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L.A.C.O.
Survey of
Algebra | Taking
Algebra | grade >C-

for the
Class of 2011
In grade 7, 8 and 9.

October 7, 2008
Dear Oakland Superintendent,

The Learning Achievement Coalition of Oakland and
the Oakland County Superintendents’ Association
would like to collect the information below to help
improve graduation rates, reduce the gaps between
groups of students, and help make Algebra | more
accessible to all students. The data is for the Class of
2011 cohort, beginning with your 9th graders in 2007-
08, that group as 8th graders in 2006-07, and as 7th
graders in 2005-06. If you have any questions about
this effort, please contact Ernie Bauer at 248 209
2162.
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Definitions:
“Algebra I" refers to a course which is predominately aligned to
the Algebra | high school content expectations.

“Took Algebra I” means the number of students who started the
year in an Algebra | course and completed the course. If Algebra |
is a two year course, count it only in the second year.

Please note: if the number for any cell is zero, please enter “0”

Thank you very much. The results of this effort will be reported
at the December, 2008 Superintendents’ meeting.

If you put the data into an Excel file, please email it to
Ernie.Bauer@oakland.k12.mi.us.

If you filled in the data on a sheet of paper, please fax it to Ernie at
248 209-2024.
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At What Grade Do Students Take Algebra I?
16000 1006
o oo
14000 —
e
0%
12000
0%
2 10000 B
5 o £
& &
2 a0 o 2
i 0% §
2 oo B
0%
oo
o =2
0%
2000
10%
o%
Took 7th | Grade >C-| Took 8th |Grade >C- Took 9th | Grade >C-| | Total Took [Total Grade
T atn an >c-
7th Grade (2005-06) 8th Grade (2006-07) 9th Grade (2007-08) Class of 2011
Atwhich grade is Alg Itaken? -Ethnic Groups-
o Aican Amercan (3186) = Asian (777) __+_Fispanic (820 __m_White (10641 |
ao%
0%
oo
4 5%
&
2 won
& 3
200
10% ™~
u%
o%
7th Grade 8th Grade 9th Grade Not Taken
LACO Survey of Algebra | Taking & Eaming a C- Grade or Highar
7ih reds Bl Crade 3ih Grade -
Dakiana County 2005.06) i2006.07) @oor.op) || Essoraom
o]
Took |Grade Tooe |Grade Tock | Grads Total  |Grade
Soup ot frin [=e-7in | Jem o [sc-oan [Jan [ec-en :
T ) I T | I | IR I
[EEET ) %) ) Al To% S 1% ol

il |

Hisparic

|

|

Are there difference between groups of students?
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Summary of findings

» 9t grade is where most (56%) students took
Algebra I.

* 91% had taken Algebra | by 9" grade.

» 66% had earned a grade of C- or higher by 9t
grade.

» Only 7% of students took Algebra | in 7" grade.
» 28% of students took Algebra | in 8t grade.
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Summary of findings (cont.)

Only 48% of Special Education students had
taken Algebra | by 9t grade & only 28% had
earned a C- grade or higher.

45% of African American students had earned a
C- grade or higher by the end of 9 grade.

46% of Economically Disadvantaged students
had earned a C- or higher by the end of 9t
grade.

There are very large differences in the patterns
in the grade level at which they take Algebra I for
groups of students.

An impression...

« This was apparently Very Difficult for many

districts.

— Transcripts often begin at high school?

— Student Information Systems don’t have an
easy report like this?

— Districts don’t have tools to help create this
kind of aggregation?

-2

Lack of consistency/flexibility in naming
courses. (In some districts almost anyone
with access to the SIS can name a course!
So when one wants to aggregate for
Algebra | there are lots of courses to look
for. Most SIS's don't have a place to
create an internal "crosswalk" for course
names to a common course name.

* Flexibility in giving partial credit; how does
one aggregate across semesters,
guarters, years, courses?

* Flexibility in grading scales -- a C- is not
always a C-.

When is Algebra | offered and what is
Algebra | -- how many different ways can a
student earn credit in each district? It can
range from 1 or 2 to over 25 ways.
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How did math results for groups of students compare to performance of all students? How did math results for groups of students compare to performance of all students?
Fall 2007 MEAP Mathematics for Groups MEAP Math Fall 2007 X Ethnic Group
[ —vanos ~ vanorscw ]
110 100
o 95 o5 & 595
o e Los 35%e7 86 5
M W\g’]‘% . o S Y N * °
. 5
% S o\ " e 5 ;
o
\ \ s s s
®57 50
5 5w %
g ) a
H HE " W
i £ P
o .z
ot
~ o0 14 =S 414
ol \agTeY
Ne2a257 L
» S
. -
0
EEER olzle eleelelet| [l [Fleslelei ey [Fladdee Ry [Fadd:
[Nl B|~[E | El El El = E E
SpecEd (3T | Econbisa o5y | ELL (80 Female (6996) Vale (1356) | oaklan 14,356) Black (:299) | Hispanic 680) | Amincian (638) | Mufiraca (lo7) | White (10591 | Asian(676) | Oakland County
*11th grade is Sprifig 07. Colints are 6th grade, Fall 2007. (14359
Have math results for groups of students been consistent for the past 3 years? How did ELA results for groups of students compare to performance of all students?
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How did students of the larger racial/ethnic groups LEP & Non-LEP
students perform on 07-08 MEAP Reading?

Fall 2007 MEAP Reading X Ethnicity & LEP
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How did students of the larger racial/ethnic groups LEP & Non-LEP
students perform on 07-08 MEAP Writing?

MEAP Writing Fall 2007 by Ethnicity & LEP
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Again, same exact data, just a different visual representation of the data.

Fall 2007 MEAP Writing X Ethnicity & LEP
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How did students of the larger racial/ethnic groups ED & Non-ED
students perform on 07-08 MEAP Reading?
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MEAP Fall 07 6th Grade Social Studies with MEAP Fall 06 5th Grade Reading "Removed"
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MEAP Fall 07 9th Grade Social Studies with MEAP Fall 06 8th Grade Reading "Removed"
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MEAP Fall 07 8th Grade Science with MEAP Fall 06 7th Grade Reading "Removed"

Finally, analysis that might be “actionable...”

Gender differences on

PLAN English Items...
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MEAP Grades 3-11 E.L.A. Counts

MEAP ELA - Oakland Gen Ed & Spec Ed as % of State Counts
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Schools w/Sp. Ed. SubGroup NOT Making AYP
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Sp Ed. Subgroup SOLE REASON for Missing AYP
(as a Percent of the Schools Not Making AYP)
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