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History of the APR

w Direct result of 5 standards outlined through the
Missouri School Improvement Program (MSIP V)

w Provides Districts the information outlining status,
progress or growth in 5 standards
Academic Achievement
Subgroup Achievement
College Career Readiness
Attendance
Graduation Rate



Changes for the
2019 APR

w Past APRs provided points in each of the 5 standards outlined
previously

v This year, DESE is providing 1 of 4 categories for each of the standards
z Floor
@ Approaching
@ On Track
@ Target

% APRs with points outlined will only be produced for those 5 Districts in
the state who are not fully accredited

% Districts can still use the information to identify:
@ Reflect on successes and weaknesses in the standards
@ Use data to restructure or modify current practices or procedures
@ Provide information to their stakeholders
@ Set internal goals for each school and district
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To Summary Data

2018 MSIP5 District/Charter Transitional APR Supporting Data Report - Secured

Preliminary

ST. LOUIS CITY (1151185)
Embargoed until February 1, 2019
Academic Achievement | Subgroup Achievement | CCR-HSR | Attendance | Graduation Rate

1. Academic Achievement Points Points Percent Metric 2016 2017 * 2018 *
Poss. Earned Earned
English Language Arts Yo I’Arg‘froi MPI gcgnlrfe % I;rgim MPI S'foll—;e Y% PArgivor MPI ;‘(S.:_-e
Status 16.0 9.0 259.8 Approaching 371% | 2708 5 339% 2587 13 227% [2500| -15
Progress 12.0 0.0 -3.2 Floor Prior 2 Yr NCE Avg = 3.1 Current 2 Yr NCE Avg =-0.1
Growth 12.0 0.0 48615 Floor
| Year 2 NCE) - Average(Year 2 NCE and Year 3 NCE)
C; M l,§§9 H,{le,v . 2018 MSIPS District/Charter Transitional APR Summary Report - Secured 2017 * 2018 *
Preliminary
| EDU CAT ION NCE |% Profor | MPI | NCE (% Profor | MPI | NCE
ST.LOUIS CITY (115115) Score | Adv Score | Adv Score
Embargoed until February 1, 2018 142 23.4% |2429] 96 19.2% |221.0( 1038
To Supporting Data cAvg=119 Current 2 Yr NCE Avg = 10.2
2018
APR Total Points 9421120 | Year 2 NCE) - Average(Year 2 NCE and Year 3 NCE)
Percent of Points 78.5% 2017 2018
| % Prof or MPI % Prof or MPI
MSIP 5 Standards Points Possible Points Earned Percent Earned Adv Adv
1. Academic Achievement 40.0 31.0 N 77.5% 3 27 3% 266.5
2. Subgroup Achievement 10.0 77 N 77.0%
3. College and Career Ready (CCR) 30.0 240 N 80.0%
4. Attendance 10.0 75 N 75.0%
5. Graduation Rate 30.0 24.0 BN 80.0% 2017 2018
Total 120.0 942 B 78.5% 1 % Prof or MPI % Prof or MPI
Adv Adv
e | e L e | | e g . . | e e B 38.9% 306.5 42 4% 306.3
Progress 6.0 0.0 I -0.8 Floor I Prior 2 Y1 MPI Avg = 307 2 Current 2 ¥Yr MPI Avg = 306.4
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12 Progress
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2019 APR Draft Supporting Data Page . .
o s
1. Academic Achievement Metric 2017 208" 2015 A
%Profor [ MP|NCE Score| % Prof or Adv [ NCE Score % Prof or Adv MP |NCE Score
English Language Arts Adv | | | ONLY
Status | | | | |
Progross Prior 2 ¥r NCE Avg = Current 2 Vr NCE Avg =
Growth
3 Yr Progress = A ‘and Year 2 NCE) Year 2 NCE and Year 3 NCE)
¢ (MP1) Progress Growth
% Profor MPI NCE Scare % Prof or Adv MPY NCE Score % Prof or Adv MP1 | NCE Score -
Mathematics Adv A A
— | — T o
Progress Priot 2 ¥r NCE Avg = Current 2 ¥r NCE Avg = 20 - 34 On Ti
Growth Y &
_ S Progress = Average(Carrant NEE and Y ea: ZHGE) - Avarageren THCE and Yam SHCET 00 45
Y
2017 I 2018 - FIELD TEST | 2019 oNLY
. % Prof or I WPl % Prof or Adv P % Prof or Adv | ™R
2017 2018 | 2019 - FIELD TEST
S0kl Stadies FELE TEST %Pr.:er| P % Prof or Adv P % Prof or Adv P
Status |
Progress Prior 2 Y7 WPl Avg = Current 2 Yr M Avg =
_ 3¥r Progress = WMPI and Year 2 MPY) - Average(year 2 M1 and Year 3 MPY)
At eara excluded in 2017, New ELA and WA mants mplemented in 2018. Naw science assessment mplamentad n 2019 and fiei test adminstersd for socal studies. Dract comparson of WP and proficency rates




Highlights for the District

& Students in ELA & Math were recognized as having achieved a
“statistically significant” amount of growth

& Students in the subgroup standard also showed growth from
previous years




2019 APR “0)-

Academic Achievement — Standard 1

( a a 2019 MSIPS5 District/Charter APR Summary Report - Secured
2 Missouri

o ST. LOUIS CITY (115115)
| E D U CAT I O N Embargoed until October 17, 2019

To Supporting Data Academic Achievement | Subgroup Achievement | CCR-HSR | Attendance | Graduation Rate
Std. Name
§td. Substandard Metrics
1. Academic Achievement Are individual students making achievement Are all students achieving at high levels at this point Is the school, district or charter making
gains over time? in time? improvements over prior years?
Eng. Language Arts Floor 100 2543 500 0.2
I | a I
Mathematics Floor 100 2271 500 0.6
I I a I
Science DATA WILL BE RELEASED SECURELY ON

QCTOBER 16, 2019

Social Studies NO DATA AVAILABLE - FIELD TEST ONLY

Growth Status Progress

| Floot |Approadling| On Track - 8




Elementary

						ELA								Math								Attendance

		Network 
Supt		School		Status		Growth		Progress				Status		Growth		Progress				Status		Progress				ELA						Math						Attendance

		Moran		Adams		247.9		50.4		-8.2				215		48.6		-0.07				77.8%		-5.2%				Status		Growth		Progress		Status		Growth		Progress		Status		Progress

		Jones		Ames		233.4		49.4		-2.1				230.1		51.8		-7.4				87.0%		-4.0%				35		9		33		33		13		36		6		44

		Hartman		Ashland		190.6		48.7		0.6				154.6		47		-4.9				82.8%		-6.6%				5		1		5		6		0		4		8		1

		Jones		Bryan Hill		229.7		50.2		-2.7				205.9		50.5		4.4				96.3%		0.1%				1		31		2		1		21		2		10		0

		Pollack		Buder		285.2		50.4		-10				295		54.3		-9				92.2%		-9.7%				2		2		3		3		9		1		21		0

		Pollack		Clay		211.8		49.3		-4.9				169.2		46.1		-6.8				93.6%		0.4%				43		43		43		43		43		43		45		45

		Howard		Columbia		185.7		48.9		3.8				155		48.3		3.8				82.8%		-12.9%

		Jones		Dewey		274.5		50.0		-1.5				260.9		49.0		-4.5				95.5%		-2.0%				81.4%		20.9%		76.7%		76.7%		30.2%		83.7%		13.3%		97.8%

		Zitta		Dunbar		199.9		47.3		3.1				187.5		48.7		-2.4				90.3%		-1.8%				11.6%		2.3%		11.6%		14.0%		0.0%		9.3%		17.8%		2.2%

		Pollack		Farragut		234.1		51.5		-16.9				215.3		52.9		-13.4				92.2%		-2.1%				2.3%		72.1%		4.7%		2.3%		48.8%		4.7%		22.2%		0.0%

		Moran		Ford		188.5		48.1		2.4				168.6		45.6		3.1				90.4%		-4.7%				4.7%		4.7%		7.0%		7.0%		20.9%		2.3%		46.7%		0.0%

		Pollack		Froebel		238.1		53.3		-8.8				270.4		59.2		-3.8				91.4%		-2.8%

		Howard		Gateway Elem		278.1		49.1		-6.8				262.5		48.9		1.9				89.0%		-2.1%

		Howard		Gateway Michael		201.8		0.0		-6.5				140.2		0.0		0.7				64.7%		-3.4%

		Zitta		George W. Carver		195.9		46.3		-3.1				191.6		47.4		-9.1				86.1%		-7.1%

		Jones		Hamilton		227.5		48.8		-4.3				248.8		51.8		-6.5				88.3%		-3.1%

		Pollack		Henry		219.4		49.6		-2.4				206.8		52.0		-0.7				86.9%		-2.9%

		Jones		Herzog		193.6		48.9		-5				164.1		48.3		-7.4				85.4%		-6.6%

		Jones		Hickey		186.1		45.9		-9.2				159		42.9		-4.3				80.2%		-9.0%

		Zitta		Hodgen		242.8		48		0.7				223.2		49.8		-5.9				84.7%		-0.2%

		Pollack		Humboldt		249.9		49.8		-7.2				213.2		48.5		-9.5				90.5%		-3.2%

		Moran		Jefferson		177.1		46.6		0.8				161.1		48.2		-1.6				77.8%		-8.1%						Floor		Approaching		On Track		Exceeding

		Howard		Kennard		453.3		50.8		1.5				449.3		49.4		-1.1				98.8%		0.3%

		Jones		Laclede		212.5		48.7		1				165.7		45.0		3.8				88.7%		-6.1%

		Jones		Lexington		235.9		49.1		4.4				223.8		50.9		-0.7				91.1%		-3.8%

		Hochman		Lyon @ Blow		197.9		50.1		5.7				169		49.9		4.1				91.5%		-3.2%

		Howard		Mallinckrodt		468.3		52.6		1.4				459.4		50.2		0.2				99.4%		0.1%

		Pollack		Mann		245.5		49.0		-8.8				211.7		48.1		-7.9				96.3%		-0.8%

		Howard		Mason		359.8		51.1		-11.8				331.9		50.4		-7.5				94.0%		-0.5%

		Hartman		Meramec		201.8		48.7		-1				163.1		44.5		1.9				78.3%		-9.0%

		Moran		Monroe		205.8		50.1		10.3				171.8		50.1		7.5				82.6%		-3.4%

		Zitta		Mullanphy		245.8		50.0		1.5				230.7		50.1		-1.3				91.2%		-3.0%

		Zitta		Nance		213.7		49.3		-1.7				186.5		48.7		-1.7				80.2%		-9.5%

		Jones		Oak Hill		244.2		51.0		1.8				241.4		54.5		1				92.0%		-3.1%

		Hochman		Pamoja @ Cole		228.7		50.2		-3.2				194.5		51.5		-4.3				87.6%		-2.0%

		Zitta		Peabody		171.9		48.5		-7.1				153.8		47		-8.4				77.9%		-6.3%

		Zitta		Shaw		265.1		49		-5.2				209.6		49.9		-2.7				93.5%		0.3%

		Zitta		Shenandoah		224.7		49.2		0.4				221.8		51.0		0.4				84.5%		-70.0%

		Pollack		Sigel		234.3		50.6		-6.5				226.2		52.5		-6.3				85.1%		-4.0%

		Knight		Stix																		92.0%		-1.8%

		Zitta		Walbridge		179.3		51.1		-2.9				152.6		46.1		-2.9				79.8%		-7.2%

		Jones		Washington Montessori		242		46.1		-5.5				217.7		47.9		-6.1				85%		-6.2%

		Knight		Wilkinson																		91.6%		1.0%

		Pollack		Woerner		273		49.9		-2.5				223.4		45.7		-2.3				92.7%		-2.0%

		Jones		Woodward		221.4		48.1		-7.6				177.2		45.3		-2.9				86.7%		-2.4%





Middle School

																												Middle Schools

						ELA								Math								Attendance						ELA						Math						Attendance

				School		Status		Growth		Progress				Status		Growth		Progress				Status		Progress				Status		Growth		Progress		Status		Growth		Progress		Status		Progress

		Hochman		AESM Middle		263.6		50.8		0.6				200.3		50		-2.3				81.0%		-8.2%				6		5		3		8		4		4		6		6

		Hochman		Busch		279.4		49.5		0.5				234		49.7		3.8				93.3%		1.7%				2		0		2		0		0		0		1		1

		Gale		Carr Lane		221.7		47.5		9				186.5		47.8		6.7				77.8%		-5.2%				0		2		1		0		3		3		0		0

		Hochman		Compton Drew		248.1		48.7		1.8				215.7		50.7		1.1				79.9%		-5.3%				0		1		2		0		1		1		1		1

		Moran		Fanning		184.5		11.7		48.2				146.8		5.9		50.1				76.1%		5.8%				8		8		8		8		8		8		8		8

		Hochman		Gateway Middle		213.5		45.6		5.5				186.1		47.1		-0.1				78.0%		-5.2%

		Hochman		Long		229.4		49.6		-7.6				193.2		51.9		-6.1				76.2%		-4.9%				75.0%		62.5%		37.5%		100.0%		50.0%		50.0%		75.0%		75.0%

		Gale		Yeatman		178.2		46.6		3.8				145.6		47		5.8				77.1%		-13.9%				25.0%		0.0%		25.0%		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		12.5%		12.5%

																												0.0%		25.0%		12.5%		0.0%		37.5%		37.5%		0.0%		0.0%

																												0.0%		12.5%		25.0%		0.0%		12.5%		12.5%		12.5%		12.5%

						Floor		Approaching		On Track		Exceeding





High School



						ELA								Math								CCR 3.1-3						CCR 3.4						CCR 3.5-6						Attendance						Graduation Rate -
 4 year						Graduation Rate -
 5 year						Graduation Rate -
 6 year						Graduation Rate -
 7 year

				School		Status		Growth		Progress				Status		Growth		Progress				Status		Progress				Status		Progress				Status		Progress				Status		Progress				Status		Progress				Status		Progress				Status		Progress				Status		Progress

		Brown		Beaumont		231.8		NA		-18.9				161.6		NA		-6.5				28.1%		3.5%				7.3%		2.1%				60.1%		-3.9%				69.6%		2.9%				46.9%		4.0%				54.7%		12.0%				55.7%		7.3%				55.8%		-4.7%

		Gale		Carnahan		304.6		NA		-14.3				225.3		NA		-17.1				42.5%		-6.4%				40.2%		8.1%				94.8%		20.0%				82.1%		-0.8%				91.0%		4.0%				92.8%		30.0%				92.1%		-2.1%				95.0%		-1.4%

		Adams		Central		344.8		NA		-14.2				255		NA		-15.8				53.0%		2.1%				48.3%		4.5%				94.6%		1.2%				88.6%		-1.5%				92.5%		-0.8%				96.1%		1.0%				95.3%		1.8%				93.8%		1.5%

		Adams		Cleveland		309		NA		-13.5				271.9		NA		-1.1				48.6%		-3.6%				38.5%		0.0%				90.8%		-2.0%				82.9%		-7.2%				88.9%		4.0%				87.1%		6.3%				86.3%		-4.9%				90.1%		-5.2%

		Adams		Clyde C Miller		317.5		NA		-12.5				269		NA		-3.6				45.1%		-1.0%				55.7%		6.9%				95.5%		0.6%				84.2%		-7.2%				93.1%		0.7%				93.3%		2.0%				92.8%		2.0%				92.5%		-2.3%

		Adams		Collegiate Bioscience				NA								NA

		Adams		Gateway STEM		316.2		NA		-9.9				263.3		NA		-13.8				47.5%		-4.3%				56.2%		1.9%				91.0%		-2.4%				83.4%		-0.2%				86.8%		-3.4%				92.0%		-0.1%				92.1%		0.2%				93.2%		-0.4%

		Adams		McKinley		430.8		NA		4.2				404		NA		3.8				91.6%		-3.6%				85.5%		0.2%				98.6%		-0.4%				93.8%		-0.7%				77.2%		8.1%				95.0%		-6.2%				95.8%		3.9%				86.7%		14.8%

		Adams		Metro		435.1		NA		-3.9				404.5		NA		6.4				112.0%		-0.9%				117.2%		-0.7%				99.5%		0.7%				95.3%		-1.1%				97.3%		-2.8%				98.6%		0.8%				97.6%		2.1%				95.6%		1.7%

		Hochman		Nahed Chapman Academy		109.9		51.6		8.9				112.4		48.2		10.5				NA		NA				NA		NA				NA		NA				93.5%		3.2%				NA		NA				NA		NA				NA		NA				NA		NA

		Gale		Northwest Law Academy		263		NA		-32.4				226.8		NA		-4				32.8%		-1.6%				23.4%		-3.3%				92.1%		6.6%				64.1%		-19.3%				77.5%		-4.8%				85.0%		-1.5%				88.4%		-4.8%				90.8%		-1.0%

		Knight		Nottingham		269.9		0		0.1				161.6		0		6.7				2.4%		2.7%				0.0%		0.0%				6.8%		-2.8%				85.6%		0.7%				20.0%		-16.1%				40.8%		-25.5%				74.3%		-9.7%				91.5%		-4.8%

		Gale		Roosevelt		269.8		NA		-14.5				221.1		NA		-13.3				34.5%		1.0%				28.1%		2.9%				83.9%		1.9%				57.4%		-7.5%				54.6%		1.7%				61.3%		-0.5%				60.5%		-2.4%				59.7%		6.0%

		Adams		Soldan		313.2		NA		-14.8				237.3		NA		-11.1				43.1%		-2.3%				64.8%		-1.1%				94.4%		1.4%				80.3%		-2.7%				91.1%		-4.7%				96.0%		-3.1%				96.8%		0.1%				97.4%		0.9%

		Gale		Sumner		247.9		NA		-19.4				159.3		NA		-5.4				33.6%		-0.9%				17.5%		-9.0%				85.6%		0.2%				60.4%		-15.6%				67.8%		2.0%				70.0%		5.7%				65.1%		1.7%				63.8%		3.1%

		Gale		Vashon		237		NA		-21.1				167.4		NA		-9.7				28.4%		2.6%				8.9%		5.5%				82.7%		1.9%				54.4%		-3.2%				58.0%		2.8%				64.5%		-1.2%				63.3%		-1.2%				66.0%		1.5%








Highlights for the District

. ACT, SAT, ASVAB and Accuplacer results remain in the high 45%
of the graduates receiving a qualifying score

w 47.2% of our graduates achieved a qualifying score or grade in
Dual Enrolled, Dual Credit, IB or AP Courses —a 3.8% increase
since 2017

v The 180 day followup of our graduates continue to have a
positive placement at a rate just under 85%

@ 2 year or 4 year college, military, job placement




Highlights for the District

v While the percent of students attending 90% of the time
decreased, it is still well above the 80% “floor” level

w Graduation rates in the 5, 6, & 7 year calculations are a
minimum of 80% for the 4" year in a row

-

GRAIJUATE
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Highlights for the Schools -
Elementary - ELA
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Highlights for the Schools -
Elementary - Math
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Highlights for the Schools -
Middle - ELA
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Highlights for the Schools -

Middle - Math
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Standards 1 & 2 * -

BT T erogress Growth
ELA Approaching Floor Floor

Math Floor Floor Floor

Science

Social Studies
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District 2019
Standards 3 — 5 Band Results

I progress

CCR 3.1-3 Approaching Floor
CCR3.4 On Track Floor
CCR 5-6 On Track Floor
Attendance Approaching Floor
Graduation - 4 Approaching Floor
Graduation -5 Approaching Approaching
Graduation - 6 Approaching Floor
Graduation - 7 Approaching Floor
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Summary

v ELA —76.8% of our elementary schools saw significant growth

w Math — Almost 70% of our elementary schools saw significant
growth

x Math — 50% of our middle schools saw significant growth

w High School Follow-Up — 85.7% of our high schools achieved in
the “On Track or Exceeding Level”

& High School Graduation Rate — 64.3% of our high schools
achieved in the On Track or Exceeding Level
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