (85.2%). The discrepancy is smaller when North Tech scores are
excluded (65.9% in 2022-23 vs. 71.9% in 2021-22; data not shown).

EOC, which is

State Assessment Data Report

Page 5 of 14



o MAP-A’ (students in grade 3-8, and 11):

o 13.8% of students assessed performed in the Basic range or better in 2022-23 in the ELA content area.
This is lower than the percentage of students who scored Basic or better in 2021-22 (18.9%).

o 6.3% of students assessed performed in the Basic range or better in 2022-23 in the math content area.
This is an increase relative to 2021-22 (4.7%).

o 13.3% of students assessed performed in the Basic range or better in 2022-23 in the science content

area. This is a considerably higher percentage in comparison to 2021-22 (3.0%).

o The percentage of SSD students taking the MAP-A who scored beyond the Below Basic range is either
comparable to or marginally higher than (depending upon content area) that for the Missouri Schools
for the Severely Disabled (see Appendix B).

SSD State Assessment Results

District-level Results by Test Type
Results shown include student scores that do not contribute to accountability ratings (e.g., students attending the district for
less than one academic year). Excludes assessment invalidations.

Content Area

ELA

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Year

2023

2022

2023

2022

2023

2022

2023
2022

Test Type Below Basic

mar [ 5510 223)
EOC B 7 20
mara [ 6306 (132
MAP | e
EOC B s o2
mara [ 51106 20)
mar [ e52%22)
EOC B o153
mara [ <z 8% (150)
mar [ 722% =)
EOC [ EEE
mara [ o530 (141)
MAP B 200
EOC B o« =)
mara [ =570 s5)
mar [ 7140 a5
EOC | B
mara [ <7 0% ()
EOC B 27 5% 04

EOC B 1a8%09

Note. MAP-A results include scores for grades 3-8, and 11.

Basic

27.5%(52)
32.8% (19)
11.9% (13)
28.3%(53)
29_2% (14)
17 6% (25)
2419 (45)
4.3%(2)
5.6%(3)
21.4% (a0)
7.4% (4)
47%(7)
22 7% (17)
2.9% (1)
12.0% (3)
17 5% (11)
27.1%(19)
1.5% (1)
56.9% (29)

67.29¢ (38)

Proficient

| 69%03)
| 20010
| 1.3%(2)
| 5.3%10)
|a2%@
| 1.4%(2)
7504
|a3%@
| 0.6%(1)
| 3.2%18)
| 1.9% (1)

| 53500

B a7%0

| 1.3% (1)

| EERLY)
I 14.3%00)
| 1.5%(1)

| EERLYE)
B 18.0% 3

Advanced

| 0.5% (1)
| 20910
| 0.6% (1)
| a3%@

| 3.23606)

| 3.23616)
| 1.9% (1)

| 2.5 (0)

| 258 12)

4 When reviewing school-level results, keep in mind that MAP-A is accountable only for 11* graders only in high schools, so year-to-year comparisons are of

separate cohorts, and the number of students tested at the secondary level for accountability purposes tends to be small.
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Demographic Group Results

Performance and Effectiveness Question(s) These Data Inform: How did students in different race categories
perform on the assessment? How did students who are eligible for the Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) program
perform on the assessment?

Disaggregation of state assessment results by DESE race category and FRL eligibility appears in the charts
below.

Key Trends

« Black students performed in the Basic range or better (across all test types) at the following rates in 2022-
23: ELA 26.5%; math 20.7%; science 16.5%; and social studies 81.5%%. Excluding North Tech results
(not shown), the percentages were 24.8%, 20.6%, 16.8%, and 73.7%, respectively.

» White students performed in the Basic range or better at the following rates in 2022-23: ELA 26.7%; math
18.0%; science 25.4%; and social studies 57.9%. The percentages are the same when North Tech results
are excluded.

o Students identified in race categories other than Black or White (including Multi-race) performed in the
Basic range or better at the following rates in 2022-23: ELA 37.9%; math 24.1%; science 28.6%; and
social studies 80.0%. Excluding North Tech results, the percentages were 33.3%, 22.2%, 23.1%, and
66.7%, respectively. The number of students from this group who took a given test was small in some
cases.

« Students who met eligibility criteria for FRL performed in the Basic range or better at the following rates
in 2022-23: ELA 27.4%; math 22.0%; science 19.5%; and social studies 85.7%. Excluding North Tech
results, the percentages were 26.8% in ELA, 21.2% in math, 18.6% in science, and 84.6% in social studies.
2022-23 results were relatively similar for students who met eligibility for FRL and students who did not
meet eligibility for FRL, with the exception of social studies, in which area students meeting eligibility
criteria for FRL scored in the Basic range or above at a higher rate (85.7% vs. 67.6%).
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SSD State Assessment Results

2023 District-level Results by Student Race Category

Results shown include student scores that do not contribute to accountability ratings (e.g., students attending the district for
less than one academic year). Excludes assessment invalidations.

Race

Black

White

Race other
than Black
or White
including
Multi-race

Content Area

ELA

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

ELA

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

ELA

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Test Type Below Basic

All Tests
MAP
EQC
MAPA
All Tests
MAP
EQC
MAPA
All Tests
MAP
EQC
MAPA
All Tests
EQC

All Tests
MAP
EQC
MAPA
All Tests
MAP
EQC
MAPA
All Tests
MAP
EQC
MAPA
All Tests
EQC

All Tests
MAP
EQC
MAPA
All Tests
MAP
EQC
MAPA
All Tests
MAP
EQC
MAPA
All Tests
EQC

B =50 0172
| R
B 2 50 (a0)
N 4.2 (s2)
[ REESELY
B 7 700 (ae)
[ e
I o5% s5)
L RS
I 7655 39)
I < oo (3
[ EEEEl

B issws
B is5%s

I = 5% 00s)
I 6 .5% z0)

I 50.0%(7)

I 2% )
I =2 o (109)
[ [EENEE
I s -0
I <7 1% (s5)
I 7 6% (s0)
[ LT
I 7o 6% (12)
I cc 0% (24)

| E=RUIES
B 222503

I G219 (5)

I 50.0%(5)
M 333%0

I 75 .0% (12)
I - 22

I 50.0%(5)

I sc.7% (=)
I : 5% (15)
R 140 010)
I 100.0% (1)
I sc.7%:2)
I 70.0% (7

B 2000
B 20001
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Basic

B 2319054
[ 24 8% (31)
[0 3750 12)
[ 145 11)
B 1429 33)
B 2029 j25)
ERLET
[lazwm

[ 138% 04
I 19.5% j10)
| 7180
f7omm

N 73.1% (20)
N 74.1% (20)

B 21.5% (29)
[ 34006 j18)
N 42.9%(s)
[ 7.4%1s)

B 128907
[ 23.3%19)
[azmm

| 150801

B 14.9% 10)
0 z04%m

ERRELTES
[ 21609
[0 21609
B 2a1% 7
P z0.0%3)
[ 332301
[ 18.8%3)
B z0.7%8)

I 50.0%5)

[ B3
W 21493

P z0.0%(3)
I s0.0% (3)
N s0.0%(3)

Proficient

| 3.00(7
| 58507

| 3909
| 738003

| 20083
| 3.90 (2

| 26001

I 7.4%2)

| 7.4%2)

| 4.4%¢8)
75008

| 718600

| 1.50801)

| 53007

P EREG
fazmm

| 1.50801)

| EXEG
fa7m
B 22 5% 4
| EES
B 253505
l103%
B 2000

LN
| 34501

I 33.3%0
| 71500
M 333%0

B 2000
B 20001

Advanced

| 0401

| 1.3%01)
| 2608
| 45918

| 0.7% (1)
| 1.9061)

| 1.50801)

| LR

| 34501

Wl 333%0
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SSD State Assessment Results
2023 District-level Results by Direct Certification of Free and Reduced Lunch Eligibility

Results shown include student scores that do not contribute to accountability ratings (e.g., students attending the district for

less than one academic year). Excludes assessment invalidations.

Ezll:tmmd Content Area Test Type Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Eligible FRL ELA Al Tests [ 72.5% (143) 22.8% (45) | 2857 | 1.0%2)
MAP | EENS 24.5%(27) | 6.4%m | 0.9% 1)
EOC | R 43.5% (10) | 43801
MAPL I =7 500 (ss) 12 535 (8)
Mathematics  AllTests [ 72.0% (156) 15.0% (30) | 4500 | 2.5%(5)
MAP [ e 23.1%(25) | 5.5%(7) | 26565
EQC L EEEEE T f71m0
MAPA I sz et ien) || 6.3%04)
Science Al Tests [ =0.5% (70) 13.8%(12) | 265149 | 1.1%01)
MAP | EERUNEE 15.4% (5) | 2801
EQC [ EEECTE 6.7% (1) Biz3% | 6751
MAPA I 2130 (27 15.2% (5) | 3001
Social Studies Al Tests [ 14.3%(2) 71400 [Jrazse@
EQC Bi133% 71400 [ 123%
Not Eligible ELA Al Tests [ 72.5% (145) 22.4% (45) | 4.5%19) 0.5% (1)
FRL MAP I o2 as) 31.6% (25) f 76
EQC I 51506 1g) 34.6% (3) | 38000
MAPL I a5 405 a2) 11.5% (11) | 2.10(2) | 1.0%(1)
Mathematics  AllTests [ =2 0% 0155) [ 1349 (29) | ESLIEN | 0584 (1)
MAP I 5260 (51 25.3% (20 fso%m | 1.3%1)
EQC I o2 796018 | 53000
MAPA I sz a%(s0) | 5.2%0s) | 1.0%0)
Science Al Tests [ 72.4% 75) 15.5% (15) lezwnis
MAP I G122 30.6% (11) NEELTE)
EQC [ e B 158%(3)
MAPA I oo 596 izs) [ 25(e)
Social Studies  AllTests [l 3242 (12) 51.4%5 (13) B 15.2% s
EQC B =240 012 51.4% (13) B 15.2%8)
Student Growth

Performance and Effectiveness Question(s) These Data Inform: To what extent did students improve their

performance on the state assessment in comparison to expectations based on prior performance?

DESE calculates a growth score for each student that represents the difference between the student'’s

performance in the current year and their “predicted” performance based on their prior year score and several
other factors. As of 2022-23, growth scores are calculated for students in grades 4-8 taking the grade-level MAP,
as well as students taking EOCs. Growth scores are not available for students who take the MAP-A. This growth
metric is used to determine the APR growth points districts and schools earn per the MSIP accountability
formula.® The data also allow districts to examine the extent to which students made normative gains from one
year to the next. Charts displaying growth data overall and by school, for both ELA and math, are provided
below.

5 APR points for growth are based on where a district’s average residual falls along the distribution of average residuals across Missouri districts. Thus the
magnitude of the average residual, or whether the residual is negative or positive, will not explain a district’s APR growth score/points.
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Key Trends

e Across all schools, students exceeded their predicted score (i.e., improved upon their prior year score) to a
greater extent in math than ELA.

e On average, students scored beyond their predicted performance in math (by almost a quarter of a
standard deviation). In contrast, students on average scored slightly below their predicted level of
performance in ELA.

e There was some degree of variance in student growth across individual SSD schools.

e SSD secondary schools / EOCs contributed a nominal number of scores to the district average, External
Sites being an exception.

Average Student Growth vs. Predicted (residual z-score)

A z-score reflects the standard deviation above or below the mean; thus the residual represents the fraction of a
standard deviation students scored above or below the predicted score based on prior year results and other factors.
Residual z-scores above 0 exceed "Predicted” performance for individual students.

Student counts appear in parentheses

ELA
Includes grades 4-8 (grade-Level MAP) and English EOC

Southview High
Northview

Ackerman

Southview Elementary
Litzsinger

North Tech
MNeuwoehner

Courts Programs
External Sites

District

Math

-0.8

I 5
I o 0 )
| &
-0.05(23) [|j
-011(37) [
-0.12(5) [
29 (1) [
-o32(s) || R
os2cr) I
-0.07 (185) [J}
06 04 02 00 02 10

0.4 0.6

Average Residual Growth Score &

Includes grades 4-8 (grade-Level MAFP) and Algebra EQC

Neuwoehner
Southview High
Litzsinger

Ackerman

Northview

Courts Programs
External Sites

North Tech

Southview Elementary

District

e I
—
— O
B o2 ss)
| R
oo
B o24032)
Poosi
014 zs) [
I o :: 075

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 10

Average Residual Growth Score &

State Assessment Data Report Page 10 of 14



Appendix A
Results by School

SSD State Assessment Results

2023 Results by School / Site
Results shown include student scores that do not contribute to accountability ratings (e.g., students attending the district for
less than one academic year). Excludes assessment invalidations.

Litzsinger Ackerman

Southview

ELA

Mathematics

Science

ELA

Mathematics

Sclence

ELA

Mathematics

Science

Below Basic
Al Tests [ 57 5% (30)
Mar [ 53400039
Mars I o119 (21)
all Tests [ 73 5% 29
MaP [ s8.3%(22)
Mara [ o7 5% i2e)

Al Tests [ 77 3% 29
Mar [ 71.0% 22
Mara [ 5230 (12)
all Tests [ 75720 7=

Mar [ 7299 i35)
Mara [ 782923
Al Tests [ 75.7% i79)
MAP I 5 30 022)
Mara [ o270 (s1)

Al Tests [ 70.0% (28)
Mar [ 55.7% (12)
Mars [ 7z.7% 18)
Al Tests [ 70.79% 20
Mar [ 53130017
Mara [ 5z 3% (24
all Tests [ 77 5% (25

Mar [ 5o 9% 019
Mars [ 100.0% (25
Al Tests [ 75.0%:15)
Mar [ 51.5%(s)

Mara [ 100.0% (7

State Assessment Data Report

B 23 7% 22)
[ 32 296 (25
[ 67w

B 15296 19)
[ 25.00 (18)
| 2290 (1)

B 13293
B 22 5% (7)
775

W 22 395 23)
[ 2500 12)
B 20 00 (11)
B 175818
I 31396 15)
[ 5500

I 30.0%(12)
[ 333509
[ 27.33:05)
B 2249013
[ 3445011
f77%0@

B 17 236 20)

I 3139 (10)

B 1500 03)
0 23.2% (3

Proficient

I 7659
B 11o0%m
| 229001
| 51008
PR

| 258
I 5.5%¢2)

| 1.9%2)
| 21801
| 1.8% (1)
=G
B 10.4%5)
| 18501

I 5004
B 12582

|52
L ERLE

B 10.0% (2
B 15.4% 2

Advanced

| 0.8%(1)
| 1.4%01)

I 51508
| R
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SSD State Assessment Results

2023 Results by School / Site

Results shown include student scores that do not contribute to accountability ratings (e.g., students attending the district
for less than one academic year). Excludes assessmeant invalidations.

Northview Neuwoehner

Southview High

ELA

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

ELA

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

ELA

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Below Basic

Al Tests [N 523.3% (10
EQC B 20.0%02)

mars [ 1.8
Al Tests [ =000 12)
EOC I 100.0% 2
Mars I 72.7% 0@
Al Tests [ 533% (10
EOC

mars [ co.5% (10)
Al Tests [ 75.0% 03
EQC I 50003
Al Tests [ 73.2% 015
EQC P 525005
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SSD State Assessment Results
2023 Results by School / Site

Results shown include student scores that do not contribute to accountability ratings (e.g., students attending the district for
less than one academic year). Excludes assessment invalidations.
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Appendix B
Statewide MAP Results

State-level Assessment Results
Including results for all students and for students with IEPs

Type Content Area Year Below Basic Basic Proficient
Students ELA 2023 [ gD 38.3% | ELX=N
with IEPs 2022 [ EEED 37.8% I w03%
Mathematics 2023 I s 5 23.8% Psse
2022 [ ke 23.7% Paoxn
Science 2023 | BES 28.8% [ 03%
2022 [ g 29.9% [ 00
Social Studies 2023 I 125% 72.8% [ 11.9%
2022 [l 5.4 72.5% [J] 10.6%
All ELA 2023 B 185% 37.8% B =7 5%
Students 2022 [ pEEES 38.4% L EE
Mathematics 2023 B 2z 5% 31.0% | EEE
2022 P 220 31.4% B 2z
Science 2023 B 220 35.9% [ EED
2022 B 5.1 37.3% | EED
Social Studies 2023 J2e% sse% [ 353%
2022 51 sasw [N 355
Source: Missouri Comprehensive Data Site https://apps.dese.mo.gov/MCDS/ Home. a5px
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Assessment Results for Students Attending MO Schools for the Severely Disabled
Percentages do not equate to 100%. Complete results for each performance level are unavailable because
DESE supprasses results in public datasets when the student count within a performance level falls below 5

Content Area Year Below Basic Basic Proficient
ELA 2023 | EEDNEUES
Mathematics 2023 L B
Science 2023 [ EETEpEe
Social Studies 2023
Source: Missouri Comprehensive Data Site https://apps.dese.mo.gov/MCDS/Home.as5px
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