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6.1
The district implements written curriculum for all its instructional programs.

6.1.1  The advance questionnaires include a number of questions to the certificated faculty related to the curriculum and in particular to the use of curriculum guides.  Students are also asked a question related to the curriculum.  The results are summarized below:

The faculty additive scale for curriculum guides contains five questions related to the existence of and usefulness of curriculum guides, as well as the degree to which these guides were aligned to the Show-Me Standards and the MAP benchmarks (FAC_S611).

· There were 144 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.2 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
A second question asks the faculty how frequently they use their curriculum guides.  

The responses from those that use their guides daily, weekly, and every two weeks were grouped together, and those that use their guides less often were also grouped together (FAC_2).

· Of the 138 faculty members responding, 43 percent indicated that they used the curriculum guide(s) either daily, weekly, or biweekly.  The remainder used the guide(s) less frequently.  That places the district at the 17th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Mid-level and secondary students indicate their agreement or disagreement with this statement:  "The classes I took last year prepared me for this year's subjects." (SEC_20).   

· Of the 1040 middle and secondary students responding, 61 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 71st percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.1.2  Faculty members are asked several questions on the advance questionnaire regarding training in curriculum development, revision, and alignment.  

A faculty additive scale regarding training provided by the district for curriculum development, revision, and alignment to the MAP and Show-Me Standards consists of two questions (FAC_S612).  

· There were 145 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.0 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
Another additive scale asks about training related to five different classroom assessment strategies that the faculty may have received (FAC_S5).  

· There were 146 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 3.2 for the district.  That places the district at the 28th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.    There was one building that was located in the lower ten percent of the distribution for this indicator.
6.1.3  Advance questionnaires for parents, faculty, students, and the board explore the degree to which the curriculum includes research skills and is considered fair with regard to gender and multicultural issues.  

Parents indicate their agreement or disagreement with the following statement: "My child has been taught in school about respect for other cultures." (PRT_41).

· Of the 1292 parents responding, 65 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 41st percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Faculty members respond to two statements related to this topic.  The first statement is:  "I teach research skills as an integral part of my instruction." (FAC_13).

· Of the 139 faculty members responding, 53 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 11th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.    There was one building that was located in the lower ten percent of the distribution for this indicator.
The second faculty statement is: "Greater emphasis should be placed on cultural diversity awareness in this school." (FAC_14).

· Of the 144 faculty members responding, 33 percent indicated that they disagreed or disagreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 80th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.    There was one building that was located in the upper ten percent of the distribution for this indicator.
Mid-level and secondary students are asked whether or not they agree with the following statement:  "I learn about other cultures in school." (SEC_34).

· Of the 1033 middle and secondary students responding, 55 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 58th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Board members are asked to react to two statements.  The first statement is: "The district's curriculum is gender-fair." (BOE_1).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 100 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
The second board statement is: "The district's curriculum includes multicultural issues." (BOE_2).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 67 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 26th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.1.4   The advance questionnaire asks the faculty whether students and parents have input into curriculum development.  

Faculty members indicate their agreement or disagreement with this statement:  "Parents have input into the development of the district's curriculum." (FAC_15).

· Of the 143 faculty members responding, 43 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 41st percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
A second statement for the faculty is: "Students have input into the development of the district's curriculum." (FAC_16).

· Of the 140 faculty members responding, 23 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 22nd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.2
The district administers state-required tests and other tests and uses disaggregated and longitudinal assessment data to adjust its curriculum and instruction.

6.2.2  The advance questionnaires ask faculty, parents, students, and the board about the district's efforts to encourage students to perform well on the MAP tests.

Faculty members are asked to respond to this statement: "My building uses a number of strategies to motivate students to perform their best on the MAP tests." (FAC_17).

· Of the 143 faculty members responding, 85 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Parents respond to this statement:  "The school encourages my child to do well on MAP tests." (PRT_42).

· Of the 1296 parents responding, 90 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Mid-level and secondary students are asked: "I am encouraged to do my best on the MAP test." (SEC_35).

· Of the 1043 middle and secondary students responding, 85 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Board members indicate their agreement or disagreement with this statement: "Our district uses a number of strategies to motivate students to perform their best on the MAP tests." (BOE_3).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 100 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
6.2.3  The district's board members are asked whether they review performance data disaggregated by disability, gender, and race.  They are asked to indicate their agreement or disagreement with the following statement:  "The board annually reviews standardized test results and dropout data disaggregated by disability, gender, and (where appropriate) race/ethnicity." (BOE_4).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 83 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
6.2.4  Faculty members in the district are asked about their access to disaggregated test results, and actions taken to improve the performance of groups that lag behind.  An additive scale for the use of disaggregated data consists of two questions to the faculty (FAC_624).

· There were 145 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 3.7 for the district.  That places the district at the 54th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.2.5  Board members, parents, and students are asked questions relating to whether the curriculum is meeting the needs of the community and procedures for detecting a need for change.

The board responds to two statements related to this topic.  The first statement is: "The board monitors economic and sociological conditions of the community." (BOE_5).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 83 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
The second statement for the board is: "The board reviews measures of student performance such as attendance rates, discipline referrals, dropout rates, and student follow-up information." (BOE_6).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 83 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Parents indicate their agreement or disagreement with this statement:  "What is taught at school meets the needs of my child." (PRT_53).

· Of the 1293 parents responding, 76 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 73rd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
The mid-level and secondary student additive scale on satisfaction with courses and materials consists of two questions (SEC_S625).

· There were 1048 middle and secondary students from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 3.5 for the district.  That places the district at the 78th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.3
The district has implemented effective instructional programs designed to meet the assessed needs of its students, as well as the practices and procedures needed to support these programs.

6.3.1  Advance questionnaires ask a number of questions related to professional development opportunities for teachers, and parent and student satisfaction with their teachers.

Parents register their agreement or disagreement with the following statement:  "My child's teachers are good teachers." (PRT_64).

· Of the 1300 parents responding, 80 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
The board responds to the following statement:  "The district has good teachers who know what they are doing." (BOE_7).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 100 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Faculty responds to two statements related to this topic.  The first statement is:  “The professional development activities I attend are related to districtwide instructional improvement.” (FAC_33).

· Of the 129 faculty members responding, 94 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
The second statement for faculty is: “The professional development activities I have attended have changed the way I teach.” (FAC_89).

· Of the 129 faculty members responding, 60 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 9th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.  The district scored lower than 91 percent of the districts in the reference group for this indicator.   There was one building that was located in the lower ten percent of the distribution for this indicator.
Mid-level and secondary students are asked to indicate their agreement or disagreement with the following statement:  "Most of my teachers are organized and well prepared to teach." (SEC_21).

· Of the 1036 middle and secondary students responding, 75 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 73rd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
All students, third grade and above, register their agreement or disagreement with the following statement: "My teachers are good teachers." (SEC_49 & ELE_10).
· Of the 1502 third-grade students and older responding, 77 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 68th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.3.2  Students and parents are asked about their satisfaction with the classroom teaching strategies used by their teachers.

An additive scale for mid-level/secondary students on whether classroom teaching strategies meet individual learning needs uses four questions related to the ability of teachers to help students when they are having trouble learning, to encourage students to express themselves, to give students opportunities to learn independently, and to build in students the perception that everyone has a chance to succeed (SEC_S632).

· There were 1048 middle and secondary students from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 3.8 for the district.  That places the district at the 67th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Parents indicate their agreement or disagreement with this statement:  "The way they teach at this school works well for my child." (PRT_23).   

· Of the 1303 parents responding, 70 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 59th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.3.4  Faculty members are asked about their use of assessment information to plan instruction.

Faculty members indicate their agreement or disagreement with two statements:  "I use student assessment/performance data to plan my instruction." (FAC_62).

· Of the 140 faculty members responding, 83 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
The second statement for faculty is: "I use student information from previous classes to plan instruction." (FAC_90).

· Of the 131 faculty members responding, 78 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 42nd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.4
Instructional resources and equipment that support and extend the curriculum are readily available to teachers and students.

6.4.1  Advance questionnaires assess how faculty and parents view the adequacy of the available instructional equipment and technology.  

The faculty additive scale regarding the availability of and ease of access to computers, the internet, and educational technology consists of five questions (FAC_S641).  

· There were 146 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.1 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
Parents indicate their agreement or disagreement with two statements related to instructional technology.  The first statement is: "My child uses computers effectively at school." (PRT_29).   

· Of the 1298 parents responding, 86 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
The second statement for parents is: "It is important for students to have access to computers at school." (PRT_40).  

· Of the 1296 parents responding, 94 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
6.4.2  One statement each was presented to faculty, parents, and secondary students concerning the adequacy of instructional materials in the district.  

Faculty members respond to the statement:  "My instructional materials support the curriculum." (FAC_24)  

· Of the 142 faculty members responding, 96 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Parents respond to the statement:  "There are good learning materials at my child's school."  (PRT_25)

· Of the 1288 parents responding, 82 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Mid-level/secondary students respond to the statement:  "My school provides me with the textbooks and learning materials I need to learn."  (SEC_48) 

· Of the 1036 middle and secondary students responding, 86 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
6.4.3  Advance questionnaires assess the adequacy of training provided in the use of instructional equipment and technology from the perspective of faculty, students,  and board members.  

The faculty additive scale for this area consists of two questions regarding the adequacy of training in using computers and other technology, and in helping students use computers effectively (FAC_S643).  

· There were 142 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.0 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
The student (mid-level and secondary) additive scale on familiarity with and access to electronic resources, and the role of their teachers in assisting them in using these tools effectively consists of four questions (SEC_S643).

· There were 1049 middle and secondary students from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.0 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
The board additive scale addresses the same two questions as the faculty additive scale concerning the adequacy of faculty training for computer and other technology and in helping students use computers effectively (BOE_S643).

· There were 6 members of the board of education from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.8 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
6.4.4  Advance questionnaires are used to assess the degree to which technology is an integral part of the instructional program from the perspective of faculty, students, and board members.  

A faculty additive scale consists of three questions related to the degree to which technology and the internet have been integrated into the instructional program (FAC_S644).  

· There were 144 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.0 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
The board additive scale evaluates the progress that the district has made on incorporating technology and internet resources into the instructional program.  This scale is constructed from five questions (BOE_S644).  

· There were 6 members of the board of education from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.4 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
A question is asked of mid-level/secondary students, as well as faculty, regarding the frequency with which computers were used at school.  The responses from those that indicated they use computers either daily or several times a week were grouped together, and those that used computers less often were also grouped together.

Faculty members respond to the statement:  "I use computers and related technology in my classes."  (FAC_4).

· Of the 146 faculty members responding, 58 percent indicated that they used computers in school either daily or several times a week.  The remainder used computers less often.  That places the district at the 33rd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Mid-level and secondary students respond to the statement:   "I use computers in school."  (SEC_14).

· Of the 1045 middle and secondary students responding, 53 percent indicated that they used computers in school either daily or several times a week.  The remainder used computers less often.  That places the district at the 53rd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.5
The district has created a positive climate for learning and established a focus on academic achievement.

6.5.1  Advance questionnaires assess the learning climate in the district's buildings from the perspective of  faculty, support staff, parents, and all students, third grade and above.   These groups respond to statements related to whether the school is a good place to learn, a place where students want to be, where learning is fun, and where teachers care for and show respect for students, and handle discipline fairly. 

The faculty additive scale for school climate consists of thirteen questions (FAC_S651).  

· There were 146 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.4 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
The support staff additive scale for school climate consists of twelve questions (SUP_S651).  

· There were 81 support staff from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.0 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
The parent additive scale for school climate consists of nine questions (PRT_S651).  

· There were 1315 parents from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 3.8 for the district.  That places the district at the 46th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
The student additive scale for school climate consists of eight questions (STD_S651).  

· There were 1509 third-grade students and older from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 3.7 for the district.  That places the district at the 50th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.5.2  Advance questionnaires are used to assess the degree to which teachers and administrators accept responsibility for promoting student success and reducing student failure.  Additive scales that incorporated questions related to holding high expectations, rewarding student accomplishments, and teaching ability were developed for faculty, parents, and all students (third grade and above).

The faculty additive scale for the staff accepting responsibility for promoting student success and reducing student failure consists of six questions (FAC_S652).  

· There were 146 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.5 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
The parent additive scale for the staff accepting responsibility for promoting student success and reducing student failure consists of five questions (PRT_S652).  

· There were 1313 parents from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.1 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
The student additive scale for the staff accepting responsibility for promoting student success and reducing student failure consists of five questions (STD_S652).  

· There were 1509 third-grade students and older from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.0 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
6.6 
The schools are orderly; students and staff indicate they feel safe at school.

6.6.2  Advance questionnaires assess the degree to which faculty, support staff, students and parents feel that they or their students feel safe in school.  They were each given a statement and asked to indicate their agreement or disagreement with the statement.  

Faculty members respond to this statement: "I feel safe at this school." (FAC_75).

· Of the 139 faculty members responding, 99 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Support staff members indicate their agreement or disagreement with this statement: "I feel safe at this school." (SUP_22).

· Of the 78 support staff responding, 92 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
This statement is responded to by all students (third grade and above):  " I feel safe at school." (ELE_20 & SEC_29).

· Of the 1491 third-grade students and older responding, 72 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 62nd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Parents respond to this statement:  "I feel my child is safe at school." (PRT_31).

· Of the 1296 parents responding, 85 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
6.7
Professional development is an integral part of the educational program and all school improvement initiatives. 

6.7.2  Advance questionnaires assess the degree to which the faculty and support staff believe that professional development is an integral part of the educational program.

A question is asked of certificated faculty regarding their professional development activities.  The responses from those that indicated they had attended five or more activities in the past two yeares were grouped together, and those that had attended fewer activities were also grouped together.  The question is:  "In the past two years, how many professional development activities directly related to improving student performance or instructional improvement have you participated in?"  (FAC_3)

· Of the 145 faculty members responding, 77 percent indicated that they had participated in five or more professional development activities directly related to improving student performance or instructional improvement in the past two years.  The remainder attended fewer activities.  That places the district at the 75th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
This faculty additive scale consists of two questions related to professional development.  It considers the degree to which 1) the district expects participation in professional development and 2) the faculty member considers professional development an integral part of their job (FAC_S672).  
· There were 144 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.6 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
An additive scale for support staff responses consisting of two questions related to inservice training: 1) has the district provided job-specific opportunities and 2) have these been useful in doing a better job (SUP_S672).

· There were 75 support staff from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 3.5 for the district.  That places the district at the 29th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.8
Library media center (LMC) resources and services are an integral part of the instructional program.

6.8.1  Faculty and student advance questionnaires are used to gauge satisfaction with the LMC.  

An additive scale for faculty responses was developed and consists of three items related to the adequacy of library materials for supporting educational programs, input into materials selection, and whether materials were up-to-date and in good condition (FAC_S681).

· There were 145 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.4 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
Mid-level and secondary students are presented with two statements related to the LMC.  The first statement is:  "Our library has up-to-date resource materials." (SEC_45).

· Of the 1043 middle and secondary students responding, 78 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 96th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.    There was one building that was located in the upper ten percent of the distribution for this indicator.
The second student statement is:  "I know how to find information I need to complete class projects." (SEC_36).

· Of the 1044 middle and secondary students responding, 78 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 64th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.9
Guidance is an integral part of the instructional program.

6.9.3  Development of educational and career plans is examined from the perspectives of students and parents through the advance questionnaires.

Two statements are presented to mid-level and higher students regarding career and educational goals, and they indicate their agreement or disagreement.  The first statement is: "I have been encouraged to establish career or educational goals at school." (SEC_64).

· Of the 998 middle and secondary students responding, 71 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 63rd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
The second statement that students respond to is: "My counselor has helped me create a plan to reach my educational and/or career goals." (SEC_66).

· Of the 1014 middle and secondary students responding, 52 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 66th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Parents register their agreement or disagreement with this statement: "The school has helped my child establish educational and career goals." (PRT_50).

· Of the 1294 parents responding, 53 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 82nd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
6.9.4  Faculty, students, and parents provided information through the advance questionnaires concerning the availability of counseling services.  Each set of respondents was asked to indicate agreement or disagreement with a statement regarding counseling services. 

The faculty responded to the following statement:  "Individual counseling services are available to students." (FAC_54).

· Of the 141 faculty members responding, 87 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.    There was one building that was located in the lower ten percent of the distribution for this indicator.
Students (mid-level/secondary) respond to the following statement:  "If I have a personal problem, I can talk to the counselor."  (SEC_65).

· Of the 1019 middle and secondary students responding, 76 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 91st percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.    There were two buildings that were located in the upper ten percent of the distribution for this indicator.
Parents respond to the following statement:  "The guidance counselor is available to help my child if he/she has a personal problem.” (PRT_51).

· Of the 1292 parents responding, 69 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 64th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
7.3
Vocational education is an integral component of the educational program.

7.3.1  Advance questionnaires are used to measure perceptions of the district's vocational educational program from the perspective of faculty, students, and parents.  Each of these respondents are asked to indicate their agreement or disagreement with the statements below: 

The faculty responds to the statement:  "Vocational education is an essential part of the district's program of studies." (FAC_93).

· Of the 113 faculty members responding, 61 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 22nd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Mid-level and secondary students respond to the statement:  "Vocational education is an essential part of the district's program of studies." (SEC_41).

· Of the 1025 middle and secondary students responding, 38 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 20th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Parents respond to the statement:  "Vocational education is an essential part of the district's program of studies." (PRT_43).

· Of the 1272 parents responding, 53 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 34th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Board members respond to the statement:  "Vocational education is an essential part of the district's program of studies." (BOE_28).

· Of the 5 members of the board of education responding, 80 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
7.5
The district provides opportunities for parents/guardians to learn about the intellectual and developmental needs of their children at all ages and to participate constructively in their children's education.

7.5   Advance questionnaires review the efforts that districts make to involve parents in their children's education.  The faculty, parents, board member and student questionnaires each have indicators of parental involvement.

A faculty additive scale composed of eight questions measures the faculty’s perception of the effort that the district made to involve parents in their children's education (FAC_S75).

· There were 146 faculty members from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.5 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
Parents are asked eight questions that were combined in an additive scale concerning their perception of the district's initiatives to involve them in their children's education (PRT_S75).

· There were 1315 parents from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 3.9 for the district.  That places the district at the 53rd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Board members are asked two questions that were combined in an additive scale regarding district efforts to involve parents in their children's education (BOE_S75).

· There were 6 members of the board of education from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.4 for the district indicating substantial agreement.


Students (mid-level/secondary) indicate their agreement or disagreement with the following statement:  "My parents have a good idea of what goes on at school." (SEC_31).

· Of the 1036 middle and secondary students responding, 63 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 66th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
8.2 
The district has an ongoing, written Comprehensive School Improvement Plan (CSIP) which directs the overall improvement of its educational programs and services. 

8.2.1  The advance questionnaires address faculty, parent, and board perceptions of the district's Comprehensive School Improvement Plan (CSIP).  Each respondent is asked to indicate agreement or disagreement with one or more statements.  

Faculty respond to this statement: "I know what I am expected to do to improve student achievement as outlined in the district's CSIP." (FAC_50).

· Of the 139 faculty members responding, 83 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
The second faculty statement related to the CSIP is: "Teachers talk about student achievement improvement issues on a regular basis." (FAC_55).

· Of the 140 faculty members responding, 89 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Parents respond to this statement:  "The school has a written plan for improving student achievement." (PRT_52).

· Of the 1282 parents responding, 51 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 64th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Board members react to this statement: "There is a district plan that describes how staff members will work together to improve student achievement." (BOE_19).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 100 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
The second statement for the board is: "The board talks about student achievement issues on a regular basis." (BOE_20).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 100 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
8.2.3  The advance questionnaire asks the faculty and board about the process of reviewing the progress of and updates to the district's CSIP.  

Faculty members indicate their agreement or disagreement with this statement: "Our CSIP has been evaluated and updated recently." (FAC_56).

· Of the 138 faculty members responding, 78 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 51st percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
The board is asked three questions related to the progress that has been made on student performance and on modifications to the CSIP that have may have resulted.  These responses were combined into an additive scale (BOE_S823).

· There were 6 members of the board of education from the district responding to these questions.  The mean score calculated using this scale was 4.7 for the district indicating substantial agreement.
8.3
The board has adopted a current set of policies and procedures, meets regularly, and has secured the required training for its members.
8.3.3  The advance questionnaires ask about the different roles of the board and district administrators regarding making and carrying out policy.  Faculty, board members, and support staff are each asked to indicate their agreement or disagreement with an identical statement. 

Faculty responds to the statement:  "The board establishes policies and permits administrators to implement these policies on a day-to-day basis."  (FAC_58):

· Of the 140 faculty members responding, 89 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Board members respond to the statement:  "The board establishes policies and permits administrators to implement these policies on a day-to-day basis." (BOE_24).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 100 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
The support staff responds to the statement:  "The board establishes policies and permits administrators to implement these policies on a day-to-day basis." (SUP_24).

· Of the 75 support staff responding, 60 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 22nd percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
8.5
The community, through the board of education, provides sufficient financial resources to ensure an educational program of quality.

8.5.2  Advance questionnaires ask certificated faculty members about their input to the budget. 

Faculty indicate their agreement or disagreement with the following statement:  "I have the opportunity to share with the administration what materials are needed in my classroom prior to the adoption of the budget." (FAC_65).

· Of the 137 faculty members responding, 69 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 25th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
8.5.4  Board members, faculty, parents, and support staff register their agreement or disagree-ment to a statement concerning the adequacy of the  funding that the community provides the district.

The board responds to the statement:  "The community provides enough money to adequately provide quality educational programs to children." (BOE_26).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 100 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Faculty members respond to the statement:  "The community provides enough money to adequately provide quality educational programs to children." (FAC_73).

· Of the 139 faculty members responding, 74 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 66th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Parents respond to the statement:  "The community provides enough money to for the schools to do a good job." (PRT_34).

· Of the 1298 parents responding, 67 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 79th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
The support staff responds to the statement:  "The community provides enough money to adequately provide quality educational programs to children." (SUP_25).

· Of the 76 support staff responding, 72 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 66th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
8.7
Patrons, parents, staff, and students have opportunities to discuss concerns with the district, file complaints, and serve on committees, including those required by state or federal regulations, to study specific issues and problems. 

8.7.3  Parents indicate their agreement or disagreement with a statement from the advance questionnaire about access to the board to express to parent concerns.  The statement is:  "The school board listens to parents concerns." (PRT_39).

· Of the 1294 parents responding, 40 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 36th percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
8.10
The district’s facilities are safe.

The faculty, board, support staff,  parents, and students register their agreement or disagreement to a statement concerning the condition of school buildings.  
Faculty members respond to the statement:  "Overall, my school building is in good condition." (FAC_57).

· Of the 142 faculty members responding, 92 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
The board responds to the statement:  "Overall, I feel our school buildings are in good repair." (BOE_27).

· Of the 6 members of the board of education responding, 100 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Support staff  responds to the statement:  " Overall, my school building is in good repair." (SUP_26).

· Of the 79 support staff responding, 82 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Students (mid-level and secondary) respond to the statement:  "My school building is in good condition." (SEC_50).

· Of the 1039 middle and secondary students responding, 72 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement.  That places the district at the 81st percentile using the third-cycle reference group as a comparison.
Parents respond to the statement:  "My child's school building is in good condition." (PRT_33).

· Of the 1293 parents responding, 89 percent indicated that they agreed or agreed strongly with this statement, indicating substantial agreement.
Appendix 1.  Advance Questionnaire Methodology.

The Advance Questionnaire (AQ) is administered once every five years, in the semester prior to a Missouri School Improvement Review.   A district may also optionally decide administer the AQ at other times.  

The AQ was designed to allow all stakeholders in Missouri's public school districts to participate in the review process, as well as to provide a common basis for generating information useful for school improvement.

The AQ consists of six different questionnaires, designed for unique audiences:  

· Elementary Student Questionnaires (grades 3-6()

· Mid- Level & Secondary Student Questionnaires (grades 6-12*)

· Parents (one for each student)

· Certificated Faculty

· Support Staff

· Members of the District's Board of Education

The AQ is provided to the district in quantities that are slightly higher than the estimated population of students, parents, faculty members, support staff, and members of the board of education, and are administered and collected by the district.  

The current AQ for DEXTER R-XI was administered during the Spring 2003 semester.  The number of questionnaires received and response rates were estimated to be the following:

     Table 1.  Response Rates for DEXTER R-XI, Spring 2003.

	
	N Received
	Population Estimate
	Response Rate
	Reference Group Median 

	Students
	
 1,509
	
 1,618
	 93.3%
	87.6%

	Parents
	
 1,315
	
 2,064
	 63.7%
	52.7%

	Faculty
	
  146
	
  168
	 86.9%
	85.4%

	Board of Education
	
    6
	
 7
	 85.7%
	85.7%

	Support Staff(
	
   81
	
	
	


Most of the items that are reported here are Likert Type Scale questions.  Use of this technique involves providing a series of declarative statements, and then providing the respondent with a mechanism indicating their response corresponding to one of five response alternatives: Strongly Disagree, Disagree, Neutral, Agree, or Strongly Agree.  These were assigned numerical values from one to five respectively.  In the case of the current AQ, MarkSense forms were designed for use in the classroom or at home, and upon collection, the forms were scanned using specialized scanning equipment at DESE headquarters in Jefferson City.

The responses from the questionnaire items were generally treated in one of two distinct ways.  In many cases, the results from single questionnaire items were reported, sometimes in conjunction with similarly worded items from one or more of the other AQ instruments.  In these instances, the AQ report always reproduces the original question, as well as the additional information about the distribution of responses.  The number of respondents who indicated either the "Agree" or "Strongly Agree" response categories
 were combined into a single percentage and this was reported, along with the total number of responses upon which it was based.  This may be less than or equal to the total number of respondents for this questionnaire type, the reason being that respondents may choose to not answer any given question, and they would therefore not be included in the reported results for that particular questionnaire item.

Alternatively, another approach for reporting questionnaire results was to use additive scales.  With this approach, questions that addressed different aspects of very similar topics, such as School Climate, or Teacher Effectiveness were sometimes statistically combined into a single School Climate Scale, or Teacher Effectiveness Scale.  This was done after carefully examining the statistical properties of the scale.  An advantage of this treatment is that additive scales do provide a higher degree of reliability than indicators constructed from single items.  In the case of the third cycle AQ, all additive scales that are reported in this document were determined to have a Chronbach's Alpha of .65 or higher.  These scales had a potential range of from one to five, where a value of one would be  unanimous strong disagreement, and a value of five would be unanimous strong agreement.  The mean value for the scale was reported, along with the number of responses upon which it was based.

A "reference group" was constructed to assist with the interpretation of AQ results.  The current reference group consists of all those districts that had participated in the advance questionnaire process for the first year  of the third cycle, the 2001/2002 school year.  This reference group represents approximately one fifth of the state's districts, and does not differ from the overall population of districts in a statistically significant way.  A reference group percentile was calculated by ordering the scores from the reference group for a particular questionnaire item or additive scale, from lowest to highest, calculating percentiles, and then matching an individual district's score to the reference group to obtain a district's percentile.  This then provides a sense of the location of a district's score with respect to the overall distribution of scores.  One way of interpreting the meaning of a district’s percentile indicator would be that it represents the percentage of districts in the reference group that had scores equal to or below the district’s for the indicator.

In order to assist with interpreting the meaning of a district's score, the following procedures were used: 

For those responses which were from single questionnaire items, if the percentage of respondents indicating “Agree” or “Strongly Agree” was 80 percent or higher, a statement was made to the effect that “Substantial Agreement” was found regarding the statement, and no additional information was provided.  For those cases where less than 80 percent agreement was found, a reference group percentile is also provided.   For those cases where less than 80 percent agreement was found, and which appeared in the lowest ten percent of the reference group distribution, that additional information was reported.  

For those items that were from additive scales, if the mean value was 4.0 or higher, a statement was made to the effect that  “Substantial Agreement” was found regarding the issue that the scale addresses, and no additional information was provided.  For those cases where less than a mean value of 4.0 was found, a reference group percentile is also provided.   For those cases where less than a mean value 4.0 percent agreement was found, and which appeared in the lowest ten percent of the reference group distribution, that additional information was reported.  

There also were a number of building level scores reported in the document.  Percentiles were calculated in a manner similar to that for district percentiles, with the difference that the building percentiles were calculated within similar classes of school buildings.  These were the classes used, and were determined by a building's classification according to the Attendance Center Number Coding found in Exhibit 22 of the Exhibits section of the Core Data manual:  Elementary schools, Middle and Junior High schools, and High Schools.   Building classifications beyond this list were not included in the building reporting, although their scores were included along with all others at the district level.  

A listing of the buildings referred to in the descriptive statements is included in Appendix 2.  They are ordered according to Standard, and along with descriptive information about building, and variable, the following information is provided: percentile, the N or the number responding, and the original value either as Pct Agreement or the mean value on the additive scale.  The first character of the item description is a key to this, with “%” being used to denote those that are expressed as Percentages, and “m” used to mark those that are expressed as additive scale means.
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Appendix 2.  Buildings appearing in the highest and lowest ten percent  of the distributions discussed in the district report.

	std
	code
	building_name
	variable
	source
	pctile
	n
	value
	description

	6.1.2
	4040
	SOUTHWEST ELEM.
	facs5
	faculty members
	2.0
	35.0
	2
	m training--classroom assessment strategy

	6.1.3
	4040
	SOUTHWEST ELEM.
	fac13
	faculty members
	5.0
	31.0
	29
	% teach research skills with instruction

	6.1.3
	4040
	SOUTHWEST ELEM.
	fac14
	faculty members
	94.0
	35.0
	51
	% emphasis on other cultures

	6.3.1
	4020
	CENTRAL ELEM.
	fac89
	faculty members
	1.0
	32.0
	41
	% prof dev has changed teaching

	6.8.1
	1050
	DEXTER HIGH
	sec45
	students mid & sec
	96.0
	561.0
	80
	% library has up-to-date resource materials

	6.9.4
	1050
	DEXTER HIGH
	sec65
	students mid & sec
	94.0
	555.0
	71
	% can talk w counselor about pers problem

	6.9.4
	3000
	T. S. HILL MIDDLE
	sec65
	students mid & sec
	93.0
	464.0
	82
	% can talk w counselor about pers problem

	6.9.4
	4020
	CENTRAL ELEM.
	fac54
	faculty members
	7.0
	34.0
	56
	% individual counseling services available


Appendix 3.  Indicator Summary Report.

The link below references a summary report which provides an overview of all of the individual items and/or additive measures from MSIP Advanced Questionnaires used in the MSIP Team Report.

For each item the report shows the relevant MSIP standard, a description of the item, which questionnaire was the source for the item, the number of respondents at the district (N), and information about the distribution of responses for the district relative to the responses of all respondents in the 103 districts used as the “reference group.”  

The mean and standard deviation for both the district and the reference group are included so it is possible to compare the district’s distribution to the reference group’s distribution—how high or low and how clustered or spread out.

Finally, the “index” and the district percentile are reported.  The percentile shows how high or low the district value is relative to the distribution of all other districts in the reference group.  The index shows the relationship of the district mean to the reference group mean—it is the reference group mean divided by the district mean.  

When response distributions are heavily skewed toward strong agreement or disagreement, it is useful to know what proportion a district mean is of the reference group mean.  For instance, if there is strong agreement among teachers in the reference group about a particular item (such as school safety) and teachers in a particular district do not agree as strongly as the teachers in the reference group, the district may find that its mean was calculated to be at a relatively low percentile, even though the value for the index suggests that the district mean is very similar to the reference group mean.  In such instances, a low percentile value has little meaning and caution should be exercised in its use.

http://mcdc2.missouri.edu/webrepts/msipcycle3/103132summary.pdf
( Districts had the choice of using either questionnaire for grade six students.


(  Coredata did not contain figures for the number of district support staff.  


� There were a small number of non-Likert, or negatively worded Likert type individual questionnaire items which did not fit this general pattern, which were handled somewhat differently.  Their coding and interpretation are described within the analysis statements themselves.
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