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Chapter 1

Introduction

During the 20062007 school year, the Minnesota Department of Education (MDE) funded 24 elementary schools
throughout the state, including schools with a substantial number of educationally disadvantaged students, to implement
Reading First programs. The overall goal of these Reading First programs is to improve the reading skills of educationally
disadvantaged students in grades K-3. The program is a key component of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001
(Title I, Part B) and utilizes scientifically-based reading research instructional strategies and assessment procedures.

Each of the 24 Reading First schools was coordinated by a full-time Literacy Coordinator, a part-time (two days per
week) External Facilitator from the University of Minnesota (the U of M), and a part-time data collector from the U of
M. It should also be noted that each school’s building principal played a prominent role in his/her school’s program. As in
previous school years, the Literacy Coordinators organized weekly Study Group meetings within their respective schools
where the teachers, principals, and Literacy Coordinators discussed the latest reading research findings provided by the U
of M. (The U of M prepared packets of the reading articles from the latest reading journals for the teachers to use within
their Study Groups.) During the year, the evaluation consultants observed Study Groups where higher-level questioning
skills, vocabulary, and comprehension instructional strategies were discussed. The Literacy Coordinators modeled lessons
for the teachers and offered suggestions to the Reading First teachers on how to improve their reading instruction, and
arranged for the videotaping of teachers to help them further examine their instruction methods. The External Facilitator
frequently participated in each school’s Study Group and was observed interpreting the Reading First test scores with the
classroom teachers. They, along with the Literacy Coordinator, helped each teacher identify individual students’ strengths
and weaknesses and suggested instructional techniques to remediate students’ deficiencies. The U of M’s data collectors
used classroom observation instruments to determine the specific instructional techniques teachers implemented within
their classrooms. As noted above, each Reading First principal played a prominent role within his/her school’s Reading
First program. Each principal participated in the school’s weekly Study Groups and attended the numerous professional
development workshops provided by the U of M. The principals were also given training on how to implement “shared
leadership” and other effective administrative strategies.

As previously discussed, the U of M provided the entire Reading First community with numerous professional develop-
ment workshops during the summer (the Summer Institute) as well as during the school year (the Fall, Winter and Spring
Institutes). These large-scale training sessions (approximately 500 Reading First teachers, principals, Literacy Coordi-
nators, and External Facilitators attended these workshops) included presentations by national reading experts and Dr.
Barbara Taylor, a professor from the U of M, and her associates. The Institutes also included presentations by many of the
Literacy Coordinators, the External Facilitators, and many Reading First classroom teachers.

The Reading First Program Components

As noted above, the Reading First program is based upon scientifically-based reading research. Therefore, the United
States Department of Education recommended that each Reading First program focus on the five major components of
reading instruction. They include the following:

e Phonemic Awareness Instruction,

e Phonics Instruction,
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e Fluency Instruction,
e Vocabulary Instruction, and
e Text Comprehension Instruction.

Phonemic Awareness Instruction is the ability to notice, think about, and work with individual sounds in spoken words.
Phonics Instruction focuses on the relationships between the letters of written language and the sounds of spoken language.
Fluency Instruction focuses on helping students read text accurately and quickly. Vocabulary Instruction is designed to
help students recognize word meanings and to effectively communicate those meanings. The use of the word vocabulary
here can imply either oral vocabulary or reading vocabulary, where oral vocabulary refers to words that are used in speak-
ing or recognized in listening, and reading vocabulary refers to words recognized or used in print. Text Comprehension
Instruction is the ultimate reason for reading. As a federal government pamphlet on Reading First said, “If the readers can
read the words but do not understand what they are reading, they are not really reading.”

Participating School Districts and Schools: Round Two Schools

Fourteen school districts throughout Minnesota implemented a Reading First program in the following 24 elementary
schools:

Anoka-Hennepin Public Schools Owatonna Public Schools
University Elementary School Wilson Elementary School
Wilson Elementary School

Robbinsdale Public Schools
Austin Public Schools Neill Elementary School
Neveln-Woodson Elementary School

Rochester Public Schools
Cass Lake-Bena Public Schools Riverside Central Elementary School
Cass Lake-Bena Elementary School

South Koochiching/Rainy River Public Schools
Crookston Public Schools Indus Elementary School

Washington Elementary School

Spring Lake Park Public Schools

Minneapolis Public Schools Woodcrest Elementary School
Bancroft Elementary School .
Bethune Community School St. Cloud Public Schools
Jenny Lind Community School Discovery Community School

Ramsey Fine Arts School

Risen Christ (Nonpublic)

Shingle Creek Urban Environmental Center
Waite Park Elementary School

St. Paul Public Schools
Crossroads Elementary School
Farnsworth Aerospace Magnet School
Hancock-Hamline University Collaboration

North St. Paul-Maplewood-Oakdale Public Schools Magnet School
Richardson Elementary School Paul and Sheila Wellstone Elementary

Ogilvie Public Schools
Ogilvie Elementary School
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Chapter 2
Evaluation Methodology

As in the previous two school years, Assessment and Evaluation Concepts Inc. (AEC) was hired by the MDE to conduct
the summative evaluation of the Reading First program. (The U of M, under the direction of Dr. Barbara Taylor, conducted
the formative evaluation of the Minnesota Reading First subgrant program.) This final evaluation report summarizes the
various tests and assessments administered in each of the 24 participating Reading First schools. The evaluation report
also includes the results of a series of classroom observations conducted by the evaluation consultants, which focused on
the five major components of the Reading First program: Phonemic Awareness Instruction, Phonics Instruction, Fluency
Instruction, Vocabulary Instruction, and Text Comprehension Instruction. In addition, the evaluation report contains the
results of a series of individual interviews from each of the Reading First schools’ principals, Literary Coordinators,
External Facilitators, and a sample of the classroom teachers. The evaluation consultants examined all relevant program
documents and data files from the MDE, the U of M, and a sample of the Reading First schools.

Regarding the Reading First tests and assessments, the Minnesota Reading First proposal to the United States Depart-
ment of Education delineated several specific reading tests and subtests for the Round Two schools to administer and
provided specific target scores for these Reading First schools to achieve. Therefore, the achievement tests were analyzed
to determine the number of students meeting the achievement targets and the total number of students participating in the
Reading First program. Furthermore, percentages of students meeting or exceeding the targets for the state over time are
presented in this final evaluation report.
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Chapter 3

Interview Results

AEC visited 20 of the participating Reading First elementary schools. During these on-site visits, the evaluation con-
sultants individually interviewed each school principal, the Literacy Coordinator, the External Facilitator, and a sample of
the Reading First classroom teachers. Using a series of structured interview guides, the evaluation consultants conducted
interviews with a sample of the Reading First staff. The following is a summary of these interviews.

The Reading First Principals

Each of the building principals interviewed were pleased to have their schools participating in the Reading First pro-
gram. They all indicated the various tests and assessments help drive the reading instruction within their buildings. One
rural principal said, “This is the first time we have used test data to drive instruction in my school.” She said that the read-
ing scores for the Reading First program help identify individual students’ needs, monitor the students’ progress, are used
to communicate with the children’s parents, and help her inform her school board on the achievements of her students in
the Reading First program. A principal in a non-public urban school had similar feelings toward the use of the various tests
and assessments in her school’s Reading First program. She said, “The test scores help my teachers determine the place-
ment of students in reading groups, monitor each child’s progress, and determine what type of intervention is appropriate
for each child.” One urban principal was critical of the tests and assessments used in the Reading First program and said,
“The tests in the program are not very useful in working with special needs students or English language learners.” How-
ever, nearly all other principals felt the tests and assessments were worthwhile components of the Reading First program.

All principals interviewed were positive about the use of the latest reading research in their schools. Several principals
discussed how they used the reading research in their schools’ Study Groups. One suburban principal said, “The research
we discuss in our Study Groups help us be strategic about achieving our goals. We discuss best practices and how to
implement the instructional strategies we read about.” An urban principal indicated she used the reading research in her
school’s faculty meetings as well as in her school’s Study Groups. Another urban principal said he worked closely with his
Literacy Coordinator and planned the topics discussed in his school’s Study Groups. He indicated that his school focused
on comprehension and vocabulary topics in this year’s Study Groups. He also planned to extend the Study Group’s model
for his fourth-, fifth-, and sixth-grade teachers.

Each principal was laudatory about his/her school’s Literacy Coordinators and the External Facilitators. They all felt
these “reading experts” were an invaluable resource to their classroom teachers. Whether they were modeling a lesson
for a struggling teacher or helping set the agenda for the weekly Study Group meetings, all principals were pleased with
their school’s Literacy Coordinator and External Facilitator. One principal said, “Our External Facilitator is unbelievably
helpful to my teachers. She is an excellent resource.”

The principals were also complimentary about assistance from the Minnesota Department of Education. One urban
principal said, “My Reading First specialist is excellent...she is always positive and very knowledgeable.” Another princi-
pal from a rural elementary school made similar positive remarks. She said, “My Reading First specialist from the Min-
nesota Department of Education has been extremely helpful to me...I can call or e-mail her any time.”

Nearly all principals were positive about the professional development workshops provided by the U of M. They felt
that the training sessions provided their teachers with many valuable instructional strategies to use in their reading classes.
One urban principal said, “I think the workshops give my teachers many new insights. The workshops also give my
staff an opportunity to network with other teachers.” In spite of the many positive comments about the professional
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development workshops, one urban principal thought the U of M should have provided a more in-depth presentation on
various components of the Reading First program at the beginning of the program. Another urban principal suggested his
instructional assistants be invited to the professional development workshops, while another urban principal thought the
workshops were too repetitive.

Literacy Coordinators

All of the Literacy Coordinators interviewed were enthusiastic about their participation in their schools’ Reading First
program. The Literacy Coordinators discussed how they helped teachers interpret and use the various tests and assess-
ments. For example, one Literacy Coordinator said, “We look for trends in the data and use the tests to differentiate the
instruction.” Another Literacy Coordinator said they have monthly assessment days in her school and use the test informa-
tion to monitor her students’ progress. Another Literacy Coordinator from an urban school said, “We use the test data to
drive the instruction in my school...and we look at the test scores to see what interventions the students need.” In addition,
another Literacy Coordinator discussed how she presented the Reading First test results to her local school board. She
thought the positive test results would be beneficial to retaining her position when the Reading First grant expires.

The Literacy Coordinators discussed their roles within their schools’ Study Groups. A Literacy Coordinator from an
urban school said, “We have weekly Study Group meetings to discuss comprehension skills and Early Intervention Pro-
grams...we try to identify strategies that impact our students’ achievement.” A Literacy Coordinator said, “Through our
Study Groups, we try new instructional techniques.” She also discussed how teachers used videotaping to critique each
others’ teaching. She noted, “We try to find out what works with our students.”

Literacy Coordinators indicated that they worked closely with their schools’ principal. One Literacy Coordinator said,
“I meet weekly with my principal and we discuss our school’s Leadership Team.” These meetings help us set the agenda
for our weekly Study Group meetings. Another Literacy Coordinator said she had an excellent relationship with her prin-
cipal. She said, “My principal is an excellent problem solver.”

Nearly all of the Literacy Coordinators were positive about the professional development workshops provided by the U
of M. A Literacy Coordinator said, “The workshops have made a huge difference in my school...Catholic schools do not
have much professional development...my teachers are able to hear nationally known experts.” Another Literacy Coordi-
nator from an urban school indicated that there was a great resistance from some of her teachers about having to attend
the U of M workshops. She said, “Some of my teachers have embraced the new ideas and suggestions...and others are not
willing to learn new approaches.” As a matter of fact, one of the teachers said to the evaluation consultant, “These work-
shops are a waste of my time...I have taught over 30 years and I already know all this stuff.”

External Facilitators

Each External Facilitator indicated that he/she worked closely with the school’s Literacy Coordinators, as well as help-
ing the principal and teachers interpret the test scores. They also indicated that they worked closely with the Literacy
Coordinators in implementing the Study Groups within their schools. One External Facilitator from a large urban school
said, “I am the representative from the U of M...I am there to provide the research to the teachers.” She also saw that her
role was to provide the teachers with information about the best instructional practices. Another External Facilitator from
an urban school said, “I work closely with the Literacy Coordinator...and spend a great deal of time in the classrooms...
to give feedback to the teachers.”

All of the External Facilitators indicated that they would frequently model lessons for their teachers. One External
Facilitator said, “I demonstrate a lesson for the teachers and share the video of my lesson with other teachers.” Another
External Facilitator indicated that she modeled lessons several times a week and had her teachers critique her lesson.
She found the modeling of lessons to be an effective learning experience for her teachers. After modeling the lesson, the
External Facilitator would go into the teacher’s classroom and observe the teacher trying the newly learned instructional
technique.
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Besides modeling lessons, the External Facilitators frequently distributed research articles to their teachers. One Exter-
nal Facilitator from a large urban school said, “I am constantly distributing articles to the teachers...our school subscribes
to Reading Research and we discuss these articles in our Study Groups.” Another External Facilitator from another large
urban school said, “The reading articles and the professional workshops provide my teachers with useful information on
instructional practices.”

Overall, the External Facilitators were seen as valuable resources to each school’s Reading First program. Working
closely with their schools’ Literacy Coordinators and building principals, they provided expert assistance to each of their
respective Reading First schools’ classroom teachers.

Classroom Teachers

An overwhelming majority of the teachers interviewed said they were pleased to participate in the Reading First pro-
gram. Although most of the teachers indicated the program required a significant time commitment, they felt that they
had learned a great deal about reading and they substantially improved their teaching skills. For example, many teachers
discussed how they used test scores to set up their reading groups. They also discussed how they used the test results to
identify each student’s strengths and weaknesses. One teacher from a large urban elementary school said, “I use the test
data to refer students for special education and to talk to the parents.” Another teacher in a rural elementary school indi-
cated she used the test results “to identify which of my students need an intervention and to monitor the other students’
progress.”

Nearly all of the teachers indicated they used the research they had acquired in their Study Groups to improve their
teaching. Working closely with their schools’ Literacy Coordinators and the External Facilitators, they had learned many
new instructional techniques. For example, a teacher from a large urban school said, “I try to apply the latest techniques in
my class...such as Post-it notes for questioning skills.” Another teacher from another urban school said, “The research has
changed the way I teach reading...I use higher-level questioning in my reading classes.” In spite of the numerous positive
comments, one negative teacher from a large urban elementary school said, “I read about things I already know about...I
know much of the material already.”

Many of the teachers interviewed indicated that they participated in their school’s Leadership Team. One teacher
from an urban elementary school said, “We have a wonderful environment in our school...we are very supportive to one
another... even though we combined two different schools.” Another teacher from a suburban school said, “We have a
representative from each grade level on our school’s Leadership Team and we discuss new ideas and make decisions to-
gether.”” Another teacher from a non-public school said, “I have an awesome relationship with my principal and I also love
my Literacy Coordinator. She is very helpful to me.”

Most of the teachers interviewed were very positive about professional development workshops they were required to
attend. A teacher from a rural elementary school said, “The workshops really meet my needs...I learned many new ideas
from each session.” Another teacher from a large urban school was particularly laudatory about the Winter Institute and
said, “I really like the Winter Institute. ..the teachers got to share what they were doing in their classes.” She also suggested
that the teachers be given an opportunity to visit other teachers’ classrooms. Several other teachers were pleased they had
an opportunity to view other teachers’ videos. One teacher from an urban school said, “We saw how other teachers are
doing things...and learn from each other.” One less-than-enthusiastic teacher from a suburban elementary school said, “I
think the in-service workshops are so-so...some of the workshops are great and some are not so good.”

All of the teachers interviewed were pleased with the abundance of new instructional materials they had received to
use with their students. For example, one rural teacher said, “The Literacy Coordinator is always getting us plenty of new
instructional materials.” Another teacher from a suburban elementary school said, ““We have an amazing amount of mate-
rials.” Overall, the teachers were very enthusiastic about the amount of new reading books they had acquired.
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In summary, nearly all of the teachers interviewed by the evaluation consultants were pleased to participate in the
Reading First program. As noted above, they had learned a great deal about reading instruction through the weekly Study
Group meetings and the U of M’s professional development institutes. They like participating in their schools’ Leadership
Teams and they had acquired an infusion of new reading materials. There were only a few teachers who were negative
toward their participation in the Reading First program.
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Chapter 4
Classroom Observation Results

During September and October of 2006, January of 2007, and May of 2007, the evaluation consultants visited 20 of the
Reading First schools throughout Minnesota. During these on-site visits, the evaluation consultant observed kindergarten
through grade 3 Reading First classes. After the MDE Reading First specialist contacted the Reading First schools, the
evaluation consultant called the school and the Literacy Coordinator or the principal faxed a schedule of classroom obser-
vations for the evaluation consultant to follow. These classroom observations were usually conducted during the morn-
ing’s school reading/literacy block and each classroom observation lasted between 20—30 minutes. Using a specially con-
structed classroom observation instrument, the evaluation consultants visited a sample of the Reading First classrooms. It
should be noted that the classroom observation instrument focused on the five major areas of the Minnesota Reading First
program: Phonemic Awareness, Phonics, Fluency, Vocabulary, and Text Comprehension. Below is a brief description of
each of these five major components:

Under Phonemic Awareness, the instruction included such components as identifying and making oral rhymes, iden-
tifying and working with syllables in spoken words, identifying and working with syllables in spoken words, identifying
and working with onsets and rimes in spoken syllables, and identifying and working with phonemes in words spoken.

Under Phonics, the instruction included such components as systematic approach, explicit approach, relating letters and
sounds, breaking spoken words into sounds, blending sounds, aiding children in applying letter-sound correspondence as
they read and write text, and adapting to needs of individuals.

Under Fluency, the instruction included such components as fluency (students reading and re-reading text until fluency
is met), guidance in re-reading through student-adult reading, choral reading, tape-assisted reading, partner reading or
reader’s theater, and monitoring students toward reading effortlessly and with expression.

Under Vocabulary, the instruction included such components as engagement in daily oral language, text orally read,
time for extensive individual reading, implicit and explicit word instruction, and repeat exposure to vocabulary, word
learning strategies such as word parts (affixes), and using context clues.

Under Text Comprehension, the instruction included such components as strategies for comprehension monitoring,
use of graphic and semantic organizers, teacher’s questioning, student generating questions, elements for text structure,
direct instruction such as direct explanations, modeling guided practice and application, activating prior knowledge, and
use of mental imagery.

Using these five major components of the Reading First program, the evaluation consultants rated their implementation
during the classroom observation on a five-point Likert scale:

e (=No evidence of implementation

e 1=Minimal evidence of implementation

e 2=Some evidence of implementation and usage
e 3=Evidence of implementation, with no practice
e 4=Evidence of implementation, minimal practice

e S=Extreme evidence of implementation
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Frequently, the evaluation consultant observed more than one component of the Reading First program being taught;
for example, Vocabulary instructional strategy was included in a lesson focusing on Comprehension. Therefore, the total
reading scores are a duplicated count, with some lessons receiving only one rating and some lessons receiving several rat-
ings for an individual lesson. The following are the total ratings and the mean rating scores for each grade level.

Table 1 reports the ratings of the evaluation consultants for the kindergarten classes observed. Phonics was clearly the
most prevalent Reading First component observed followed by Fluency instruction. Since many kindergarten teachers
spend a substantial amount of time teaching their students letter sounds and blends, it is not surprising that the evaluation
consultants observed Phonics being taught in many kindergarten classrooms.

Table 1
Results of Classroom Observation for Kindergarten
(N=22)
Reading First Component Total Rating Mean Rating
Phonemic Awareness 3 3.00
Phonics 44 4.88
Fluency 30 4.28
Vocabulary 19 3.80
Text Comprehension 19 3.80

Table 2 shows the ratings of the evaluation consultants for the first-grade classes. Fluency instruction (mean=4.50) was
the most prevalent instruction activity observed by the evaluation consultants followed by Comprehension (mean=4.25)
and Vocabulary instruction (mean=3.87) in the first-grade classes.

Table 2
Results of Classroom Observation for First Grade
(N=30)
Reading First Component Total Rating Mean Rating
Phonemic Awareness 4 4.00
Phonics 27 3.85
Fluency 36 4.50
Vocabulary 31 3.87
Text Comprehension 34 4.25
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Table 3 presents the ratings of the evaluation consultants for the second-grade Reading First classes observed. Interest-
ingly, Text Comprehension (mean=4.69), Vocabulary (mean=4.44), Fluency (mean=4.20), and Phonics (mean=4.25) all
had very similar ratings. Not surprisingly, Phonemic Awareness was not observed in any of the second-grade classes, since
Phonemic Awareness is usually only taught in kindergarten classes.

Table 3
Results of Classroom Observation for Second Grade
(N=32)
Reading First Component Total Rating Mean Rating
Phonemic Awareness 0 0
Phonics 17 4.25
Fluency 21 4.20
Vocabulary 40 4.44
Text Comprehension 61 4.69

Table 4 below depicts the results of the classroom observations for the third-grade Reading First classes. During the
2006—2007 school year, the evaluation consultants visited 32 third-grade classes. Text Comprehension was observed in
a substantial number of these third-grade classes, followed by Vocabulary instruction. Since Comprehension skills play
a prominent role in the reading curriculum as one moves into higher grade levels, it is not surprising that they were fre-
quently observed in the third-grade classes.

Table 4
Results of Classroom Observation for Third Grade
(N=32)
Reading First Component Total Rating Mean Rating
Phonemic Awareness 0 0
Phonics 5 5.0
Fluency 18 3.60
Vocabulary 30 4.28
Text Comprehension 63 4.84
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Chapter 5
Achievement Results

The Minnesota Reading First program has established a comprehensive system to collect relevant achievement infor-
mation on the participating students. As mentioned earlier, numerous formative assessments are conducted to provide
Reading First personnel with ongoing diagnostic and achievement measurements on the participating students. These as-
sessments are utilized from kindergarten through grade 3 and comprise the basis of the formative assessment component
conducted by the University of Minnesota.

The summative evaluation, conducted by AEC, uses the overall impact assessment subtests specified in the MDE’s
agreement with the federal Reading First program. The required summative evaluation achievement instruments are ad-
ministered to participating students in grades 1-3. These test instruments are:

¢ Gates-MacGinitie Comprehension (grades 1, 2);

¢ Gates-MacGinitie Word Decoding (grades 1, 2);

¢ Gates-MacGinitie Word Knowledge (grade 2);

¢ Deno’s Oral Fluency (grades 1, 2, 3); and

¢  Minnesota Comprehensive Assessment — MCA 1I (grade 3).

The achievement information in this chapter comes from several sources. The Minnesota Comprehensive Assessment
(MCA 1I) information was generated directly from MDE data files. The demographic files and coding schemes were
provided by the MDE; the non-MCA 1I student achievement files were provided by the University of Minnesota. AEC
converted these files and merged them with the student demographic data by using the state’s system of student identifica-
tion numbers as the common element. During the analysis, when missing or duplicate student identification numbers were
encountered, they could not be matched and were therefore dropped from the analysis. AEC maintained strict confidenti-
ality and security procedures at all times throughout the processing and analysis of the data.

This evaluation report presents end-of-year overall and disaggregated achievement performance data for grades 1-3
to indicate the number and percentage of students meeting the target proficiency level and the total number of students
in the tested group. Disaggregated information is provided for racial/ethnic categories and for special population groups
(students on free and reduced price lunch, limited English proficient students, and special education students). Due to
the substantial amount of overall school data and disaggregated school data for the subtests included in the Minnesota
Reading First program, this information is included in Appendices A, B, and C. The results are presented for students for
whom test scores were reported and who could be matched across files by their student identification number. In order
to maintain confidentiality of individual student information and to avoid presenting data from groups that are too small
to provide reliable achievement estimates, AEC has used the Minnesota reporting policy of not reporting group data for
fewer than 10 students. As a result, any data cell that includes fewer than 10 students is signified by a notation.

The achievement targets, established by the MDE and used in this report, are in terms of normal curve equivalents
(NCE's) for all Gates-MacGinitie subtests, words correct per minute for Deno’s Oral Fluency measures, and achievement
levels for the MCA 11

Also, where possible and technically defensible, AEC has provided achievement information over the two years that
the Round Two schools in the Reading First program have been collecting data. The large majority of the analyses include

13
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at least 100 cases. The reader is reminded that the accountability provisions of NCLB require a cross-sectional design in
which students are tested at each grade level but not followed longitudinally. Therefore, the comparisons over time should
be viewed with some caution since they are derived from different groups of students being compared (e.g., third graders
from last year versus this year’s third graders).

Table 5 indicates that the Minnesota Reading First program had complete test records on a total of 4,573 students in
grades 1-3 in the Round Two schools during 2006—2007 across the school sites that operated the program.

Table 5
Number of Students Tested by Grade

Grade Number of Students Tested

Grade 1 1,519
Grade 2 1,544
Grade 3 1,510
TOTAL 4,573

Grade 1 Achievement Information

The 2006—2007 achievement information for grade 1 is presented on Tables 6—8.

Table 6
Round Two Schools
Grade 1
Number and Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets

Percent Meeting the Number of Students Total Number of

SHE Target Meeting the Target Students
Gates-MacGu?ltle 673 1,021 1517
Comprehension
Gates-MacGinitie
Word Decoding 71.2 1,080 1,517
Deno’s Oral Fluency 71.2 1,081 1,519

Nearly 70 percent of students met or exceeded the target in comprehension and slightly over 70% achieved the target in
word decoding and oral fluency. When the data are broken down for disaggregated groups in Table 7, the percentages are
somewhat lower. For instance, the results for students identified on the poverty indicator (free and reduced price lunch)
show that about 60% of the students met the achievement targets. Special education students scored the lowest of the three
groups.

14
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Table 7
Round Two Schools
Grade 1
Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets for Disaggregated Groups

Free/Reduced Price Limited English

Subtest Lunch Proficient Special Education
Gates-MacGerItle 587 56.4 423
Comprehension
Gates-MacGinitie
Word Decoding 62.9 56.3 541
Deno’s Oral Fluency 63.2 60.3 54.7

NCLB also requires that the achievement data be disaggregated by racial/ethnic categories. Table 8 presents these data
and indicates that first-grade Caucasian Reading First students are meeting the achievement targets at higher rates than the
African American, Asian, and Native American students, and that Hispanic students are scoring the lowest.

Table 8
Round Two Schools
Grade 1
Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets by Racial/Ethnic Categories

Subtest Natl_v e Hispanic Afmfan Caucasian
American American
Gates-MacGinitie 57.3 69.5 52.8 55.8 78.0
Comprehension
Gates- MacGinitie
Word Decoding 71.9 66.8 54.2 63.6 81.8
Deno’s Oral 63.8 75.3 54.2 62.5 80.6
Fluency
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It was also possible to compare the percentages of students meeting the Minnesota Reading First achievement standards
in 2006-2007 to those of the previous year. Table 9 presents this information and indicates that a higher percentage of
students participating in Reading First in 2006-2007 met the target in oral fluency than in the first year of the program. As
mentioned earlier, the reader is reminded that the accountability provisions of NCLB require a cross-sectional design in
which students are tested at each grade level but not followed longitudinally. Therefore, the comparisons over time should
be viewed with some caution.

Table 9
Round Two Schools
Grade I — Two-Year Comparisons
Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets

Percent Meeting Percent Meeting
Subtest the Target the Target Percentage Difference
2005 - 2006 2006 - 2007

Gates-MacGlr]me 69.1 673 18
Comprehension
Gates-MacGinitie

Word Decoding 72.0 71.2 -0.8

Deno’s Oral Fluency 69.7 71.2 +1.5

Grade 2 Achievement Information

The 2006—2007 achievement information for grade 2 in Round Two schools is presented on Tables 10—12. On Table
10, the overall data indicate that, on the Gates-MacGinitie subtests, participants are meeting the achievement targets at a
low-to-mid 60% level. On Deno’s Oral Fluency measure, only 74% of the students met the words-per-minute criterion set
as the target.

Table 10
Round Two Schools
Grade 2
Number and Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets

Subtest Percent Meeting the Number of Students Total Number of
Target Meeting the Target Students

Gates-MacGu:utle 65.9 1,008 1,529
Comprehension
Gates-MacGinitie

Word Decoding 64.2 981 1,528
Gates-MacGinitie

Word Knowledge 64.5 987 1,531

Deno’s Oral Fluency 74.0 1,143 1,544
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When the data are broken down for disaggregated groups in Table 11, as we saw in earlier tables for grade 1 data, the
percentages are lower than the information across all Reading First students.

Table 11
Round Two Schools
Grade 2
Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets for Disaggregated Groups

Free/Reduced Price

Limited English

Subtest Lunch Proficient Special Education
Gates-Macqultle 551 48.5 372
Comprehension
Gates-MacGinitie
Word Decoding 54.2 46.7 41.0
Gates-MacGinitie
Word Knowledge 52.0 40.5 40.4

Deno’s Oral Fluency 66.3 64.8 47.2

Table 12 indicates the results for racial/ethnic categories. As with grade 1, Caucasian students did better than the other
groups. Hispanic students performed lower overall than the other groups.

Table 12
Round Two Schools
Grade 2
Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets by Racial/Ethnic Categories

Subtest Natl_v e Hispanic Afrlc_an Caucasian
American American
Gates-MacGinitie 73.3 58.9 46.3 50.0 79.3
Comprehension

Gates- MacGinitie

Word Decoding 70.7 576 42.6 50.7 7741
Gates- MacGinitie

Word Knowledge 70.7 491 41.2 48.9 81.3

Deno’s Oral Fluency 82.9 74.2 60.3 61.9 82.0
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Table 13 presents the two-year information and indicates mixed results with three of the four subtests registering lower
percentages over time. Once again, the reader is reminded that the comparisons over time should be viewed with some
caution since there were different students in each of the two years (not the same students over time).

Table 13
Round Two Schools
Grade 2 — Two-Year Comparisons
Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets

Percent Meeting Percent Meeting

Subtest the Target the Target 'Bei;:;';t:g:
2005 - 2006 2006 - 2007
Gates-Macqultle 69.9 65.9 40
Comprehension

Gates-MacGinitie

Word Decoding 67.1 64.2 -29
Gates-MacGinitie

Word Knowledge 62.3 64.5 +2.2

Deno’s Oral Fluency 75.7 74.0 -1.7

Grade 3 Achievement Information

The 2006—-2007 achievement information for grade 3 is presented on Tables 14—17. The overall data indicates that 67.6%
of the students were meeting the target on the Minnesota Comprehensive Assessment (MCA II), while 80% of the stu-
dents met the words-per-minute criterion set as the target for the oral fluency measure. It should be noted that 2006—2007
marked the first year that students classified as Limited English Proficient (LEP) were required to take the state test. About
25% of the Reading First group (380 of 1,510 test takers) were classified as LEP.

Table 14
Round Two Schools
Grade 3
Number and Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets

Subtest Percent Meeting the Number of Students Total Number of
Target Meeting the Target Students
MCAII 67.6 1,020 1,510
Deno’s Oral Fluency 80.0 1,188 1,485
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The data broken down for disaggregated groups in Table 15 indicates, as with the earlier grades, the percentages of
students meeting the targets in disaggregated groups are lower than the percentages demonstrated for all Reading First
students.

Table 15
Round Two
Grade 3
Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets for Disaggregated Groups

Free/Reduced Price Limited English

Subtest Lunch Proficient Special Education
MCAII 56.2 46.1 42.2
Deno’s Oral Fluency 73.6 72.9 54.3

Table 16 indicates the results for racial/ethnic categories. As with grades 1 and 2, Caucasian students did better than the
other groups. Native Americans students also met targets relatively well.

Table 16
Round Two
Grade 3
Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets by Racial/Ethnic Categories

Subtest Natlye Hispanic Afrlc.an Caucasian
American American
MCAII 70.7 56.8 53.3 52.3 82.5
Deno’s Oral 82.7 81.6 73.2 69.1 86.4
Fluency

Table 17 below shows the two-year comparisons on the MCA Il and the Deno’s Oral Fluency measure. While the oral
fluency measure showed an increase, the MCA 11, the Minnesota state assessment instrument, results appear to show a
3.6% decline in the number of students meeting the achievement targets. In addition to the cautions listed in other sections
of this report on comparisons over time, 2006—2007 marked the first year that students classified as Limited English Pro-
ficient (LEP) were required to take the state test. Approximately 25% of the Reading First group were classified as LEP.

Table 17
Round Two Schools
Grade 3 — Two-Year Comparisons
Percent of Students Meeting the Achievement Targets

Percent Meeting Percent Meeting

the Target the Target F;;:;’::gee
2005 - 2006 2006 — 2007
MCA Il 71.2 67.6 -3.6
Deno’s Oral Fluency 78.1 80.0 +1.9

19



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

20



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

Chapter 6

Summary and Recommendations

At each of the Reading First classes visited, the teachers focused on one of the five major components of the Reading
First program. Furthermore, based upon the interviews of the classroom teachers, building principals, Literacy Coordina-
tors, and External Facilitators, the staff were using the test results to help drive the reading instruction. Whether they were
using the test scores to identify individual students’ strengths and weaknesses or monitoring their students’ progress, the
reading tests played a significant role in the Reading First programs. In addition, the weekly Study Group meetings, the
videotaping of the participating teachers, and the extensive professional development activities provided by the University
of Minnesota have all apparently contributed to the reading gains.

With respect to the summative evaluation data, there are several general statements that can be made about achievement
of the Reading First participants.

¢

¢

Overall, about 2/3 of the participants met the achievement standards in the 2006—2007 school year.

Children in poverty and those with limited English proficiency did not score as well as the overall group
of participants.

Special education students generally scored lower than any other group.

Caucasian students in the program consistently out-performed other groups. Hispanic students tended to
score lower than all other racial/ethnic groups.

The required inclusion of LEP students in the MCA II may have contributed to the lower scores in the
second year as this group tends to score lower on standardized tests as they are building their English
skills.

In order to help “fine tune” the Minnesota Reading First program, the evaluation consultants offer the following
recommendations:

Since the Reading First program is only funded through 2007-2008, the MDE should continue to
encourage each of the participating Reading First schools to develop plans to continue components of
the program when the grant expires (such as a Literacy Coordinator or the Study Groups to assist in the
interpretation and use of the assessment results).

More attention should be given to the issue of sustainability after the Reading First funds are gone. A
survey of the Round One schools whose funding ended in 2005-2006 should be considered to determine
which elements of the Reading First operations have been sustained, which have not, and the challenges
faced by these schools in continuing the program. This information should help Round Two schools in
their thinking about the sustainability issues.

Several of the classroom teachers indicated they would like to observe other teachers in other Reading
First schools. Therefore, the MDE may want to encourage the Reading First principals to arrange for
some of their teachers to visit other Reading First schools.

When external facilitators are selected to work in a Reading First school, neither school personnel nor
the MDE have input into the hiring process. There should be a method for the University to seek and
consider input from these sources as they each have a major stake in the selection of the External
Facilitator.
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APPENDIX A

DATA REPORTS BY SUBTEST BY SCHOOL
FOR ROUND TWO SCHOOLS
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Notes for Reading the Tables in the Appendices

¢ In order to maintain confidentiality of individual student information and to avoid presenting data from
groups that are too small to provide reliable achievement estimates, AEC has used the Minnesota report-
ing policy of not reporting group data for fewer than 10 students. As a result, any data cell that includes
fewer than 10 students is signified by a notation (*).

¢ The reader should note that, while there may be many notations in cells particularly on the disaggregated
tables, each of those notations represents actual achievement data for fewer than 10 students, and these
data are aggregated into the totals for the tables in the body of the report.
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APPENDIX B

DATA REPORTS FOR DISAGGREGATED GROUPS
FOR ROUND TWO SCHOOLS
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Notes for Reading the Tables in the Appendices

¢ In order to maintain confidentiality of individual student information and to avoid presenting data from
groups that are too small to provide reliable achievement estimates, AEC has used the Minnesota report-
ing policy of not reporting group data for fewer than 10 students. As a result, any data cell that includes
fewer than 10 students is signified by a notation (*).

¢ The reader should note that, while there may be many notations in cells particularly on the disaggregated
tables, each of those notations represents actual achievement data for fewer than 10 students, and these
data are aggregated into the totals for the tables in the body of the report.

39



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

40



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

192y

x x x [4> L %8EYE | S el %68°8¢ AAVININITT INOLSTIEM VIIFHS ® TNVd nvd 'LS
x x x LS 6¢ %98'99 19 45 %9Y'CS AYVLININITT LANOVIN INIMINVHMADOINVH nvd 'LS
x x x 6v L€ %L2'€9 | 69 Ly %6169 AYVLININITT IOVHSOHIVY HLHOMSNYYA nvd 'LS
x x x [44 143 %v9'€9 | 9¢ (14 %€E 89 NVYEO0dd FON3I0S SAVOHSSOdO nvd 'LS
M x M el S %98 | €9 8¢ %€8'CS AYVLININITI ALINNWINOD AH3IAOISIA anoio '1Ls
M x x Ll 6 %C8'L8 | ¢¢ 8l %818 AYVLININITT LSFHOAOOM MdVd IHNVT ONILLS
* * * * * * * * * AYVLINIWITI SNANI|  ONIHOIHOOOM HLNOS
x x x 8l 43 %2999 LS 9¢ %6502 AYVININITT TVHLINIO FAISHIAIY d31S3IHO0Y
x * * * * * 6¢ 4 %lE6.L AYVLINIWITE TSN 37vAasNIga0d
L 14 %9€'9¢ | 8l 9 %eeeE | 9Y [44 %€E8’ LY AYVLININITI NOSTIM VNNOLVYMO
x * * * * x 6l 9l %l ¥8 AHVLININWITF FIATD0 JIATD0
x * * * * * 8¢ 9l %YL LS AdVLININITI NOSAHVHOIY 1Nvd 1S H1HON
M x x 6l b %68°LS | PV 4 %SG vS AAVININITI MHVd LIV SITOdVANNIN
x x x L 8 %eLCL| 0 4 %1992 AAVININTTI MIFHO IT1ONIHS SITOdVANNIN
x * * * * * 6l 8l %V. v6 1SI4HO N3SIY SITOdVANNIN
M x x 9 8 %LL°0E | 29 4 %1.1'8€ AYVLININWITT S1YV INIH AISNVY SITOdVANNIN
x x x 9l L %S.L'eY (574 8l %06°cY AYVLININIT3 ANIT ANNAC SITOdVANNIN
x * * * * * 0¢ 143 %199 AYVLINIW3T3 INNHL39 SITOdVINNIN
x x x 0¢ 43 %00°0¥ | ¥ (114 %SS'CY AYVININITI L40HONVd SITOdVANNIN
x * * M x x ov 44 %00°SS AYVLININITI NOLONIHSYM NOLSMO0HO
el 9 %SL9Y |« x x S9 VA %695 AYVLININITE YNIFG-IMVT SSVO VYN3g-IMV1 SSVYO
x * * * * * 44 ve %l LL AYVLININITI NT3AIN NILSNY
x x x 8¢ €C %vLC8 | ¢C¢ 4 %88°LL AHVLININITI NOSTIM NId3INNIH-YMONY
x x x 6l Sl %SG6'8L | 9¢€ 8¢ %8L'LL AYVLININWITT ALISHIAINN NId3INNIH-YMONY
|eJol ssed# Ssed %||ejol sSsed# Ssed % | |e}ol Ssed# Ssed % Jooyss yusiq

uoneonpd |eoadg Kouajoyoud youn- asud

abenbue ysibuz

peonpay pue aa.i4

sjuajeAinbg aAIng JewloN L=< Buissed
salI06aje) uoljeonpy jeidadg pue ‘Aoualolyouad ysijbug paywi ‘Aluanod Aq pajebasbbesiq
Jooyoss Aq uoisuayaidwon aliuinIe\-Sajes) - | apels

S|o0YdS Z punoy - 700z weibo.ud 3sii{ Buipeay ejosauulp

41



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

cged

M * M 6¢ ¢l %LL°0€ LS Ll %V8'9E AAVININIT3 INOLSTIIM VIITHS B TNVd nvd '1Ls
* M * 89 ve %0005 6. 6  %lE6Y AAVINIWNTT3 LANOVIN INITANVH/MOOONVH nvd '1s
* M * 9€ 74 %EE'8G Sy 8¢  %cc'e9 AdVINIWTT3 30VdSOHIV HIHOMSNHEVYA nvd '1s
M * M 142 6 %6¢¥9 e 8l %.999 NVYHO0dd 30N3I0S SAVOdSSOdO nvd '1s
8l 4 %cc'ce | 6l L %¥8'9¢ or Sl %08°LE AAVININTTI ALINNWNOD AY3AODSIA ano1o '1s
M * M Sl L %19'9¥% 43 0¢ %0629 AdVINIW3T3 1S340A00M HNHVd IHVT ONIAdS
M * M * * M * * * AdVLIN3IW3T3 SNANI ONIHOIHOOOM HLNOS
* M * [44 14 %¥9'€9 Sy €€ neeel AAVINIWNTT3 TVHLINZO 3dISH3NIA d31S3HO0Y
* * * * * M 8¢ Ll %YL vy AAVLINIW3T3 113N 31vASNIgg0d
€l ] %9¥'8€ * * M 8¢ 6l %0008 AdVLINIWET3 NOSTIM VNNOLVMO
M * M * * M 6l ¢l %9l'€9 AAVLINIWIT3 3IATIOO0 JIANTIO0
M * M * * M 13 Ll %9119 AdVLIN3IW3T3 NOSAdVHOIA NVd 1S H1HON
* M * 8l L %68'8€ 6€ cc %lyos AAVLINIWTT3 MdVd JLIVM SITOdVANNIN
* M * bl 9 %SG vS L€ L %8Y'GE AAVLININTT3 X330 FTONIHS SITOdVANNIN
* M * ¢l 6 %00°'G.L €¢ 8l  %9c¢'8. 1SI4HD N3SIH SITOdVANNIN
* M * [44 Ll %0005 9S 9C  %EY'9Y AdVINIWNTT3 S1dV INId ATSAVY SITOdVANNIN
* x * 0¢ ol %0005 S €C  %6SCY AAVLININZT3 ANITANNIC SITOdVANNIN
* * * * * M 4 cl %0009 AdVINIW3T3 INNHL3G SITOdVANNIN
* * * 6¢ ol %8V € Sy 8l %00°0% AdVINIW3IT3 1404ONVd SITOdVANNIN
M * M * * M Ly 1 %SY'LS AdVININTT3 NOLONIHSYM NOLSXOO0HO
* M * * * * o €e  %vllL AAVININTT3 VNIG-IMVT SSVO VN3g-IMV1 SSVO
bl 9 %SGV * * M e G %eSeL AAVLINIW3T3 NT3AIN NILSNV
* M * 9¢ 9l %¥S19 €€ 0 %l909 AdVLINIWET3 NOSTIM NIdINNIH-YMONV
M * M * * M L€ bl %Vl'L9 AdVLINIWTT3 ALISHIAINN NIdINNIH-YMONV
|eJo] ssed# Ssed % ||elol Ssed# Ssed % |eyo] ssed# ssed % |jooydss ousIiga
uonjeanp3 |eloadg >O:0_O=.O._n_ yoaunT adld

abenbue ysibuzg

paonpay pue dai4

sjudjeAinbg aAIn) JewloN L=< Buissed
sall0b69jes uoleonpy jervadg pue ‘Aaualolyoad ysibug payiwi ‘Aluanod Aq pajebasbbesiq
Jooyss Aq uoisuayaidwon auIoeN-Sa)en) - Z ape.s)

S|o0Y92S Z punoy - 100z weubo.ud 3sii4 Buipeay ejosauul

42



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

A=A

x M x [4 L %8E€ € 14 7l %LLLE AYVLININFTT INOLSTIIM VIITHS B8 TNVd anvd 'LsS
x * x 1S L€ %8209 19 VA %9909 AYVLININITI LINOVIN INITAVH/HOOINVYH nvd 'Ls
x x x (4 6¢ %8165 6S 8¢ % L¥'¥9 AYVLININTTT IOVdSOHIY HLHOMSNHVA anvd 'Ls
x * x [44 9l %ELCL 9¢ €C %68°€9 NYHO0™d FONIIOS SAVOHISSOHD nvd 'Ls
x x x cl S %9¥'8€ €g [4> %8€"09 AYVLININTTI ALINNANNOD AHIAODSIA anoio ‘1Ls
* * * Ll 6 %cC8'L8 [44 9l %E€LCL AYVYLININITI LSTHOAOOM NHVd IMVT ONIELS
x x * x x * x x * AYVLIN3INFTI SNANI ONIHOIHOOOM HLNOS
x * * 6l Sl %S6°8L Zs (014 %¢C6°9. AYYLININITI TVHLINIO JAISHIAIE ¥31S3HOOY
* x * x x * 6¢ o4 %1€'6. AYVLININITE 773N 31vAsSNIga0d
L 14 %9€9¢ | 8l 9 %EEEE o 44 %E8 LY AYVLININITI NOSTIM VNNOLVMO
* x * x x * 6l 6l %00°001 AYVLININITT FIATIO0 JIAD0
x * * * * * 8¢ 14 %00°0S AYVLININITI NOSAYVHIIA 1NVd LS HLHON
x M x 6l L %685 144 14 %¢C8'9S AYVLININTTI MHVYd FLIVMN SITOdVINNIN
x * x Ll 9 %SG ¥S 0¢ 6l %EE € AYYLININITI MFIFHO F1ONIHS SITOdV3INNIN
* x * x x * 6l Ll %L.L¥'68 1SI4HO N3SIY SITOdVINNIN
* x * 9C 9 %80°€C 29 o€ %6€ 8% AYVLININITI S1HV IANIJ AISNVY SITOdVINNIN
x x x 8L A %68'8¢ o Ll %082y AYVLININFTI ANITANNIC SITOdVINNIN
* * * * * * 0¢ 6l %EEE AYVLININITI INNHLIEG SITOdVINNIN
x x x 0¢ L %19'9€ yA4 6l %EY 0F AYVLININITT L4OHONVE SITOdVINNIN
* x * M M * (0)4 [44 %00°GS AYVYLININITI NOLONIHSYM NOLSMOOHOD
el 6 %€T'69 x x x <9 6¥ %8€'G. AYVLININTTT YNIG-IMVT SSVO VNIFG-INV1 SSVYO
* * * * M * 144 6€ %1988 AYVLNINITI NTIAIN NILSNY
x x x 8¢ 144 %1581 [4 4 %00°'S. AYVLININITI NOSTIM NIdINNIH-YMONY
x * * 6l 9L %LZ¥8 9¢ L€ %1198 AYVLININITI ALISHIAINN NIdINNIH-VMONY
|eJol ssed# Ssed %|[e}0ol Ssed# Ssed% | |e}ol Ssed# ssed % looyos JusIa

uolnjeasnpg |erads Aouaioyyoud youn- a9ud
abenbue ysijbug paoanpay pue aai4

sjuajeAlnb3g aAIn) JewlION L=< Buissed

saliobajen uoljeonpy e1oadg pue ‘Asuaiolyoad ysijbugz paywi ‘Aanod Aq pajebaibbesiq

Jjooyoss Aq Buipoosag pIopA 211U IB\-S3)eD) - | dpel)
S|o0Y92S Z punoy - 700z weabo.ud }sii4 Buipeay ejosauulp

43



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

vacy

6€
89
9€
Sl
6l
Sl
[44

*

8l
L
¢l
[44
4
6¢

9¢

M

€l %EEEE
43 %90° LY
€¢ %68°€9
9 %00°0%
8 %lLcy
8 %EEEG

Sl %8189

L %68°8€
S %S¥'Sy
9 %00°0S
6 %16°0¥
L %00°GE

L %vLve

8l %EC 69

* *

1S €¢ %SE 0¥
6. G¢ %0€ v
14 8¢ %cc'C9
lC €l %S 181
(014 8l %00°G¥
ce 4 %€9'59
14 €¢ %EEEL
8¢ 0¢ %€9°CS
8¢ 9l %l ey
6l €l %C¥ 89
ve €¢ %S9°'29
6¢ 0c %8¢ LS
L€ €l %¥6° LY
€¢ Sl %cCC S9
96 14 %¥9' vy
12° 6l %61°GE
0¢ ¢l %0009
14 €l %9¢'8¢
Ly 0¢ %E8'€9
14 Se %60°9.
ve 6¢ %6258
€€ 0c %1909
1€ 8l %9085

AAVLININTTI INOLSTIIM VIITIHS ® TNVd
AYVININITI LINOVIN INITANVH/HDIOONVH
AYVININTTI 3OVASOHIV HLHOMSNHYS
ANVHO0Hd FON3IOS SAVOIdSSOdD
AAVININTTI ALINNWINOD AYIAODSIA
AdVININTTI 1STHOA00M
AHVLININTTI SNANI

AdVININTTE TVHLNIO JAISHIAIE
ALVLININIT3 T1I3N

ALVININTTE NOSTIM

AHVYININITT IANTIOO0

AHVININTTI NOSALVYHOIA
AYVININTTI MIVd LIV

ALVLININITE M33HO IT1ONIHS

1SI4HO N3SIH

AHVININTTE S1dV INId ASSNVYH
AAVLININTTI ANITANNIC

AdVLIN3IN3T3 INNHL3I9

AAVININTT3 L40HONVd

ALVININTTI NOLONIHSYM
AHVLININTTI YNIFG-IMVT SSVO
AYVININTTE NTIAIN

AHVININITI NOSTIM

AYVLININTTT ALISHIAINN

nvd '1Ls

nvd '1Ls

nvd '1Ls

nvd '1Ls

ano1o '1s

MdVd IMVT ONIFdS
ONIHOIHOOOM HLNOS
d31S3HOO0Y
J1vasNIgaod
VNNOLVMO
JINTIO0

1NVd LS HLJON
SITOdVANNIN
SITOdVANNIN
SITOdVANNIN
SITOdVANNIN
SITOdVANNIN
SITOdVANNIN
SITOdVANNIN
NOLSMO0dD
VN3Ig-3IXV1 SSVO
NILSNY
NIdINNIH-VIONY
NIdINNIH-YMONY

|eJo] ssed# ssed %
uonjeonpg |eloadg

|ejol ssed# ssed %

Kouaolyoid

abenbue ysijbug

|ejol ssed# ssed %
youn- asud
paonpay pue aai4

Joouds

psia

S|o0YdS Z punoy - 100z weabo.ud }sii4 Buipeay ejosauulp

sjudjeAlinb3g aAIng) jewloN L=< Buissed
saliobajen uoneonpy jervadg pue ‘Aoualoijoad ysibug pajiwi ‘Auanod Aq pajebasbbesiq
jooyss Aq Buipoosaq pIOpA d1}UIDIBN-SA)eD) - Z dpels)

44



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

S8y

* x M L€ ¢l %1L°8€ 94 Sl %88 7€ AAVLININTTI INOLSTIIM VIIIHS ® TNVd nvd 'Ls
* * * cs L€ %2969 09 123 %L19°9 AAVLININTTI LINOVIN INITANVH/HOOINVH nvd 'Ls
* * * 114 123 %€8°0L 8G 34 %69°0L AYVININITI 3OVASOHIVY HLHOMSNHVYAS nvd 'Ls
* * * [44 €l %6065 Ge 6l %6¢ ¥S ANVHO0"d FON3IOS SAVOISSOdD nvd '1s
* M * €l 9 %S 1 9 €9 123 %S 79 AAVLININTTI ALINNWNOD AYIAODSIA anoo'Ls
* * * Ll ol %16°06 [44 6l %9€"98 AHVININTTI 1STH4OA00M MdVd IMVT ONIAdS
M * M * * M * * * AdVLININITI SNANI ONIHOIHOOOM HLNOS
* * * 6l cl %91°€9 4] (014 %cC6'9L AdVININTTI TVHLINIO JAISHIAIL d31S3HO0Y
* * M * M * 6¢ €¢ %LE6L AYVLININIT3 T1IEN JTvdsSNIga0d
b 14 %9€9¢ | 8l 6 %00°09 i4 6¢ %¥0°€9 AHVININITI NOSTIM VNNOLVMO
M * x * * * 6l Sl %S6°8L AYVININITT JINTIO0 JIANTID0
x x * x * * 8¢ Sl %LG°'€S AYVININITI NOSAHVYHOIA 1NVd LS HLHON
* M * 6l ¢l %91°€9 94 14 %1189 AYVININTTI MIVd JLIVM SITOdVINNIN
* * N Ll ol %16°06 0¢ 9¢ %19°98 AHVININTTI M33FHO FT1ONIHS SITOdVINNIN
* * * cl 8 %1999 €¢ Ll %L6°€L 1SI4HO N3SId SITOdVINNIN
* * * 9¢ A %c6'9¢ 29 9¢ %¥6°L¥ AYVININTTT S1dV INId ASSNVYH SITOdVINNIN
* M * 8l L %L1719 34 (4 %8L'8Y AdV.LININTTI ANITANNIAC SITOdVINNIN
* x * x * * 0¢ 6l %EE'€9 AdVLIN3IN3T3 INNHL3IG SITOdVINNIN
* * * 0¢ ¢l %0001 Ly 14 %89 v¥ AdVLININTT3 L40HONVY SITOdVINNIN
* * * * * * 6€ 14 %01 ¥9 AHVININTTI NOLONIHSYM NOLSMOOHO
142 6 %62 ¥9 M M * 0L 8y %1589 AYVININTTI YNIG-IMVT SSVO VN3g-3XV1 SSVYO
x x M x x * 144 43 %ELCL AYVLIN3IN3T3 NT3IAIN NILLSNY
* x * 8¢ 14 %00°G. ce €¢ %881 L AYVININITI NOSTIM NIdINNIH-VMONY
* * * 6l Sl %568 9€ 6¢ %9508 AYVLININITI ALISHIAINN NId3INNIH-YMONY
|eJo]l ssed# Ssed %[ |e}Jol ssed# Ssed % |ejol ssed# Ssed % jooydos oulsig

uoljeanpg |eroadg Kouaioyyoud youn- aoud

abenBue ysijbug

paosnpay pue aai4

S|o0YdS Z punoy - 100z weabo.ud }sii4 Buipeay ejosauuip

)NuI 19d 3991109 SPIOAA Op=< Buissed
salobajen uoneonpy jervadg pue ‘Aoualdijoid ysibug pajwi ‘Auanod Aq pajebaibbesiq
Jooyos Aq Asuani4 |esQ s,oud( - | apeios

45



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

9g¢d

* M * 9€ Ll %CC Ly °1¢] 9C %LC Ly AYVLININITI AINOLSTIIM VIIFHS ¥ TNVd nvd ‘1S
* M * 89 S14 %G9°29 6. 67  %€0729 AYVYLININTTI LANDVIN INITAVH/MDOONVYH nvd ‘1S
* M * 9€ VX4 %00°S. 14 €e %EE €L AYVYLININTTI IOVdSOHIV HLHOMSNAYAH nvd ‘1S
* x * Sl ol %2999 8¢ 8l %62 79 ANVYHD0dd FONFIOS SAVOHISSOHO nvd ‘1S
6l L %¥89¢ | 8l 6 %00°0S (0} € %0S°.S AHVYLININITI ALINNNNOD AYIAODSIA anoio 'Ls
L 9 %SS¥S | Sl ol %2999 €e 44 %2999 AHVYLININITI 1SFHOAO0OM MHVd INVT ONIEAS
* x * x x * x x * AYYLN3IWNITI SNANI ONIHOIHOOOM HLNOS
* M * 44 Ll %LC LL 14 Se %81 L1 AHVYLININTTI TVHLINIO JAISHIAAIY H31SIHOOY
* x * M x * 8¢ 14 %6.°99 AYVYLINIWNITI 1T1IN 3TvASNIgE0d
el 9 %S 9Y x x * 8¢ 2  %68°.S AYVYLINIWNITI NOSTIM VNNOLVMO
* x * x x M 6l 4" %91°€9 AYVYLININITI JIATD0 AIATD0
* M * x M * e 54 %S9°29 AYVYLININITI NOSAIVHOIH 1Nvd 1S HLHYON
* x * 8l €l %cCCL 6¢ VX4 %€Z 69 AYVLININTTI MHVd ALIVM SINOdVANNIN
* M * L ol %1606 Le (14 %<CS ¥9 AYVLININITI MIIHD IT1ONIHS SITOdVANNIN
* x * Sl Ll %€E €L Y4 L2 %8LLL 1SI4HO N3SIH SITOdVANNIN
4" S %L9°Ly | 2C 4" %SS v¥S 1S L€ %6€ 7S AYVYLININTTI S1YVY INIJ AISNVY SITOdVANNIN
* M * (¥4 ol %C9°Ly SS 9C %LC Ly AYVLININITI ANIT ANNIP SINOdVANNIN
* M * x x * 0¢ 8l %00°06 AYVLIN3IWNITI INNHLIE SINOdVANNIN
* M * 6¢ Sl %CLLS 14 VX4 %0.°8S AHVLININITI 1404ONVE SINOdVANNIN
* x * x x * VA4 €  %lcoL AYYLININITI NOLONIHSYM NOLSMOO0HD
* x * M x * 14 v %0g€°L6 AYVYLININITI YNIG-IMVT SSYO VYNIF-IMVT SSVYO
cl VA %€ "8G x x * 9¢ 8¢ %8L°LL AYVYLIN3INITI NTIAIN NILSNV
* M * 12 Ll %9629 € 14 %ES €L AYVYLININITI NOSTIM NIdINNIH-VMONY
* x * M x * Le 54 %61 ¥ AHVYLININITI ALISHIAINN NIdINNIH-VMONY
lejol ssed# Ssed %||ejOoL sSsed# Ssed % | |eJoL Ssed# sSsed % looyss Jousia
uorneonp3 |eroadg Aouajoyyoud youn- asud

abenbue ysibug

paosnpay pue aai4

9)NUI\ 19d 3934109 SPIOAA G/=< Buissed
salio0b6aje uoleonpy je1vadg pue ‘Aaualolyoad ysibug paywi ‘Aluanod Aq pajebaibbesiq
Jjooyss Aq Aouan|4 |e1Q s,0ud( - Z apels
S|ooYd2S Z punoy - 200z weubouid 3sii4 Buipeay ejosauuly

46



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

L4992y

M * M ge Ll %15 8y LG 9C %86°0S AYYLININITI INOLSTIIM VIIFHS B 1NV nvd 'Ls
x x x €§ 124 %C0°'€8 09 0S %EE €8 AYVLININTTT LIANDOVIN ININVHMHDOOINYH nvd 'Ls
M * M LG o %02 06 ¥9 89 %€9°06 AYVLININITI JOVHSOHIV HLHOMSNYYS nvd 'Ls
x x x Ll Sl %V2 88 e VX4 %L¥'6. ANVHO0Hd FONIIOS SAVOISSOHD nvd 'Ls
Ll oL %C88S | €l 6 %€Z 69 ¥S 9¢ %2999 AYVYLININITI ALINNWINOD AYINODSIA anoio '1s
x x x 9l 142 %0528 9C €C %9¥'88 AYVLININITT LSTHOAOOM MHVd IMVT ONIFdS
x * x * * x * * * AYVYLININITI SNANI ONIHOIHOOOM HLNOS
x x x Sl L %EEEL JAS 14 %159 AYVLININTTT TVHLINIO 3AISHIAIY d31S3IHO0Y
M * M * * x VA 6¢ %8€'8L AYVLININITI 113N J1vaAsSNIga0od
* * * * x * 0¢ 61 %EE €9 AYVLININITI NOSTIM VNNOLYMO
x * x * * x 9l L %S.°89 AYVLININITI FIATID0 JIANTID0
L L %¥9'€9 x x x 8¢ 6¢ %cCE 9L AYVLININTTI NOSAYVHIIY 1Nvd LS HLYON
M * x Sl vl %EE €6 [44 8¢ %1999 AYVLININITI NIV FLIVM SITOdVANNIN
M * x * * x e Y4 %L¥'6. AYVYLININITI MIFHO FTONIHS SITOdVANNIN
x * x 9l ol %0529 6¢ (114 %16°89 1SIYHD N3SIY SITOdVANNIN
9l 8 %0005 | S€ 14 %EVLL 99 6% %vC v. AYVLININITT S1YV INIJ AISAVY SITOdVANNIN
L Z %8L8L | Sl oL %1999 VA4 14 %61°€S AYVYLININITI ANIT ANNIP SITOdVANNIN
* * * * * x €C 61 %1928 AYVLININITT INNHLIE SITOdVANNIN
M * M 6l L %68°LS 6¢ 12 %EC 69 AYVYLININITI L4OHONVE SITOdVANNIN
9l 6 %S¢C 99 x x x 6S 1S %ty 98 AYVLININITI YNIG-IMVT SSYO VYNIF-3IMV1 SSVYO
x * x * * x [944 €e %¥., 9L AYVYLNINITI NTIAIN NILSNY
Zl ol %EE'E8 | ¥C 9l %2999 [4 €C %88°L.L AYVLININITI NOSTIM NIdINNIH-VYMONY
x * x * * x 0c 14 %00°0L AYVYLININITI ALISHIAINN NIdINNIH-VIONY
|eyol ssed# Ssed%||e}ol Ssed# SSed % | |e}Jol sSsed# ssed % Jooyoss PusIq

uoneanpg jeroads Kouaioyoud youn- aosud

abenbue ysijbug

pasnpay pue dai4

9JNUI\ Jod 1994109 SPJOM G6=< Buissed

sali0bajen uoljeonpy je1oadg pue ‘Aouaiolyoad ysijbug paywi ‘Aaanod Aq pajebaibbesiqg
Jjooyoss Aq Aauan|4 |e1Q S,0ud( - € dpeus

S|O0Y9S Z punoy - 700z weaboud 1sii4 Buipeay ejosauulp

47



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

842y

x x x 6¢ 8 %1502 A Ll %¢C8'6¢ AYVLININFTT INOLSTIIM VIITHS B TNVd nvd 'Ls
x * M 89 4% %90° Ly 6. 123 %¥0° €Y AYVLININITI LINOVIN INITAVH/HOOONVYH nvd 'Ls
x x x 9¢ (14 %95°9S 14 14 %95°S9S AYVLININTTT 3OVASOHIY HLHOMSNYYAH nvd 'Ls
x * x Sl 6 %0009 8¢ 8l %62 79 NYHY9O0Hd FONIIOS SAVOHSSOHD nvd 'Ls
8l 9 %EL'EE | 6L A %¥8'9¢ o (14 %00°0S AYVLININTTI ALINNNNOD AHIAODSIA anoio '1Ls
x * x Sl € %0002 45 8l %S 99 AYVLININTTI LSTHOAOOM MdVd IMVT ONIAdS
x * * x x * x x x AYVLININFTI SNANI ONIHOIHOOOM HLNOS
M * x 44 cl %6069 14 0€ %1999 AYVYLININITI TIVHLINIO JAISHIAIE d31S3IHO0Y
* * * * * x 8¢ Ll Y%V, vy AYVLININITI 113N 3TvdsSNIga0d
€l 9 %S 1 9% * * x 8¢ (¥4 %92°GS AYVLNINITI NOSTIM VNNOLVMO
* x * x x x 6l cl %9L°€9 AYVLININITF FIATIO0 AINTD0
x * x * * x ye 8l %¥6°CS AYVLININITI NOSAYVYHIIA 1Nvd 1S HLYON
x x x 8L S %8L'LC 6¢ (114 %8¢’ LS AYVLININITI MHVd LIV SITOdVANNIN
x * x L € %LZ° L2 e oL %92°2¢ AYVYLININITI MFFHO F1ONIHS SITOdV3ANNIN
x x x 43 A %€E€ 83 €C Sl %¢CC'S99 1SI4HD N3SIY SITOdVINNIN
x * x [44 6 %16°0% 99 €C %.0°Ly AYVLININITI S1HV ANI4 AISAVY SITOdV3NNIN
x x x 0¢ 9 %00°0€ ¥S 6l %61°5¢ AYVLININITI ANIT ANNIP SITOdVINNIN
x * x * * x 0c €l %00°G9 AYVLININITI INNHLIE SITOdVINNIN
x x x 6¢ A %Vl T 14 14 %€y 0€ AYVLININTTT L4OHONVE SITOdVINNIN
* * * * * x VA4 6¢ %0.°19 AYVLININITI NOLONIHSYM NOLSMOOHO
* * * * x x 14 €e Y%L LL AYVLININTTT YNIG-IMVT SSVO VYNIF-IMV1 SSVO
L 9 %S5 ¥S * * x ve 9C %.L¥' 9L AYVLININITI NTIAIN NILSNY
x x x 9C 9l %S L9 €e (4 %¥9°€9 AYVLININITI NOSTIM NIdINNIH-YMONY
x * x * * x e 6l %62°19 AYVYLININITI ALISHIAINN NIdINNIH-VMONY
|eJo]l ssed# sSsed %|[ejol ssed# Ssed Y% | |e}ol ssed# ssed % Jooyoss JEIS ]
uoljeanpg |eroads Kouaioyoud youn- aoud

abenbue ysijbug

pasnpay pue dai4

S|ooYd2S Z punoy - 100z weabo.ud }sii4 Buipeay ejosauulp

sjuajeAlinbg aAIn) jewlION L=< Bulissed
sali0bajen uoljeonpy jeivadg pue ‘Aoualolyouad ysijbug payiwi ‘Auanod Aq pajebaibbesiqg
|jooyos Aq abpajmouy pIOAA S1IUIDIBN-SI)eD) - Z dpelo)

48



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

6dcy

M * M 9€ 0L  %8Llc| <S 9l %L12°0€ AYVININTTE INOLSTIIM VIIFHS B TNVd nvd '1s
M * M €9 Ll %80¢CE| 09 [44 %19'9¢ AdVLINIWITI LINOVIN INITNVH/MADOONVYH nvd '1s
x * M 12°] LW %E6'GL| 89 LS %0052 AdV1INIWNTT3 3OVHSOHIVY HLHOMSNAVYS nvd '1s
x * M 8l €L %ccel| ve 34 %9219 NVYHO0dd 3ON3IOS SAYOHSSOHO nvd '1s
Ll S %lv6c| vl L %0005 | ¥S o€ %95°9S AdVLININTTI ALINNWINOD AHIAODSIA ano1o '1s
M * M 9l L %S289| 9¢ L %8€'59 AdVLININTTE LSTHOA00M MdVd IMVT ONIHLS
M * M * * x M * * AYVININIT3 SNANI| SNIHOIHOOOM HLNOS
x * M Sl 9 %0007 | 8¢ 14 %6.'59 AdVLINIWETT TVHLINIO 3dAISH3AIL d31S3IHOOY
M * M M * x 6€ 6¢ %9€v.L ALVLININTTI 113N 31vdSNIgGa0d
M * x M * x 0¢ Sl %00°0S ALVLIN3INTTI NOSTIM VNNOLVMO
M * M x * M 9l i %0528 AHVININITE FINTIO0 JIANTIO0
L S %S¥'SY M * M 6€ ve %¥S'1L9 AdV1INIWIT3 NOSAYVHOIA 1Nvd 1S H1HON
M * M Sl L %1997 | €F 6l %61 vy ALVLINIWITI MHVd LIV SITOdVANNIN
M x x x * M ve €l %¥2'8¢ ALVLININTTI M3340 FTONIHS SITOdVANNIN
* * * 9l 9 %0S°.E| 62 9l %L1L'GS 1SIYHO N3SId SITOdVANNIN
9l 9 %0G°,E | 9€ 6L %8.7CS| 99 A %909 AYVININTTE S1dV IANI4 AISIANVY SITOdVANNIN
€l 4 %8€'SL | Gl 14 %19'9C| 6% 4 %28 0% AYVLININIT3 ANITANNIC SITOdVANNIN
M * * M * M €¢ 9l %1569 AdVLIN3IN3IT3 INNHL349 SITOdVANNIN
M x M 6l L %¥8'9¢| OF [44 %00°'5S AYVIN3INTT3 1d040Nvd SITOdVANNIN
Ll 6 %¥6'2S M * M 19 144 %ELCL AYVININTTE YNIEG-IUVT SSVYO VN3IG-IMVT SSVO
x * M M * M 144 14 %2Z8'9S AYVININITI NTIAIN NILSNY
€l L %S8'€S | S¢ 8 %00°CE| <€ Sl %8891 AHVININITI NOSTIM NIdINNIH-VMONY
M * M * * x 34 €l %06°L9 AYVININITI ALISHIAINN NIdINNIH-VMONVY
leyol ssed# ssed%| |e}J0L SSed# SSed % | [e}J0L SsSed# SSed % looyss pusia

uoljeanpg |e1oadsg

Kouaioiyoud
abenbue ysijbug

yosun- a991d

pasnpay pue 9314

S|00Y2S Z punoy - 1002 weabo.ud )sii4 Buipeay ejosauulp

|9A9T] JUBWAA3IYIY £=< Buissed
sal1069je) uoneonpy |e1oadg pue ‘Aoualdiyold ysijbuz paywi ‘Auanod Aq pajebaibbesiqg
Jooyoas Aq || Juswissassy aAlsuayaidwon BjoSauulp - € apels

49



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

50



Minnesota 2007 Reading First Evaluation Report

APPENDIX C

DATA REPORTS FOR RACIAL/ETHNIC GROUPS
FOR ROUND TWO SCHOOLS
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Notes for Reading the Tables in the Appendices

¢ In order to maintain confidentiality of individual student information and to avoid presenting data from
groups that are too small to provide reliable achievement estimates, AEC has used the Minnesota report-
ing policy of not reporting group data for fewer than 10 students. As a result, any data cell that includes
fewer than 10 students is signified by a notation (*).

¢ The reader should note that, while there may be many notations in cells particularly on the disaggregated
tables, each of those notations represents actual achievement data for fewer than 10 students, and these
data are aggregated into the totals for the tables in the body of the report.
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