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Why A Nevada School Performance Framework (NSPF)?

Nevada Revised School

Statute \ a Star Ratings

(NRS) 385A.600 Nevada School
Performance

Framework

(NSPF) Annual

N meaningful

differentiation
of schools

Every Student
Succeeds Act d

(ESSA)




Components of an Accountability System

1 Academic English Language 4
Achievement Acquisition Process
2 Other Academic Student Success 5

ESSA provides States with latitude as
to how the indicators are measured and
weighted.

3 Graduation Rate



The Purpose of the NSPF

A state-designed A tool for parents,

1 accountability system that 2 students, educators and
IS a repository of communities to receive
meaningful and clear and concise
actionable data and iInformation about how
results in the their schools are
Classification and performing on a scale
Designation of schools. from 1-Star (Not

Meeting Standards) to
5-Stars (Superior).



Components of the Nevada
School Performance Framework




School Classification Process

The NSPF is comprised of Measures categorized under Indicators specific to each of the elementary, middle, and high school
levels. A school earns points in the NSPF based on their performance in the Measures, and points for Measures are totaled

under their respective Indicators. { ]

Star Rating

I

1-100 pts
Performance Performance Performance Performance Performance
Indicator Indicator Indicator Indicator Indicator
# pts # pts # pts # pts # pts

Measure

Measure

MEASURES — e




Elementary School Performance Framework

English Closing
Academic Language Opportunity

25 pts 10 pts 20 pts 10 pts

WIDA Adequate

Pooled ' ' :
Proficiency Matrrll Medlan_I Growth I\/(I)ath Ctlos!:\g Chronlc_:
Growth Percentile Percentile pportunity Absenteeism
Read by Grade (MGP) (AGP) Gaps
e ELA Median ELA Closing
Growth Percentile Opportunity
(MGP) Gaps
Math Adequate
Growth Percentile
(AGP)
ELA Adequate

Growth Percentile



Elementary School Indicator and Measure Weights

* The ES Pooled Proficiency measure combines a school’s Math, ELA,
and Science results based on student performance on the state CRTs
(summative and NAA) for a total proficiency rate and measures the

INDICATOR/MEASURES POINTS

Academic Achievement Indicator 25 percentage of students who are proficient over the Math, ELA, and
Pooled Proficiency Measure * 20 Science content areas.
Read-by-Grade-3 Measure (RBG3) ** 5

Growth Indicator *** 35 ** RBG3 is an additional Measure for ES besides the Pooled Proficiency
Math Median Growth Percentile (MGP) Measure 10 rate. It is added to the NSPF as a result of the Nevada’s Read by Grade
ELA MGP Measure 10 Three Legislation and is based on the number of grade 3 students
Math Adequate Growth Percentile (AGP) Measure 75 reaching proficiency on the CRT ELA assessment (includes Summative
ELA AGP Measure o5 and NAA). This measure should not be confused with the district MAP

ELA assessment.

English Language Proficiency Indicator 10
WIDA AGP Measure 10

e 20 Growth is determined for ES with a grade configuration that

accommodates at least one prior year score and one current year

M (ol ©ppotingy EEgs MEEsllE - score. At a minimum, this requires grades three and four at an ES. For
ELA Closing Opportunity Gaps Measure 10 most ES, this results in two or three grade levels of SGP data that are
Student Engagement Indicator 10 incorporated into the Growth Measures described above. Growth is
not calculated for students who are assessed with the NAA.
Chronic Absenteeism Measure 10



Middle School Performance Framework

_ English Closing_
Academic Language Opportunity Student

Achievement Proficiency Gaps Engagement
25 pts 10 pts 20 pts 15 pts

WIDA Adequate

Pooled Math Median Math Closing

Proficiency Growth Percentile Pgr?:rlmtt?l - Opportunity Ab(s:ehr:(t)::i:sm
(MGP) (AGP) Gaps
ELA Median ELA Closing Academic
Growth Percentile Opportunity Learning Plans
(MGP) Gaps :
8" Grade Credit
Math Adequate Requirements
Growth Percentile (NAC 389)
(AGP)
ELA Adequate

Growth Percentile

 aen



Middle School Indicator and Measure Weights

INDICATOR/MEASURES

POINTS

Academic Achievement Indicator
Pooled Proficiency Measure *
Growth Indicator **
Math Median Growth Percentile (MGP) Measure
ELA MGP Measure
Math Adequate Growth Percentile (AGP) Measure
ELA AGP Measure
English Language Proficiency Indicator
WIDA AGP Measure
Closing Opportunity Gaps Indicator
Math Closing Opportunity Gaps Measure
ELA Closing Opportunity Gaps Measure
Student Engagement Indicator
Chronic Absenteeism Measure

Academic Learning Plans Measure

8th Grade Credit Requirements (NAC 389)

25
25
30
10
10

10
10
20
10
10
15
10
2

3

* The MS Pooled Proficiency measure combines a school’s Math, ELA,
and Science results based on student performance on the state CRTs
(summative and NAA) for a total proficiency rate and measures the
percentage of students who are proficient over the Math, ELA, and
Science content areas.

** Growth is determined for all MS grade configurations. For most MS,
this results in two to four grade levels of SGP data that are incorporated
into the growth Measures described above. Growth is not calculated
for students who assessed with the NAA.



High School Performance Framework

English College and

Ac_ademic EreRlETaT Language Carger
Achievement T Proficiency Readiness

25 pts 30 pts 10 pts 25 pts 10 pts

Student
Engagement

R CE el Post-Secondary

Math Proficiency 4-year ACGR Growth , Chronic
: Preparation .
Percentile Participati Absenteeism
o articipation
ELA Proficiency 5-year ACGR (AGP)
Post-Secondary oth Grade
Science Preparation Credit
Proficiency Completion Sufficiency
Advanced/CCR
Diploma



High School Indicator and Measure Weights

INDICATOR/MEASURES POINTS

Academic Achievement Indicator *
Math Proficiency Measure
ELA Proficiency Measure
Science Proficiency Measure
Graduation Rates Indicator
4-year ACGR Measure
5-year ACGR Measure
English Language Proficiency Indicator
WIDA AGP Measure
College and Career Readiness Indicator

Post-Secondary Preparation Participation Measure

Post-Secondary Preparation Completion Measure

Advanced/CCR Diploma Measure
Student Engagement Indicator

Chronic Absenteeism Measure**

oth Grade Credit Sufficiency Measure

25
10
10
5

30
25
5

10
10
25

10

10

5
10
5
5

* Academic Achievement: Student proficiency for HS
will be determined through the state administered
American College Test (ACT) subtest scores in Math and
ELA (11" grade), the Nevada High School Science
Assessment (10t grade) and the NAA in Math, ELA and
Science (11" grade). The NAA results are combined with
ACT and the Nevada High School Science assessment
results for proficiency calculations and reporting.

** Chronic Absenteeism: Only students who have been
enrolled in a given school for 91 days or more of the
current school year at any point in the year will be
included in this Measure. A chronically absent student is
a student who has missed 10 percent or more of the days
they were enrolled for any reason, including excused,
unexcused, or disciplinary absences. A school’s chronic
absenteeism rate is the percentage of chronically absent
students in Kindergarten through grade 12.



NSPF High School Report

State Districts & Schools
Nevada Growth Model &

Help &

Recent Releases & Resourcesd

At a Glance Data Details

Douglas High School

High Schoal

School Leve

Grade Leve:

! Covid Reporting Impact

School Year 2021-2022 Nevada School Rating

School Type: Resular
Schoal Designation: No Designation
5% Aszzessment Participation: Met

'QT.GY.E| Index Score .'
. \ School ParfoPlZhee Hi Additional Student Groups
Index Scoref
SchoolYear  Star Rating Eng
20202021 900 Wikl Stud wiDisab e
20122020 200 frirdrdrdr

What does my school rating mean?

In accordance with the U.S. Department of Education’s addendum in
response to the COVID-12 pandemic, flexibility was offered with State
sccountability reporting for the 2021-2022 schoal year. Star ratings are
not caloulated for SY21-22, but all schools have been provided with
index scores 1-100 in order to meaningfully differentiate schools.

Additionally, schools that have the required Indicators and Measures to
be evaluzted for 31, T3, or ATE| supports are evaluated for dezgnated

sUpports.

How are school star ratings determined?

Schools receive points based on student performance across various
Indicztars and Messures. These points 2re totaled and dwvided by the
points passible to produce an index score from 1-100.

2021-2022 School Performance

Academic Achievement Indicator
18525

Measure

Math Proficiency
ELA Proficiency
Science Proficiency

District Rate
258
515
381

English Language Proficiency
Indicator

610

Measure
Met EL AGP Target

School Rate
10.2

District Rate
10.0

Student Engagement Indicator

40
Measure School Rate  District Rate
‘9th Grade Credit Sufficiency 91.8 90.6
Chranic Absenteeizm 202 23.0

Climate Survey Participation B1.0 MIA

o
)
.

.
*

Econ Disady
* e e
L -

How are star ratings determined based on total index
score?

In accordance with the U.S. Department of Education’s addendum for
accountability, school star ratings are not calculated for the 2021-2022
=choolyzar.

v

Graduation Rates Indicator

30530
s L,
* Measure ¢
4-¥ear

College and Career Readiness

2525 Indicator
Measure School Rate District Rate
Post-Secondary T34 75.0
Preparation Participation
Post-Secondary 559 504
Preparation Completicn
Advanced or CCR 56.7 51.9

Diploma
Climate Survey Participation is not 2 point-earning messure.

(Eraduation and diploma rates sre based on the dass of 2020-2021.

Indicator

Measure

> Total index Score

Click on any measure on

the School Rating Report
overview page to view a

more detailed report

specific to that measure.

For example, clickon — —*
Academic Achievement to

view proficiency data for
subgroups for current and

prior years.

Douglas ngh School School Year 2021-2022 Nevads School Rating

Academic Achievement
1825

Academic Achigvemant is a measure of student parformance based on 3 single administration of the State assessmant. Cut Scores are set 1o determine
the achiavement lavel needed 10 be profidient an the asssssment. Points are earnad based on the parcent of students proficient in the areas of English
Language Arts (ELA), Math and Science based on the ACT, Nevada Science, and Nevada Alemats assessments.

Schonls need to have ten recards in the "all students” group o recaive points. Any subgroup with an assessed population less than tenwill not be

reported on the given Measures. Only students who have been enrolled at the school at least half the year ill b2 included in the Measures in this
Indicator.
Math Proficient Math Proficient Points Earned: 5/10

Groups 2022%  2022%Distice  2022%MIP 2021%  2021%Districc 2021 %MIP
Al Scudsnts 223 53 3613
American Indisn/Alaska Native 58 =5 2695
Asian - - 5275
Black/African American = = 25
Hispanic/Lating 2=z 227 2678
Pacific Islander = = =23
Twa or Mare Races 222 200 4011
White/Caucasian R 221 4704
Specisl Education 55 EL 1675
English Learners Current * Former <5 < 1238
Erglish Lesrnars Currart = < 1604
Ecenamically Dissdvaragad 184 153 78
Math Assessments
% Proficient
100
W 2021-2022 Douglas High Schoal - M2021-2022 Mips
53
- a7
a0
E
S Py 28
- 12
[
. |
& < & &
o & &
o &
e
ka




Utilizing the
School Performance Framework to Provide
School Support

Maria Sauter

Director
Office of Student and School Supports
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How Schools are Identified

FHAKK

Star Rating

Performance Performance Performance Performance Performance

Indicator Indicator Indicator Indicator Indicator
# pts # pts # pts # pts # pts
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1-and 2-Star Schools by State and District

PAONRSENRS

2019-20

2020-21

2022-23

2021-22

State Star 2018-19 2022-23 District 1-Star  2-Star 1-Star 2-Star
Ratings Carson City 0 4 3 4
. . . Churchill 0 1 2 1
DIStrIbUtlon Clark 54 107 125 93
Douglas 1 1 3 6
1-Star 95 233 Elko 4 ! o 10
Esmeralda 2 0 2 0
_ Eureka 0 1 0 1
2-Star 191 195 Humboldt 2 4 COVID-19 — Star 3 5
3-Stal’ 200 418 Lander 0 1 ratings were not 2 1
Lincoln 0 1 updated* 1 2
4-Star 113 79 Lyon 2 ! 1 4
Mineral 2 0 2 2
5-Star 120 85 Nye ! > o 6
Pershing 1 1 1 1
State Public 3 18 12 24
h Charter Authority
. Storey 0 0 0 2
.‘ Washoe 11 29 36 31
White Pine 5 2 2 2
L= g

*In accordance with the U.S. Department of Education ESEA waiver to suspend accountability requirements in response to the COVID 19
pandemic, NSPF school ratings and accountability indicators have been carried over from the 2018-2019 reporting year. The State was 16
required to provide index scores and calculate all indicators and measures for the NSPF to meaningfully differentiate schools.
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Using the Framework to Designate Schools

T

Star Rating

ﬂ School Count: 197
% of Schools: 23%

-@ ATS| Supports

'®
e
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Number of Federally Designated Schools

O
L
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2018-19

District Csl ATSI
Carson City 1 3
Churchill 2 0
Clark* 95 92
Douglas* 2 2
Elko* 10 4
Esmeralda 3 0
Eureka 0 0
Humboldt* 25 1
Lander 1 0
Lincoln* 2 0
Lyon 2 7
Mineral* 3 0
Nye* 11 2
Pershing 1 0
State Public 8 5
Charter Authority*

Storey 1 0
Washoe* 21 29
White Pine* 5 1

2019-20

2020-21
2021-22

COVID-19 -
Schools were
not designated

2022-23

CSlI ATSI

0 3

0 1

I
N
Y
w
o

N|IOIN|=|FRPIFPIOIN|O|N|W|W
O|N|O|O|O|O|—=|O|O|O|W

—_
o

0 0

10 31

1 1

*District that has More Rigorous Intervention (MRI) schools.
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Comprehensive Support and Intervention Schools Index Scores

CSl Schools
Change Over Time
2018-19, 2021-22, 2022-23

100

20

80

70

60

30

20

10
0

Aa|ep 201dals

SH 1u10d Buluing

S3 Assty

SH ZT X 0]|031d

S ZT X 0]|03ld

S3 2T M 0)j021d

§3 ZaydieN

S3|1PY2UN

SH Awapeay aJidsu|

SH $D ssedwopus
S3318uusg

SH avdy uodeag

SH o8ueing snjdwy

SH sAemyied

$3 sqqeo

SW SHI suloyimeH

$3 28e15 JaA|IS

uenyseg '0’d

S SHI 3WIsgInN

SH Biwl=aan

S3 PIRYPIOD

s3494a

SNl SHI 22yAmo

53 @3ayAmgQ

SH [BENHIA AN IN

SH uasqooef

SH auljuQ se|8nog

SH 3d1dSV

|jooyas y3iy asuapuadapu|
SN [3q0L UOA

SHS-1 Aranien

$3 4 Jojhey

S3 58J0y AsUNS

SHS-T YINOA MB3IA JWWING
SN Hemals

SH Hema3s

S3 Memals

GHS-r uteyunoy Suuds
SHS- J331ua) J1Wapedy yinos
S3 |BH yHws

S3 a|puny

AlleH ‘piay

S3 paay

SHS-[ J21Ud) 2IWAPeIY U0SIAIdd
53 uosied

S$3 AVOV NYTAN

SH 135Ung SO

|00425 YBIH uoIssiiA

SH 4 uyor 431N

S 4 uyor Ja|itin

S3 4 uyor 3||IN

SH 23S 1wAYdY A3
SIN 23S IAYIY ABjIA
$3 23S WYY ASjIIN

S3 youen

S eI

53 8uo

S3 AN

Z1-9 UoluaaQ 3|IudAn(
SN uoIsuyor

S3 uewuly

§3 3200UBH

$3 qleypjog

SH Alunwwo) |eqoj9
S3 piep /us9
Alepuodas moj||Ip Hasag
SH @50y Wasaqg

S3Jx0D

SH 1SE3YIN0S 13suUns Uemo?
J91UR) JIWIPEIY UBMOD)
SH J31ua) uonualag Ajunod e
S3 oJiaquue)

SH AWapedy uolI1eIa[a2oy

Total Index Score 21-22 Total Index Score 22-23
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School Data by Federal Designation

ﬁ School Count: 38

“ % of Schools: 4%

m MRI Supports

ﬁ School Count: 36

G‘ % of Schools: 4%

% CSl Supports

ﬁ School Count: 197

G % of Schools: 23%

% ATSI Supports

ﬁ School Count: 31

" % of Schools: 3.6%

ﬁ TSI Supports

ﬁ School Count: 561

NEVADA

Department of
Education

‘; % of Schools: 65%

M Universal Supports




Statewide System of Support

e Continuous Improvement Process:

o School Performance Plan portal — rolled out for 2023-24 submission

o District Performance Plan portal — rolled out for 2024-25 submission

e Local Education Agency School Improvement Community of Practice

e District Network for Principal Development (starting in Fall 2024)

o Supervisors of Principals Academy

o Nevada Leadership Learning Network

O
L[

NEVADA

Department of
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Cl Team Kick-Off

& School Data
Dive

Root Cause
Analysis

' Reviewing |
. Ourjourney =

- / ﬂ\#>
S %QQ
S
%

SPP Status
Check 2

Strategy Selectio
& Prioritization

%
%
O:
<]m0°%
Roadmap

Development

SPP Status
Check 1

21
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Evidence-based Interventions to Support Chronically
Low-Performing Schools

e 06 Essentials

O

o

Conduct a Comprehensive Need Analysis and root causes analysis
ldentify strategies and action steps aligned to root causes

Monitor implementation and progress of strategies

Participate in school or district initiated professional learning

Utilize Multi-tiered Systems of Support schoolwide

Participate in state provided professional learning

22



All 1- and 2-Star Schools

O
L
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e In-person leadership coaching and continuous improvement planning:
o 5 steps to the Continuous Improvement Process

o District and/or school site coaching, goal setting and impact analysis

e Educator capacity building
o Virtual courses for improved instructional practices

o Micro-credentialing for educators wanting to improve in a specific area of need

® College and Career Readiness Framework and Inventory
o Support for Practitioners
o Tailored results and resources

o High-impact practices included in library

English Learners Development Standards Framework for ELA and math (CTE coming soon)

23
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Questions

For additional information or questions, please contact:

Peter Zutz - pzutz@doe.nv.qgov
Gunes Kaplan — gkaplan@doe.nv.gov
Maria Sauter — msauter@doe.nv.gov

24
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