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5 District Comparison including Statewide

ACT Average Score by [All Students] (2014-15)
[Statewide] - [All Types] - [All Schools] (Composite)
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ACT and DLM Proficiency by [All Students] (2014-15)
[Statewide] - [All Types] - [All Schools] (ELA)
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ACT and DLM Proficiency by [All Students] (2014-15)
[Statewide] - [All Types] - [All Schools] (Mathematics)
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ACT Average Score by [All Students] (2014-15)
[Statewide] - [All Types] - [All Schools] (Mathematics)
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ACT and DLM Proficiency by [All Students] (2014-15)
[Statewide] - [All Types] - [All Schools] [ Science)
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WHKCE and WAA-SwWD Proficiency by District and [All Students] (2014-15)
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WHKCE and WAA-SwD Proficiency by District and Year [All Students]
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WHKCE and WAA-SwD Proficiency by District and [All Students] (2014-15)
(Social Studies)

o «——+——4—+—+—————  WHKCE 2014-2015
- = - | 10t Grade Social
Studies

Percent Proficient and Advanced
I'I

A&l Students

E Coleman A Crivitz O Lena 0O Peshtigo B Wausaukas O [Statewide]

WHKCE and WAA-
(Social Studies)

100
S0t

2

D Proficiency by District and Year [All Students]

B
oA

Percent Proficient and Advanced
1

2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15

E Coleman O Crivitz EHLana O Peshtigo B Wausaukee



2015-2016 MAP scores

Language score growth from fall to fall
oth & 10th grade
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MAP Language score trends
Class of 2018 Cohort group
Comparison of their 9t" and 10t grade
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2015-16 MAP Fall to Fall Growth
Reading :: All Tested Grades
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2015-2016 MAP scores
Reading score growth from fall to fall
oth & 10th grade
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MAP Reading score trends
Class of 2019 Cohort group
Comparison of their 37 through 9t grades

MAP Average Fall to Fall RIT Growth Index (Trend) T ﬁpl %

Reading :: 2008 First Grade Cohort

[i]

4.2

s
1

Pa
1

[
1

0.9
I -1.2
~3e

T T T T T T T
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16
School Year

Average RIT Growth Index
(=]
1

S
1

MAP Fall Term Percent Exceeding National Mean (Trend) . §9| -

Reading :: 2008 First Grade Cohort
100%

80%

560%% 4

40%%

Percent of Tests Taken

20% 4

0% -

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16
School Year

[ Meets or Exceeds Mean [ Less Than Mean



2015-2016 MAP scores
Math score growth from fall to fall
oth & 10th grade
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MAP Math score trends
Class of 2018 Cohort group
Comparison of their 9t" and 10t grade
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HS Completion 4-Year Rate by District and [All Students] (2014-15)
Completion Credential: Regular
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HS Completion 4-Year Rate by District and Year [All Students]
Completion Credential: Regular
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Attendance Rate by District and Year [All Students]

Attendance Rate

Grade 9 Attendance
and Dropout Rate —
5 district comparison
over 5 years
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Attendance Rate by District and Year [All Students]
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and Dropout Rate —
5 district comparison
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Attendance Rate by District and Year [All Students]
T

oy

Grade 11 Attendance
and Dropout Rate —
5 district comparison
over 5 years
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|Attendance Rate by District and Year [All Students]

100

7

f!l --

Attendance Rate

2010-11

B Coleman

Dropout Rate by District and Year [All 5tudents]

o} |

2011-12

B Crivitz

M

2012-13
School Year

O Lena

O Peshtigo

2013-14

2014-15

Grade 12 Attendance
and Dropout Rate —
5 district comparison
over 5 years

Dropout Rate by District and [All Students] (2014-15)

H Wausaukes

%

6.7 %

3 3’%

oo
B
=T =T =]
)
2010-11 2011-12
B Coleman  E Crivitz

2012-13

O Lena

O Peshtigo

2013-14
H Wausaukee

&%
4.5%
4%
3.5%

Dropout Rate
ra

Byl

4

0.5%+

B Coleman

g
ﬂ;

£ £ £ £
2 2 & &
=1 =} [=] [=]
T
&ll Students
O Crivitz O Lena O Peshtigo H Wausaukee



Postsecondary First Fall Enroliment by District and [All Students] (2014-15)
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