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Shawn Joseph, Ed.D.  
Director of Schools  

 
Dear Board Members, 
 

Free Technical Support from Cigna 
 
I shared previously that I met with the head of Cigna America to see how the organization 
can support us through their foundation or in-kind supports.  I have continued to seek our business 
community's support of our school system, and Cigna has stepped up in a big way!   
Below is a synopsis of how Cigna plans to partner with us to strengthen our system-wide 
work.  Tamara Fentress and I will participate in a planning call over the next few weeks 
to coordinate efforts.  These in-kind supports will greatly support our limited capacity to execute in 
some key strategic areas. 
 
Mental Health First Aid 
 
Cigna is in a unique position to partner with Nashville Public Schools to introduce K-12 staff to risk 
factors and warning signs of mental health problems in the student, teacher and administration 
populations, as well as to build understanding of the impacts of mental health problems including 
anxiety, depression, substance use, bipolar disorder, eating disorders and schizophrenia. Cigna has 
begun introducing Mental Health First Aid, a public education program that teaches participants 
how to identify, understand and respond to signs of mental illnesses and substance use disorders 
in the community.  
 
Mental Health First Aid is an 8 hour certification course that teaches participants a five-step action 
plan, ALGEE (Assess for risk of suicide or harm, Listen nonjudgmentally, Give reassurance and 
information, Encourage appropriate professional help, Encourage self-help and other support 
strategies), to support someone developing signs and symptoms of a mental illness or experiencing 
emotional crisis. Mental Health First Aid was introduced in the US in 2008 with more than 1 million 
people have taken the course.   
 
Cigna is proposing to introduce Mental Health First Aid training and certification to a defined 
student and adult population at Nashville Public Schools. Cigna will collaborate with Nashville 
Public schools to define the target population (adult and/or child & adolescent) and determine 
when and how the training will be deployed (single 8 hour or two 4 hour sessions). We would look 
to coordinate the introduction of this program with any similar initiatives being considered at 
Nashville Public Schools. Cigna will sponsor and fund this training and will determine the best 
approach to supporting (Cigna trainers, local external trainers or a combination) based upon the 
defined scope of the training.  
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Non-Profit Programs 
 
Cigna has national relationships with two highly recognized nonprofits, Girls on the Run (GOTR) 
and Blessings in a Backpack. Girls on the Run is a non-profit program that works to encourage pre-
teen girls to develop self-respect and healthy lifestyles through dynamic, interactive lessons and 
running games, culminating in a celebratory 5K run. There is a Middle Tennessee chapter of GOTR 
and Cigna has been sponsoring teams through this chapter since the fall of 2015 and most recently 
at Cole Elementary and Hull Jackson Montessori Magnet schools in the spring of 2018. Blessings in 
a Backpack is a non-profit organization that feeds school children in the United States who 
currently are fed during the week on the federally funded Free and Reduced Meal Program and are 
at risk of going hungry on the weekends. 
 
Cigna is confident that these programs will have a positive impact on the students who participate 
in these programs.  As such, we are proposing to continue our sponsorship of scholarships for girls 
to participate in GOTR for the 2018/2019 school year up to $10K. We will work with Nashville 
Public Schools to identify which schools to sponsor. Schools with GOTR programs include: Cole 
Elementary, Gower Elementary School, Gra-Mar Middle Prep, Harpeth Valley Elementary School,  
Julia Green Elementary, Inglewood Elementary School, Nashville Classical Charter School, Neely’s 
Bend Elementary, Smith Springs Elementary School, Smithson Craighead Academy, and Stratton 
Elementary. 
 
Additionally, Cigna is willing to engage Blessings in a Backpack to identify a school and commit to a 
3 year sponsorship of approximately 200 children to receive backpacks throughout the school year 
up to $25K annually based upon the number of children qualifying for the program.   
 
Cigna will also either fund a Nashville Public Schools sponsor student program or student 
participation in a local nonprofit based upon consultation with Nashville Public Schools up to $10K. 
These commitments build upon our recent sponsorship of the Show the Love Campaign – 
Recognizing Teachers for 2018 and 2019 at the presenting sponsorship level ($30K). 
  
Project Management Support 
 
Understanding the resource and financial constraints that most public schools face, there is a need 
for administration staff to develop project management skills to work more efficiently.  Cigna 
would like to provide a number of project management hours, to be determined, to support an 
agreed upon initiative and project management training for defined administration staff. While 
Cigna is supporting management of an initiative, the following would occur: 

1.     The Cigna Project Manager would assess the specific level and expectations for your project 
management needs and use that to customize the training approach & curriculum 
accordingly, and 

2.     The school will be able to see and attain a better understanding of what should be expected 
of a Project Manager to better ascertain who from their administration would best fit the 
training program. 

Cigna will sponsor and fund this training and will determine the best approach to supporting 
(Cigna trainers, local external trainers or a combination) based upon the defined scope of the 
training.  Cigna cost will be based upon number of participants and use of in house or external 
trainers. The preference is to use Cigna staff to deliver training. 
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 Communications Support 
 
Public schools have a variety of constituents (students, parents, teachers, citizens, elected officials) 
that require appropriate and tailored communications. The school district currently works with 
High Fidelity Communications for employee benefits communications. Cigna would offer to 
conduct an assessment of communication needs by constituent and develop an appropriate 
communications plan. Based upon the outcome of the plan, Cigna will consider how to best support 
the implementation of the plan. 
 

Bonus Tracks 
 

I met with Brian Nolan, of Capitol Records, and Micah Ali, Board President of Compton City Schools, 
CA, to discuss the Bonus Tracks program.  The purpose of the program is to provide high school 
students with a basic knowledge of the role of the modern record label in the new age of music 
discovery and a path to employment opportunities.  Henry Hicks, CEO of the African American 
Museum of Music also attended the meeting.  We discussed a partnership between Capitol Records, 
the African American Museum of Music and MNPS to provide internship opportunities to students 
at the Motown Gospel Office in Nashville and with the African American Museum of Music.  Capitol 
Records would like to announce the partnership on August 8th in California.  Henry Hicks and I will 
attend the event.  We are also working to include Lee Whitmore from the Grammy Foundation.  My 
trip will be covered by the Music Makes Us Foundation.  We hope to launch the program at Pearl-
Cohn HS and Nashville School of the Arts.  I have attached a link that discusses the inaugural class 
in Compton Public Schools.  It is my hope that this program will expose students to meaningful 
internship opportunities in the music industry here in Nashville and we can strengthen the 
partnerships that we have with the music industry, community colleges, and four-year institutions.  
Please let me know if you’d like more information about this.  We will share more information with 
the Board once we finalize what our program will look like.  This program is at no cost to the 
district.  https://www.billboard.com/articles/business/8460143/capitol-music-group-bonus-
tracks-class-graduates 
 

MOU Commitment Letter 
 

I signed and sent a commitment letter to employees communicating our commitment to effectively 
implement the MOUs that we signed with MNEA, SEIU, and the Steelworkers.  We are putting 
collaborative structures in place to ensure that the implementation of our MOUs is strong.  We 
discussed the importance of the MOUs at our first principals’ meeting this week and the unions 
were there to speak with principals.  This is the first step in strengthening overall culture in MNPS.   
 

Chamber’s Report Card Committee 
 

Attached I have included the PowerPoint that was used to talk to the Chamber’s Report Card 
Committe.  I communicated to them that MNPS needed the committee to serve in an advocacy role 
versus serving in an accountability role.  I shared that as a result of needing to cut $17 million from 
our budget last year’s chamber’s priorities were not consistent with our Board of Education’s 
priorities.  Therefore, many of the recommendations were not implemented.  The group under the 
leadership of Clifton Harris, CEO of the Urban League, seemed receptive to feedback on how they 
can best support MNPS.   

https://www.billboard.com/articles/business/8460143/capitol-music-group-bonus-tracks-class-graduates
https://www.billboard.com/articles/business/8460143/capitol-music-group-bonus-tracks-class-graduates
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Update on Title IX Issues 

 
I met with Corey Harkey and the Metro Legal team to get an update on our Title IX issues.  
Specifically I asked them for any issues in the legal cases that warrant immediate change in our 
practices.  Corey will update the Board in an upcoming executive session on this topic.   

 
LaDonna Boyd 

 
LaDonna Boyd is the CEO of RH Boyd publishing.  She has contributed to the Public education 
foundation and she wants to adopt a school for her employees to support.  She is hosting an event to 
provide backpacks to students on August 4th at 9:00 a.m. at Watson Grove Missionary Baptist Church.  
I have attached a flyer and Board members are welcome to attend.   

 
Sexual Harassment Next Steps 

 
I met with our internal team to discuss our handling of investigations.  I met with Channel 4 and the 
Tennessean to openly discuss what has occurred to date.  Next week we will discuss specific plans 
to address any concerns regarding the handling of investigations and to ensure that our community 
and employees understand that we take these investigations and all concerns seriously.   
 
 

Dollar General Contributes $800,000 to Support the Blueprint for Early Childhood Success   
 
Today the Dollar General Foundation announced that they will contribute $500,000 to the Public 
Education Foundation to support the Blueprint for Early Childhood Success.  They set aside an 
additional $300,000 to match other donors who contribute funds.  The total cost of year one 
implementation is 75% funded to date.  This is a huge accomplishment and we are seeing results in 
our early literacy achievement as a result of our willingness to raise rigor, provide more 
professional development and experiment with more rigorous curriculum.  You can view the 
PowerPoint from the Chamber Report Card Committee to see our areas of success along with our 
opportunities for improvement.   
 
CALENDAR (current week activities)  

 Meeting with Capitol Records Executives 
 Meeting on the MOU Commitment Letter 
 Meeting on the Findings of Promise54 
 Meeting with Councilman Russ Pulley 
 Messaging Meeting 
 Administrative and Supervisory Meeting 
 Recognition for 30 and 40 Year Employees 
 Special Called Board Meeting 
 Executive Session 
 Prep Meeting for Chamber’s Report Card Committee Meeting 
 Update on Title IX Issues 
 United Way Meeting 
 Chamber of Commerce Meeting 
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 Meeting with Mark North and David Sevier 
 One on One with Chris Henson 
 Meeting with NOAH 
 Meeting with LaDonna Boyd 
 Chamber of Commerce’s Report Card Committee 
 Blueprint/Dollar General Announcement 

 
CALENDAR (upcoming week activities) 

 Speak to New Teachers’ Academy 
 Messaging Meeting 
 One-on-One with Marcy Singer Gabella 
 Speak to Class at Belmont 
 Executive Leadership Team Meeting 
 Meet with Tennessean Editorial Board 
 Record Video to Welcome Teachers Back 
 Meeting with IMF 
 One-on-One with Monique Felder 
 United Way Stuff the Bus Event 
 One-on-One with Sito Narcisse 
 Meeting with Mark North and David Sevier 
 Speak to Bus Drivers and Monitors at In-Service 
 Election Day Luncheon 
 One-on-One with Marcy Singer Gabella 
 Scheduling Meeting 
 PELP Meeting 
 One-on-One with Deborah Story 
 RH Boyd Back 2 School Giveaway Event 
 92-Q – Ernie Allen’s Show 

 
MARCY SINGER GABELLA, CHIEF OF STAFF 
 
As you know, the Tennessee Department of Education (TDOE) released preliminary 2018 state and district level TNReady results on 
July 19.  We received these data just hours before they were publicly released and Paul Changas and his team are continuing to 
analyze all of the detailed information provided by subject, grade span and subgroup.  Below we highlight some findings observed 
thus far.  Importantly data we have received do not include Tennessee Value Added Assessment System (TVAAS) results or the 
Multi-State Alternative Assessment (MSAA), which is administered to a relatively small number of students with significant 
cognitive disabilities.  When we receive these data we will provide you with a more comprehensive analysis. 
 

 There are many similarities in the general trends from 2017 to 2018 observed in the results for MNPS students and 
students statewide. 

 MNPS students in grades 3-8 made more progress in English/Language Arts (ELA) from 2017 to 2018 than did the state, as 
the percent On Track or Mastered increased by 1.3 percentage points while the statewide increase was just 0.2 
percent.  The improvement was larger (+1.9%) for grades 3-5, but scores for MNPS students in grades 6-8 improved by 
0.8% while statewide scores decreased by 1.4 points. 

 District Mathematics results for grades 3-8 declined by about one percentage point (-1.1%) while statewide results 
declined by six-tenths of a point (-0.6%).  Note that students in Middle school students enrolled in a high school Integrated 
Math course who took an online EOC exam are included here. As outlined below, we have some questions about results for 
these students. 

 Limited English Proficient (LEP) students, which includes students currently receiving English Language Learner (ELL) 
services as well as those students transitioning from those services, narrowed the gap in achievement with their peers for 
every tested subject. 

 
Across the State and in MNPS, we see significant declines at the high school level, particularly in ELA and Science.  In light of recent 
upward trends in the State’s NAEP data (recall that on the NAEP test, Tennessee has been the fastest improving state since 2011) 
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these broad declines are surprising, but are consistent with the view (and anecdotal evidence from principals and others) that this 
spring’s testing disruptions had an impact – particularly for students involved in online testing.  

 
SITO NARCISSE, CHIEF OF SCHOOLS 
 
Summer graduation was celebrated at Stratford STEAM High School on July 19.  Carl Carter delivered the Commencement Address 
to the 105 students and their families. 
 
Principals and district leaders met during the past week to review supports for various programs in our schools. Middle school 
principals met with Instruction and Curriculum leaders on Monday to learn more about the support for STEAM programs.  High 
school principals met with the Office of School Choice and the Department of Career Academies on Wednesday to plan for the 
upcoming year. Elementary principals met with the Early Learning leaders on Wednesday and Friday to align the delivery of 
instruction in kindergarten and PreK. 
 

 
MONIQUE FELDER, CHIEF ACADEMIC OFFICER 
 
Core Knowledge Language Arts (CKLA): Knowledge Strand Study - July 2018 
 
MNPS has an exciting opportunity to participate in a study to build students’ vocabulary, listening comprehension, and content 
knowledge. Our district is partnering with Dr. Sonia Cabell, a professor from the Florida Center for Reading Research at Florida State 
University, in a multi-million dollar, national research study funded by the Institute of Education Sciences, US Department of 
Education. The goal of this study is to test the latest iteration of the Core Knowledge Language Arts (CKLA): Knowledge Strand 
curriculum in Kindergarten - Grade 2. (CKLA has two strands: [Foundational] Skills Strand and Knowledge Strand. This study will 
focus on only one strand—the Knowledge Strand.) MNPS was first approached about participating in this study in the fall of 2016, 
but was not selected. MNPS was approached again and accepted to participate in May 2018. 
  
CKLA: Knowledge Strand is a research-based read-aloud curriculum that systematically builds students’ knowledge of science, 
history, geography, and literature. Each domain lasts about 2-4 weeks, allowing students to gain knowledge and vocabulary, which 
research shows is critical to literacy achievement. Students are also afforded opportunities to engage in critical thinking and apply 
their new knowledge in writing. 
  
Twenty-five MNPS schools (see list of participating schools attached) will be involved in this study. Schools were selected based on 
interest and/or student achievement data. Because this study is an experiment, 13 schools will be randomly assigned to the 
Treatment condition and 12 schools will be randomly assigned to the Control condition in November 2018.  The study will roll out 
slowly with Kindergarten teachers in the Treatment Group of schools implementing CKLA’s Knowledge Strand this school year 
(2018-2019); 1st grade teachers will implement the curriculum in 2019-2020, and 2nd grade teachers will implement the curriculum 
in 2020-2021.  Kindergarten teachers in the Control Group will implement the CKLA Knowledge Strand in 2019-2020; 1st grade 
teachers will implement the curriculum in 2020-2021, and 2nd grade teachers will implement the curriculum in 2021-2022. On-
going professional development and ALL materials will be provided to each teacher at no cost to the school or district. 
  
Participating schools will continue to implement all five components of the Balanced Literacy Framework 2.0—(i.e., 1-Foundational 
Skills; 2-Complex Text; 3-Small Group Instruction (to include Guided Reading); 4-Writing; and, 5- Independent Reading)—during 
the study. The CKLA Knowledge Strand will replace the Complex Text component and will also address part of the Writing 
component as students will be writing in response to the complex text read aloud to them interactively. Teachers will continue to 
plan lessons for Balanced Literacy; the only plans that will change are the lesson plans for the complex text they interactively read 
aloud to students each day. Instead of using the MNPS ELA Scope and Sequence, they will use the CKLA Knowledge Strand’s 
curriculum to include its complex texts. 
  
An informational meeting for central office leaders and the principals in the 25 schools was held on July 6th; voluntary (with 
stipends) meetings for teachers and LTDSs in the study schools were held throughout the month of July (see PowerPoint and 
pictures attached); and, a CKLA reception for LTDSs in the study schools will be held on August 1st and 3rd. The purpose of these 
convenings was/is to provide an overview of the CKLA Knowledge Strand and the study; provide an opportunity to interact with the 
CKLA Knowledge Strand curriculum; and, to give principals, teachers and LTDSs in the study schools an opportunity to engage with 
their peers in the five schools (i.e., Napier, Buena Vista, Paragon Mills, Churchwell and Cumberland) that successfully implemented 
one or both CKLA strands last school year (see images attached). 
  
A robust FAQ (see attached) was created to provide schools with additional information. 
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Chamber Report Card Committee July 27, 2018                                    
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Our Foundation
OUR VISION
• Metro Nashville Public Schools will be the

, ensuring that every student
becomes a life-long learner prepared for
success in college, career and life.

OUR MISSION
• We deliver a great public

education to every student, every
day.

OUR VALUES
• Whole learner, literacy,excellence,

relevance, innovation, talent,
collaboration, equity and diversity.



“I am pleased to report that the indicators 
in the director’s self-evaluation are true to 
the strategic plan and are among the most 
thorough and rigorous I have seen 
anywhere in the country.”

Michael Casserly 
Executive Director 
Council of Great City Schools
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2017-18 Summative Evaluation



Strategic Framework Goal Areas
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Celebration
2nd – 8th MAP Reading and Math Results:           
Growth exceeds national average
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Celebration
TNReady 3-8 English/Language Arts (ELA):     
1.3% á - More progress than State from 2017 to 2018

6

MNPS 3-8 ELA

25.4% to 26.7%á
2017 to 2018

Grade 

Span

% of students On Track or Mastered

MNPS Statewide

2017 2018 Change 2017 2018 Change

3-5
25.1% 27.0% á 1.9% 33.9% 35.7% á 1.8%

6-8
25.6% 26.4% á 0.8% 33.5% 32.1% â -1.4%

9-12
24.4% 18.1% â -6.3% 34.6% 29.4% â -5.2%

NOTE: The table above shows the preliminary district and statewide TNReady results for 

all students tested in 2017 and 2018, by grade span.  These results do not include 

alternative assessment results, which will not be available until late August.  The 

percentage of students tested that scored at the On Track or Mastered achievement levels 

each of the last two years is followed by the change in that percentage from 2017 to 2018.



Celebration
Limited English Proficient (LEP) TNReady Progress:     
Narrowed the gap in achievement with their peers in every 
tested subject

7

NOTE: LEP Includes students currently receiving English Language Learner (ELL) services as well as those students transitioning from those 
services.

Subgroup
% Below % Mastered

% On Track or 
Mastered 2018 Change 

in On Track 
or Mastered2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

All Students 29.2% 31.9%á 12.1% 11.3%â 46.0% 42.7%â -3.3%

LEP 43.2% 39.4%â 4.8% 5.4%á 29.7% 33.1%á 3.4%
Most subgroup scores declined, but Limited English Proficient (LEP) students made a 3.4-point 
increase from 2017 to 2018. The number of LEP students scoring at the Below achievement level also 
moved in the desired direction, with a 3.8-point decline. – based on preliminary results

TNReady 3-8 Science



Celebration
Industry Certifications & Pathway Dual Credit:  
Increased Participation
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NOTE: Advanced Coursework (AP, Cambridge AICE, and IB) exam participation
increased from 6618 (2016-17) to 9626 (2017-18). 



Opportunity

9

Student Suspensions Attendance
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Celebration
Expanded New Teacher Academy (NTA):  
Mentor for every teacher

Following the 1st

year (2016-17) of 
expanded NTA:

New teacher 
turnover down
2015-16 = 178 
2016-17 = 141 â



11

Celebration
Celebrating Our People:  
MNPS Voices
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Opportunity
Culture & Climate:  

§ Continuing Outward Mindset 
Development

§ Engaging Employees –
Voice Sessions

§ Memorandum of 
Understandings (MOUs) –
Certificated & Support Staff 
Unions
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Celebration
Responsiveness & Customer Service:  
First call resolution increased by 2.9%

94,591 92,38693,021 92,386

1,037 1410533 647
0

20,000

40,000

60,000

80,000

100,000

2017-18 School Year 2016-17 School Year

Family Information Center
Parent Satisfaction Data

Parent Contacts 1st Call Satisfaction
Ticket to Transportation Ticket to EDSSI
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Celebration
Increased Intentional Communication of 
Positive News

§ 165 “good news” local media stories – Aired & Printed

§ 72 stories shared via Social Media – Min of three per week 

§ 200 stories via Facebook and Twitter

2017-18 School Year 
At least 437 good news stories 

on social/TV/radio/print
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Opportunity
Improving Family & Community Engagement

§ Increasing Community Visibility
§ Continuing to Strengthen Strategic Partnerships
§ Increasing Family Voice & Involvement at 

School Level
§ Moving on Transition Team Recommendations 

– 91 out of 121 complete/ongoing
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Moving Forward: 2018-19

Fastest-
improving 

urban school 
system in 
America… 

Literacy

Instructional 

Time 

(Suspensions & Attendance)

Culture & Climate



 GIVEAWAY 

Aug. 4, 2018
Watson Grove Missionary Baptist Church

1415 Horton Avenue Nashville, TN 37212
Food Fun

Music

Free haircuts for Boys

Crafts Free school supplies

9:00 am - 1:00 pm

HOSTED BY R.H .BOYD

 All donations can be dropped off at RH Boyd Publishing 
Corporation 6717 Centennial Blvd Nashville, TN 37209 between 

8am - 4pm from July 25-27th and July 30 - August 3rd.

See reverse for supply list



1.  Construction paper
2.  Pencils
3.  Pens
4.  One subject notebooks
5.  Glue bottles (Elmer’s style)
6.  Washable markers
7.  Graph Paper
8.  USB flash drives
9.  Colored Pencils
10.  Composition notebooks
11.  Wide Ruled notebook paper
12.  Compasses and Protractors
13.   Small calculators
14.  Highlighters
15.  Tape (Scotch or Duct)

SUPPLY LIST

In addition to the supply list above, please bring a new 
book that is   appropriate   for children ages 5 to 10 years 
old.  R.H. Boyd is assisting  Metro Nashville Public Schools 
by promoting literacy in  elementary classrooms. Your 
book donation   will help fill in-classroom  library needs! 



  

 

 

 

 

 

MEMORANDUM 

 

July 24, 2018 
 
TO: Shawn Joseph, Ed.D. 
 Director of Schools 
 
FROM: Paul Changas 
 Executive Director, Department of Research, Assessment & Evaluation 
 
RE: Preliminary 2018 TNReady Assessment Results 
 
 
The Tennessee Department of Education (TDOE) released preliminary 2018 state and district level TNReady 
results on July 19.  We received these data just hours before they were publicly released and are continuing to 
analyze all of the detailed information provided by subject, grade span and subgroup.  This memo summarizes 
the key findings observed thus far.  The data we have received do not include Tennessee Value Added 
Assessment System (TVAAS) results or the Multi-State Alternative Assessment (MSAA), which is administered to 
a relatively small number of students with significant cognitive disabilities. 
 

Overall Findings 
 
While more detailed analysis follows this section, some of the key findings in reviewing the preliminary 2018 
TNReady assessment results are as follows: 
 

 There are many similarities in the general trends from 2017 to 2018 observed in the results for MNPS 
students and for students statewide. 

 MNPS students in grades 3-8 made more progress in English/Language Arts (ELA) from 2017 to 2018 
than did the state, as the percent On Track or Mastered increased by 1.3 percentage points while the 
statewide increase was just 0.2 percent.  The improvement was larger (+1.9%) for grades 3-5, but scores 
for MNPS students in grades 6-8 improved by 0.8% while statewide scores decreased by 1.4 points. 

 High school ELA scores declined significantly from 2017 for MNPS students (-6.3%) and for students 

across the state (-5.2%). 

 District Mathematics results for grades 3-8 declined by about one percentage point (-1.1%) while 

statewide results declined by six-tenths of a point (-0.6%). 

 District high school Math scores fell by 2.6 points but improved statewide by one point. 

 Significant test score declines were observed in Science at all grade spans for MNPS students and for 

students statewide. 

 Limited English Proficient (LEP) students, which includes students currently receiving English Language 

Learner (ELL) services as well as those students transitioning from those services, narrowed the gap in 

achievement with their peers for every tested subject. 
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As will be discussed in more detail in the next section, there were numerous technical interruptions to the 

online testing that occurred for high school End of Course (EOC) exams.  This led to the state legislature taking 

action in the spring that only allows the 2018 data to be used in evaluating students, teachers, schools or 

districts if the results are beneficial.  While Commissioner McQueen stated publicly that educators can still learn 

much from the data, which should be “one of many factors when they are planning for the year ahead," she also 

acknowledged that the impact of the testing interruptions on student motivation cannot be quantified.  

Considering that high school scores statewide took an overall downturn despite Tennessee students making 

significant progress in recent years on the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) and on prior 

state assessments, there do appear to be valid concerns regarding student motivation on the 2018 EOC exams. 

 

State accountability measures such as TNReady, ACT, WIDA Access (which assesses English proficiency of English 

Learners), MSAA and TVAAS will always be included in our planning.  As you know, however, the state 

assessment data released thus far are end-of-year measures that do not take into account where a child entered 

on the learning continuum and the growth they have made over time.  And as you have stated, our primary 

concern is communicating to our families their children’s growth.  For this reason MNPS has developed a public 

dashboard that will provide a more complete picture of student academic progress to families and to other 

stakeholders.  This dashboard will also include results from the Measures of Academic Progress (MAP) and other 

national, state and district assessments that are important in measuring student achievement. 

 

Background 
 
Before going into more detailed findings, it is important to provide context regarding these results.  As a 
reminder, there were significant changes in academic and performance standards beginning in 2015-16, and the 
achievement level labels of the assessments also changed at this time to reflect the emphasis on students being 
not only proficient, but also college and career ready.  From lowest to highest, the previous achievement levels 
of Below Basic, Basic, Proficient and Advanced were replaced by Below, Approaching, On Track and Mastered.  
The performance descriptors for each of these achievement levels are shown below: 
 

 Mastered – Performance at this level demonstrates that the student has an extensive understanding 
and expert ability to apply the subject area knowledge and skills as defined by the Tennessee academic 
standards. 

 On Track – Performance at this level demonstrates that the student has a comprehensive understanding 
and thorough ability to apply the subject area knowledge and skills as defined by the Tennessee 
academic standards.  

 Approaching – Performance at this level demonstrates that the student is approaching understanding 
and has a partial ability to apply the subject area knowledge and skills as defined by the Tennessee 
academic standards. 

 Below – Performance at this level demonstrates that the student has a minimal understanding and 
nominal ability to apply the subject area knowledge and skills as defined by the Tennessee academic 
standards. 

 
All students taking high school courses with a state End of Course (EOC) exam were required to take the test 
online for the first time in 2017-18.  This was to have initially occurred in 2015-16, but the TDOE immediately 
switched to paper and pencil tests after widespread problems on the first day of testing.  As was well 
documented in the media this past spring, there were numerous technical problems with the online testing that 
occurred for these courses.  These problems, which were determined to be due to the vendor, Questar, resulted 
in numerous testing delays.  Some students were required to reconvene a second or even a third day before a 



3 
 

particular EOC exam could be administered.  The TDOE hired a third party – HumPRO – to analyze the test 
results to attempt to determine how these disruptions impacted scores.  It will likely be a few weeks before that 
report is available, but Commissioner Candice McQueen has stated that the impact of the online disruption is 
“minimal,” except in situations where students had to log in multiple times.  Unfortunately, it appears we had 
thousands of students affected by such interruptions during the testing window.  In addition, the TDOE points 
out that the motivational impact of these disruptions, in part due to the media coverage that test results would 
not be included in student grades, may have had a negative impact on scores that cannot be measured. 
 
While the online issues primarily affected high school results, many of our highest achieving math students take 
high school courses such as Integrated Math I in middle school.  These scores are included in the district’s results 
for grades 6-8.  In addition, there were several issues with the paper-and-pencil tests in grades 3-8 this year.  A 
number of principals and teachers expressed concern regarding printing errors in the test books or directions at 
various grade levels.  And the state utilized different operational test forms within the same school building for 
the first time, which caused some confusion and resulted in some scoring issues when students attempted 
different test forms on different days.  These concerns were shared with the Comptroller’s office, which 
conducted an investigation of the TNReady administration due to all of the public attention to this year’s testing 
problems.  The Comptroller’s report has not yet been released. 
 
The next two sections provide the detailed TNReady results.  Districtwide and statewide achievement level data 
for all students tested in grades 9-12 are presented first, followed by MNPS student subgroup results. 
 

District and Statewide Results for All Students 
 
The table below shows the preliminary district and statewide TNReady results for all students tested in 2017 and 
2018, by grade span and subject.  These results do not include alternative assessment results, which will not be 
available until late August.  The percentage of students tested that scored at the On Track or Mastered 
achievement levels each of the last two years is followed by the change in that percentage from 2017 to 2018. 
 

 
 
  

2017 2018 Change 2017 2018 Change

English/LA 25.1% 27.0% 1.9% 33.9% 35.7% 1.8%

Mathematics 28.8% 27.8% -1.0% 40.0% 40.0% 0.0%

Science 45.0% 41.1% -3.9% 58.6% 56.0% -2.6%

English/LA 25.6% 26.4% 0.8% 33.5% 32.1% -1.4%

Math 25.4% 24.2% -1.2% 35.7% 34.6% -1.1%

Science 46.4% 43.4% -3.0% 62.2% 60.2% -2.0%

English/LA 24.4% 18.1% -6.3% 34.6% 29.4% -5.2%

Math 12.1% 9.5% -2.6% 21.5% 22.5% 1.0%

Science 35.7% 25.6% -10.1% 51.0% 45.3% -5.7%

U.S. History 15.0% 10.3% -4.7% 30.8% 27.8% -3.0%

3-5

6-8

9-12

MNPS Statewide

% of Students On Track  or Mastered

Grade 

Span Subject
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District Results by Student Subgroup 
 
In this section districtwide TNReady results for 2017 and 2018 are shown by subject and student subgroup.  
Separate tables within each subject are provided for grades 3-8 and for grades 9-12.  Key findings are discussed 
following each table. 
 

English/Language Arts 
 
The table below shows MNPS student subgroup data for TNReady English/Language Arts (ELA) in grades 3-8.  
 
 

 
 
Overall, the percentage of students in grades 3-8 reaching the state performance standard in English/Language 
Arts improved by 1.3 percentage points in 2018, from 25.4% to 26.7%.  While the 2018 number is below the 
33.9% percent scoring On Track or Mastered statewide, this improvement from 2017 to 2018 exceeds the 0.2% 
increase for all Tennessee public school students.   
 
Black, Hispanic and Native American students, who are treated collectively as a subgroup in our state 
accountability system, all made improvement in 2018.  However, the achievement gap widened compared to 
their peers, who made larger gains for grades 3-8 ELA.  English Learners (EL) and Students with Disabilities (SWD) 
made modest improvement.  On the other hand, the Limited English Proficient (LEP) subgroup, which includes 
active ELL students and those transitioning from ELL, improved by 3.4 percentage points, from 10.1% in 2017 to 
13.5% in 2018.  The gap between LEP and non-LEP students narrowed the desired way, with both groups making 
gains but the disadvantaged subgroup making greater improvement.  In addition, the percentage of ELL students 
in the lowest achievement level, Below, declined by 6.1% points from 2017 to 2018.  The Super subgroup 
consists of all students in one or more of the traditionally disadvantaged subgroups – Black, Hispanic or Native 
American (BHN); Economically Disadvantaged; English Learners; or Students with Disabilities.  This subgroup 
made modest (0.8%) improvement in 2018. 

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

All Students 37265 36417 30.7 29.4 4.1 4.3 25.4 26.7 1.3

Asian 1527 1408 22.9 18.9 9.6 9.9 40.3 41.3 1.0

Black 15807 15239 36.4 36.0 1.9 1.5 17.9 18.2 0.3

Hispanic 9067 9034 35.6 33.2 1.4 1.6 17.4 18.9 1.5

Native American 65 58 33.8 27.6 3.1 1.7 23.1 27.6 4.5

Pacific Islander 47 39 27.6 28.2 4.3 12.8 25.5 35.9 10.4

White 10750 10280 19.3 17.1 9.0 10.0 40.9 44.5 3.6

Black/Hisp/Native 24939 24331 36.1 34.9 1.7 1.6 17.7 18.5 0.8

Non-Black/Hisp/Native 12326 12086 19.9 18.1 9.0 9.8 40.8 43.3 2.5

Econ Disadvantaged 19252 17211 40.3 39.5 1.2 1.2 14.4 14.9 0.5

Non-Econ Disadv 18013 19206 20.4 20.3 7.3 7.1 37.0 37.3 0.3

English Learners 5682 5129 62.7 61.1 0.2 0.0 3.2 3.5 0.3

Limited English Profic 8402 8868 47.0 40.9 0.7 0.8 10.1 13.5 3.4

Non-LEP 28863 27549 25.9 25.6 5.2 5.4 29.8 31.0 1.2

Students w. Disability 4257 3890 66.6 64.2 0.6 1.0 6.1 6.3 0.2

Non-SWD 33008 32527 26.1 25.1 4.6 4.7 27.8 29.2 1.4

Super Subgroup 30636 29517 35.9 34.4 1.8 1.7 18.2 19.0 0.8

2018 

Change 

in On 

Track 

or Mast

3-8 ELA

Subject Subgroup

# Tested % Below % Mastered
% On Track 

or Mastered
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The following table provides ELA results for MNPS students in grades 9-12 in those high school courses with an 
End of Course (EOC) exam – English I, English II and English III. 
 

 
 
The 2018 /Language Arts results for all MNPS tested in grades 9-12 show that 18.1% are scoring at the On Track 
level or above, compared to 29.4% of students across the state.  This is a decrease from 2017 of 6.5 percentage 
points in MNPS and a decrease of 5.2 points statewide.  In addition, there was a 6.5-point increase in the 
number of MNPS high schoolers scoring at the Below achievement level. 
 
The disaggregated results show that all student subgroups showed some decline from 2017, but the decrease in 
On Track or Mastered status was less for BHN, EL, LEP and SWD students than the drop made by their 
classmates.  Thus the achievement gap narrowed, but not the desired way, as all subgroups moved in the wrong 
direction.  One of the few positive results for high school ELA was that the percentage of LEP students scoring at 
the lowest achievement level declined by 2.2 points. 
 

Mathematics 
 
The next table has TNReady Math districtwide results for students in grades 3-8, by subgroup.  Middle school 
students enrolled in a high school Integrated Math course who took an online EOC exam are included here. 
 

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

All Students 14184 12648 26.4 32.9 4.6 1.8 24.4 18.1 -6.3

Asian 610 547 20.6 26.3 11.1 6.8 38.2 31.4 -6.8

Black 6783 5889 31.9 38.7 1.8 0.9 16.5 11.8 -4.7

Hispanic 2966 2936 27.2 35.2 2.2 0.6 19.2 13.0 -6.2

Native American 18 16 5.5 6.2 5.6 6.3 44.4 56.3 11.9

Pacific Islander 13 19 0.0 26.3 15.4 0.0 23.1 21.1 -2.0

White 3794 3177 16.9 20.7 10.4 3.9 40.4 32.3 -8.1

Black/Hisp/Native 9767 8841 30.5 37.5 1.9 0.8 17.4 12.3 -5.1

Non-Black/Hisp/Native 4417 3807 17.3 22.1 10.5 4.3 40.0 31.7 -8.3

Econ Disadvantaged 6668 5448 33.8 42.4 1.7 0.5 14.8 8.4 -6.4

Non-Econ Disadv 7516 7200 19.6 25.7 7.2 2.9 33.0 25.5 -7.5

English Learners 1145 1020 63.7 70.2 0.1 0.0 1.6 0.5 -1.1

Limited English Profic 1479 1635 55.9 53.7 0.1 0.0 4.0 2.4 -1.6

Non-LEP 12705 11013 22.9 29.8 5.1 2.1 26.8 20.5 -6.3

Students w. Disability 1434 1255 62.3 64.0 0.7 0.2 4.8 4.0 -0.8

Non-SWD 12750 11393 22.2 29.5 5.1 2.0 26.6 19.7 -6.9

Super Subgroup 11644 10387 30.7 37.5 2.2 0.8 18.0 12.4 -5.6

2018 

Change 

in On 

Track 

or Mast

HS ELA

Subject Subgroup

# Tested % Below % Mastered
% On Track 

or Mastered
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The all-student results show a 1.1-point decrease from 2017 to 2018 in the number of MNPS students in grades 
3-8 meeting the state Mathematics standard.  The statewide results show a 0.6% decline.  The percentage of 
MNPS students scoring Below increased by 3.2 points.  There was some positive news as a slight (0.8%) increase 
was seen in the number of students scoring at the top achievement level, Mastered. 
 
Student subgroup results generally revealed small declines in 2018 except for a very slight increase (0.2%) for 
White students.  Of more concern was the increase in the percentage of students scoring Below, the lowest 
achievement level, as significant increases of 6.0 percentage points for English Learners and 5.2 points for 
Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students were observed.  The achievement gap narrowed for the ED, LEP and 
SWD subgroups, but not in the desired way.  The gap narrowed because the non-disadvantaged or comparison 
groups had larger declines. 
 
The following table shows district subgroup performance for students in grades 9-12 enrolled in Algebra I, 
Geometry, Algebra II, Integrated Math I, Integrated Math II or Integrated Math III. 
 

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

All Students 37428 36544 37.4 40.6 6.0 6.8 27.2 26.1 -1.1

Asian 1532 1409 20.8 23.0 17.0 16.5 47.2 45.8 -1.4

Black 15877 15287 47.0 51.1 2.4 2.8 18.0 16.4 -1.6

Hispanic 9126 9071 39.1 42.0 3.2 3.6 22.1 21.1 -1.0

Native American 65 56 35.3 42.8 3.1 3.6 21.5 21.4 -0.1

Pacific Islander 47 39 40.5 46.2 17.0 17.9 27.7 23.1 -4.6

White 10778 10288 24.0 25.8 12.1 14.0 42.3 42.5 0.2

Black/Hisp/Native 25068 24414 44.1 47.7 2.7 3.1 19.5 18.1 -1.4

Non-Black/Hisp/Native 12360 12130 23.6 26.4 12.7 14.1 42.9 42.1 -0.8

Econ Disadvantaged 19346 17277 47.5 52.7 2.1 2.3 16.7 15.3 -1.4

Non-Econ Disadv 18082 19267 26.4 29.9 10.2 10.7 38.4 35.8 -2.6

English Learners 5754 5137 56.3 62.3 1.0 0.8 9.7 7.8 -1.9

Limited English Profic 8471 8899 44.8 46.6 2.4 2.7 17.7 17.5 -0.2

Non-LEP 28957 27645 35.2 38.7 7.1 8.1 30.0 28.9 -1.1

Students w. Disability 4270 3902 72.4 74.6 1.4 1.5 7.4 6.6 -0.8

Non-SWD 33158 32642 32.8 36.6 6.6 7.4 29.8 28.4 -1.4

Super Subgroup 30782 29614 42.9 46.5 3.0 3.5 20.4 19.2 -1.2

2018 

Change 

in On 

Track 

or Mast

3-8 Math

Subject Subgroup

# Tested % Below % Mastered
% On Track 

or Mastered
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The percentage of MNPS high school students scoring On Track or Mastered decreased in 2018 from 12.1% to 
9.5%.  This decline of 2.6 points is in contrast to a 1.0-point increase statewide.  In addition, the district results 
show an 8.5-point increase in the number of students scoring at the lowest achievement level, Below. 
 
All student subgroups showed some decline in 2018, with the White subgroup having the largest drop.  The 
percentage of White students scoring On Track or Mastered dropped from 21.8% in 2017 to 16.8% in 2018, and 
the percentage scoring at the lowest achievement level increased by 11.0 points.  For all the traditionally 
disadvantaged subgroups – BHN, ED, LEP and SWD – the achievement gap narrowed in an undesirable way, with 
both the disadvantaged and comparison groups moving in the wrong direction. 
 

Science 
 
TNReady Science scores of MNPS students in grades 3-8 are shown below by subgroup. 
 

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

All Students 14230 13327 67.5 76.0 1.2 1.5 12.1 9.5 -2.6

Asian 641 594 50.8 57.8 5.8 4.7 22.8 21.2 -1.6

Black 6664 6004 74.8 81.8 0.5 0.6 7.6 5.8 -1.8

Hispanic 3202 3168 72.6 81.5 0.8 1.2 8.2 6.3 -1.9

Native American 17 19 64.7 68.4 0.0 0.0 23.5 21.1 -2.4

Pacific Islander 11 20 72.7 75.0 0.0 5.0 9.1 5.0 -4.1

White 3695 3465 53.0 64.0 1.9 2.7 21.8 16.8 -5.0

Black/Hisp/Native 9883 9191 74.0 81.7 0.6 0.8 7.8 6.0 -1.8

Non-Black/Hisp/Native 4347 4136 52.6 63.5 2.5 3.0 21.9 17.2 -4.7

Econ Disadvantaged 6659 5672 77.0 84.6 0.5 0.7 6.2 4.6 -1.6

Non-Econ Disadv 7571 7655 59.2 69.6 1.8 2.1 17.3 13.1 -4.2

English Learners 1517 1318 88.5 95.5 0.2 0.0 2.0 0.5 -1.5

Limited English Profic 1846 1946 84.3 89.3 0.3 0.4 3.5 2.9 -0.6

Non-LEP 12384 11381 65.1 73.7 1.3 1.7 13.4 10.6 -2.8

Students w. Disability 1245 1240 91.5 92.0 0.3 0.3 2.4 2.0 -0.4

Non-SWD 12985 12087 65.2 74.3 1.3 1.6 13.0 10.2 -2.8

Super Subgroup 11756 10878 73.3 81.3 0.7 0.8 8.1 6.1 -2.0

2018 

Change 

in On 

Track 

or Mast

HS Math

Subject Subgroup

# Tested % Below % Mastered
% On Track 

or Mastered
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Science scores in grades 3-8 of On Track or Mastered declined by 3.3 percentage points for MNPS students and 
2.6 points for Tennessee public high school students. 
 
Student subgroup scores declined for most subgroups, but Limited English Proficient (LEP) students made a 3.4-
point increase from 2017 to 2018, and Students with Disabilities (SWD) improved slightly (+0.2%).  The number 
of LEP students scoring at the Below achievement level also moved in the desired direction, with a 3.8-point 
decline.  The achievement gap widened slightly for the BHN subgroup but narrowed for the ED, LEP and SWD 
subgroups.  The reduction in these gaps, however, was due at least in part to the comparison group showing a 
decline in achievement. 
 
The next table provides high school EOC science scores by student subgroup.  These results are for students in 
grades 9-12 enrolled in Biology or Chemistry. 
 

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

All Students 23328 22363 29.2 31.9 12.1 11.3 46.0 42.7 -3.3

Asian 966 833 20.6 20.5 23.9 21.4 59.9 57.5 -2.4

Black 10097 9612 37.7 41.1 6.0 5.0 35.2 31.6 -3.6

Hispanic 5651 5795 30.6 32.7 8.8 8.1 42.6 40.3 -2.3

Native American 34 29 20.6 48.3 8.8 6.9 52.9 34.5 -18.4

Pacific Islander 30 18 20.0 22.2 16.7 27.8 46.7 50.0 3.3

White 6546 5985 16.5 17.8 22.4 23.0 63.5 61.2 -2.3

Black/Hisp/Native 15782 15436 35.1 38.0 7.0 6.2 37.9 34.9 -3.0

Non-Black/Hisp/Native 7546 6927 17.0 18.6 22.6 22.6 62.9 60.3 -2.6

Econ Disadvantaged 11838 10736 39.3 42.6 6.0 5.3 33.5 30.0 -3.5

Non-Econ Disadv 11490 11627 19.0 22.2 18.3 16.7 58.9 54.5 -4.4

English Learners 2894 2612 60.7 62.6 0.8 0.4 14.7 13.3 -1.4

Limited English Profic 4639 5495 43.2 39.4 4.8 5.4 29.7 33.1 3.4

Non-LEP 18689 16868 25.8 29.7 13.9 13.1 50.0 45.9 -4.1

Students w. Disability 2721 2441 64.0 65.4 2.8 2.6 16.0 16.2 0.2

Non-SWD 20607 19922 24.7 27.9 13.3 12.3 50.0 46.0 -4.0

Super Subgroup 19256 18634 34.2 36.8 7.5 6.9 38.9 36.1 -2.8

3-8 Science

2018 

Change 

in On 

Track 

or MastSubject Subgroup

# Tested % Below % Mastered
% On Track 

or Mastered
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High school Science scores declined by 10.1 percentage points districtwide and 5.7 points statewide.  The 
number of MNPS students scoring at the Below level increased by 17.5 points, compared to an 8.3-point 
increase across the state. 
 
Science scores for all student subgroups decreased significantly.  The decline was 9.9 points for the Black, 
Hispanic and Native American (BHN) subgroup and 10.6 points for Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students.  In 
addition, the number of students scoring at the lowest achievement level increased by 19.6 points for BHN 
students and 20.0 students for ED students.  Due to the large declines of their comparison groups, the gap 
narrowed for LEP students and for Students with Disabilities. 
 

U. S. History 
 
The table below has student subgroup results for MNPS high school students that took U. S. History. 
 

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

All Students 9767 8913 34.8 52.3 8.9 8.9 35.7 25.6 -10.1

Asian 479 453 23.8 41.0 18.6 20.1 49.5 42.2 -7.3

Black 4298 3894 40.8 59.7 4.7 4.7 27.0 18.0 -9.0

Hispanic 2260 2014 40.7 61.1 5.0 4.5 29.2 17.8 -11.4

Native American 11 13 27.2 30.7 18.2 7.7 54.5 30.8 -23.7

Pacific Islander 8 13 25.0 53.8 12.5 7.7 25.0 15.4 -9.6

White 2709 2485 22.0 35.6 17.2 17.0 52.4 41.1 -11.3

Black/Hisp/Native 6569 5921 40.6 60.2 4.9 4.6 27.8 17.9 -9.9

Non-Black/Hisp/Native 3198 2992 22.3 36.9 17.4 17.2 51.8 40.7 -11.1

Econ Disadvantaged 4385 3484 43.2 63.2 3.7 3.7 25.5 14.9 -10.6

Non-Econ Disadv 5382 5429 27.8 45.3 13.2 12.2 44.0 32.4 -11.6

English Learners 873 765 68.4 87.5 0.2 0.4 6.6 2.2 -4.4

Limited English Profic 1138 1123 60.8 76.6 0.9 2.0 11.0 7.9 -3.1

Non-LEP 8629 7790 31.3 48.9 10.0 9.8 38.9 28.1 -10.8

Students w. Disability 757 695 65.4 78.0 1.7 1.7 11.1 7.2 -3.9

Non-SWD 9010 8218 32.1 50.1 9.6 9.5 37.7 27.1 -10.6

Super Subgroup 7848 7003 40.2 59.4 5.2 5.1 28.8 18.6 -10.2

HS Science

2018 

Change 

in On 

Track 

or MastSubject Subgroup

# Tested % Below % Mastered
% On Track 

or Mastered



10 
 

 
 
The results for the U. S. History End of Course exam show a decline among MNPS high school students of 4.7 
percentage points.  The scores statewide dropped by 3.0 points from 2017 to 2018. 
 
Disaggregated results show a decline in 2018 for all MNPS subgroups, although the change was one percentage 
point or less for English Learners, LEP and SWD students.  This translates to the achievement gap narrowing for 
these subgroups as well as for Black, Hispanic and Native American students, but once again due to the 
comparison groups showing larger achievement declines. 
 

Relationship between MAP and TNReady 
 
Preliminary analysis of Measures of Academic Progress (MAP) scores from February and TNReady scores from 

April in grades 3-8 shows a strong relationship between the two assessments.  The correlation was above 0.8 at 

every grade level for Reading/ELA and at every grade level except grade 8 in Math.  The correlation was 0.77 in 

grade 8 Math, the grade level in which many students take Integrated Math I rather than a standard eighth 

grade Math course.  The high correlation indicates that students that did well on MAP also generally did well on 

TNReady.  Contingency tables between the two assessments show that the vast majority of students projected 

to reach On Track or Mastery status on TNReady actually did so, with a relatively small percentage falling short.  

The data also suggest that using MAP scores from multiple test administrations (e.g., August, November and 

February) rather than from just one administration should further improve prediction.  More detailed 

information regarding the MAP-TNReady relationship will be provided in the near future. 

 

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

All Students 4279 3663 55.3 61.8 3.7 2.6 15.0 10.3 -4.7

Asian 188 153 49.5 65.4 3.7 2.6 20.7 15.0 -5.7

Black 2086 1751 61.3 68.8 1.5 1.3 9.8 6.7 -3.1

Hispanic 952 889 61.5 62.4 2.0 1.2 10.2 8.2 -2.0

Native American 6 4 16.6 75.0 16.7 25.0 33.3 25.0 -8.3

Pacific Islander 4 4 75.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 25.0

White 1043 847 38.9 45.2 9.6 6.7 28.6 19.1 -9.5

Black/Hisp/Native 3044 2644 61.3 66.7 1.7 1.3 10.0 7.3 -2.7

Non-Black/Hisp/Native 1235 1019 40.6 48.9 8.7 6.0 27.3 18.3 -9.0

Econ Disadvantaged 1963 1583 64.0 71.1 1.1 0.7 8.2 4.9 -3.3

Non-Econ Disadv 2316 2080 47.9 54.7 6.0 4.0 20.7 14.5 -6.2

English Learners 441 384 87.5 93.7 0.0 0.0 1.4 0.8 -0.6

Limited English Profic 566 551 82.1 83.6 0.0 0.2 3.4 2.4 -1.0

Non-LEP 3713 3112 51.2 57.9 4.3 3.0 16.8 11.7 -5.1

Students w. Disability 422 390 84.4 82.3 0.7 0.8 3.3 2.6 -0.7

Non-SWD 3857 3273 52.2 59.4 4.0 2.8 16.3 11.2 -5.1

Super Subgroup 3615 3105 60.9 66.7 1.7 1.3 10.5 7.1 -3.4

US History

2018 

Change 

in On 

Track 

or MastSubject Subgroup

# Tested % Below % Mastered
% On Track 

or Mastered
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Core Knowledge Language Arts (CKLA) Study Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) 

June 2018 
 

1. What is the purpose of the study, how is the study being funded, and who is leading the 

research study? The Florida Center for Reading Research at Florida State University (FSU) is 

partnering with Metro Nashville Public Schools and other districts across the country to study the 

impact of the CKLA read aloud program (aka the Knowledge Strand) on student learning in the 

primary grades (K-2). CKLA Knowledge Strand focuses on an interactive read aloud approach 

that is supported by multiple research studies that emphasize the important relationship between 

early reading listening skills and later reading abilities (Hogan, Adlof, & Alonzo, 2014; Lonigan 

& Shanahan, 2009; Vellutino, et al., 2007). The study is part of a multi-district study that is 

currently taking place and funded by the Institute of Education Science, US Department of 

Education ($3.3 million). Dr. Sonia Cabell is the Principal Investigator. 

 

2. When was MNPS approached about the study and why did the district choose to 

participate? MNPS was first approached about the study in the fall of 2016. The district was not 

selected to participate at that time. MNPS was invited to participate again in May 2018.  
 
MNPS has declared literacy a civil right. By 2025, MNPS fully expects to at least double the 

number of 3rd grade students reading on grade level—an indicator of future success. 

Additionally— 

 MNPS endeavors to diversify its high quality, rigorous, and standards aligned 

ELA curricular supports. 

 EdReports, an independent nonprofit designed to improve K-12 education,   

reviews CKLA as a top-rated curriculum for quality of texts, rigor of activities, 

and teacher usability. https://www.edreports.org/ela/reports/compare-k8.html   

 The CKLA Knowledge Strand materials reflect the TN instructional shifts by 

focusing on building knowledge and vocabulary through rich, complex texts. 

Materials ensure the majority of teaching time is spent on texts, and materials 

were updated and aligned with TN Standards in 2012. 

 MNPS has qualitative data that indicates that CKLA is providing students with 

more consistent access to high-quality literacy instruction per the 3 Core Actions. 

The data also indicates that CKLA is sharpening teachers’ vision for excellent 

literacy instruction and changing their minds about what students can do; thereby, 

raising teacher expectations.  

 

3. How were schools selected to participate in the study? Schools were selected to participate 

in the study based on interest and/or student achievement data.  

 

4. What is the cost to the district for participating? What are the benefits or incentives to 

schools and teachers for participating? There are no costs to the district or schools for 

participating in the study. Participating schools will receive a full, free set of materials for K-2 

classrooms, regardless of whether they are assigned to the Treatment or Control Group. 

(Approximately $2,000.00 per classroom set.) All K-2 teachers in participating schools will 

receive free training. Teachers in the Treatment Group of schools will also receive ongoing 

implementation support twice per month during their first year of implementation. Participating 

schools will also receive regular updates and general reports of study findings. 

 

https://www.edreports.org/ela/reports/compare-k8.html
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5. When will the CKLA study begin? The CKLA study will begin this fall beginning in 

Kindergarten classrooms, with one grade being added each year through Grade 2. Please note, 

only 13 (Treatment Group) out of the 25 schools will actually implement the CKLA Knowledge 

Strand during the 2018-2019 school year. The other 12 schools (Control Group) will begin 

implementing in Kindergarten classrooms during the 2019-2018 school year. 

 

6. Are other schools implementing CKLA in MNPS? If so, which schools and when did they 

begin implementation? In January 2018, the following five schools successfully implemented 

one or both strands of CKLA:  Napier, Buena Vista, Whitsitt, Paragon Mills and Cumberland. 

.  
7. What are the components of CKLA? CKLA has two strands: Knowledge Strand and Skills 

Strand.  

 

8. Will MNPS’ CKLA study schools implement both CKLA strands? No. CKLA study 

schools will only implement one CKLA strand—the Knowledge Strand (formerly known as the 

Listen and Learn Strand). 

 
9. What are the components of CKLA Knowledge Strand that study schools will be 

required to implement? What is the CKLA Knowledge Strand’s instructional time 

commitment per day? The Knowledge Strand is a drop-in program, meaning that the 

curriculum is fully developed with supports that are readily available for teachers and focuses on 

interactive read aloud, student discussion, and writing based on the reading. The Knowledge 

Strand requires 60 minutes per day. Instruction can be broken into smaller segments; not 

requiring 60 consecutive minutes (i.e., 40 minutes in ELA block and 20 minutes during another 

time of the day). The Knowledge Strand, builds knowledge by— 

 Providing interactive read alouds with questions, discussion, and student sharing 

 Exposing students to people, cultures, events & ideas from all over the world, past, 

and present 

 Developing background knowledge in science, social studies, and the Arts 

 Providing access to academic language  

 

10. What are the components of the K–Grade 2 Knowledge Strand program? Within the K–

2 Knowledge Strand, there are 11–12 domains in each grade. Each domain has a teacher guide, 

flip book, and a set of image cards. There are two student activity books per grade level. The 

activity books are the only materials that are consumable and would need replacement from year 

to year. 

11. How does CKLA’s Knowledge Strand fit into the Balanced Literacy Framework 2.0? 

Will teachers continue to implement all components of Balanced Literacy? There are 5 

components of the Balanced Literacy Framework 2.0. The Knowledge Strand replaces the 

“Standards-Based Literacy Lessons Using Complex Text” component.  This component uses the 

Interactive and Shared Read Aloud strategies to engage students in complex text to build 

knowledge which builds comprehension. In addition, components of writing will be 

implemented into the CKLA Knowledge Strand curriculum. Classroom schedules from schools 

currently implementing CKLA are being collected and will be shared with all study schools. 
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12. Will Foundational Skills and Guided Reading still occur with implementation of the 

CKLA’s Knowledge Strand? Yes. 

13. Is the CKLA Knowledge Strand aligned to the MNPS Scope and Sequence and will the 

program replace the suggested MNPS Scope and Sequence and Anchor Texts? Will this 

program take the place of the IFL units or will teachers have to implement both IFL units 

and CKLA curriculum? The MNPS Scope and Sequence, anchor texts and IFL units will be 

followed for all schools August through November. In December, schools in the Treatment 

Group will begin to use the CKLA curriculum in lieu of MNPS’ Scope and Sequence, anchor 

texts and IFL units. Control Group schools will continue using MNPS’ Scope and Sequence, 

anchor texts, and IFL units for the remainder of the 2018-19 School Year.  

14. Is the CKLA Knowledge Strand aligned to the New Read-to-be-Ready TN Unit 

Starters? The CKLA Knowledge Strand curriculum has a similar framework and design to the 

Read to be Ready TN Unit Starters.  The CKLA Knowledge Strand units focus on the interactive 

read aloud and a meaning making student outcome just as the TN Read to Be Ready Unit 

Starters are designed to do.  Both the unit design starters and CKLA emphasize complex, high 

quality texts that are one to two grade levels above students’ independent reading level. In 

addition, both the Read to Be Ready Unit Starters and the CKLA curriculum emphasize the 

instructional shift: building knowledge through content rich nonfiction (Core Action 1).  

15. How will my school participate in the study? Can my school select to be in the 

Treatment or the Control group? Schools will be randomly assigned to the Treatment and 

Control Group. Schools will be notified of their group assignment in November. 

A) Treatment Group: Schools assigned to the treatment condition will roll the program 

out across three years—first in kindergarten (2018-2019), then in first grade (2019-

2020), and finally in second grade (2020-2021).  Note: Kindergarten classrooms will 

begin to implement in Nov./Dec. and formally begin the one-hour Knowledge Strand 

in January 2019.  

B) Control Group: Schools assigned to the control condition will roll out the program 

beginning in 2019-20 school year with Kindergarten, first grade in (2020-2021), and 

second grade (2021-2022). 
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Group Year 1  
(2018-2019) 

Year 2  
(2019-2020) 

Year 3  
(2020-2021) 

Year 4  
(2021-2022) 

TREATMENT Kindergarten: 

Implement CLKA 

Teacher data collected 

(Observations, Reading 

Logs, Survey) 

Student (Fall & Spring) 

data collected 

Grade 1: 

Implement CKLA 

Teacher data collected 

(Observations, 

Reading Logs, Survey) 

Student (Spring) data 

collected 

Grade 2: 

Implement CKLA 

Teacher data 

collected 

(Observations, 

Reading Logs, Survey) 

Student (Spring) data 

collected 

-- 

 

CONTROL Kindergarten: 

No implementation 

 Teacher data collected 

(Observations, Reading 

Logs, Survey) 

Student (Fall & Spring) 

data collected 

Kindergarten:  

Implement CKLA 

Grade 1:  

No implementation;  

Teacher data collected 

(Observations, 

Reading Logs, Survey) 

Student (Spring) data 

collected 

Grade 1:    

Implement CKLA 

Grade 2:  

No implementation;  

Teacher data 

collected 

(Observations, 

Reading Logs, Survey) 

Student (Spring) data 

collected 

Grade 2:    

Implement CKLA 

 

 

       What is the timeline for implementation for the Treatment and Control Groups? 

Year 1 (2018-2019) Activity for Treatment Group Date 

Webinar and Individual School Visit 
 June 2018 – July 2018 

Teacher Consent/Parent Consent 
 August 2018 

Pre-Assessment Data Collection 
 Sept. 4, 2018 – Oct. 11, 2018 

Randomization of Schools 
 November 2018 

Kindergarten Teacher Professional Development (Day 1) 
 Late Nov/Early Dec.  2018 

*CKLA Curriculum Soft Start December 2018 
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*CKLA Curriculum Full Implementation (one hour block) 
 January 2019 – May 2019 

Kindergarten Teacher Bi-Weekly Training Sessions 
 January 2019 – May 2019 

Kindergarten Teacher Professional Development (Day 2) 
 January or February 2019 

Classroom Video Observations 
 October 2018 – May 2019 
Teacher Reading Logs 
 January 2019 – May 2019 

Post Assessment Data Collection 
 April 1, 2019 – May 17, 2019 

*NOTE: During the 2017-2018 school year, 5 MNPS schools successfully implemented one or both 

CKLA Strands during the same timeframe that the Kindergarten Treatment Group will implement the 

Knowledge Strand during the 2018-2019 school year. Prior to CKLA implementation Treatment Group 

Kindergarten classrooms will continue implementing MNPS’ Kindergarten Scope & Sequence. 

 
 

Year 1 (2018-2019) Activity for Control Group Date 

Webinar and Individual School Visit 
 June 2018 – July 2018 

Teacher Consent/Parent Consent 
 August 2018 

Pre-Assessment Data Collection 
 Sept. 4, 2018 – Oct. 11, 2018 

Randomization of Schools 
 November 2018 

Kindergarten Teacher Meeting with Research Staff 
 January 2019 and May 2019 

Classroom Video Observations 
 October 2018 – May 2019 

Teacher Reading Logs 
 January 2019 – May 2019 

Post Assessment Data Collection 
 April 1, 2019 – May 17, 2019 

16. What is the time line to train Kindergarten Teachers in the Treatment Group of 

schools? What does the support look like for implementation with fidelity? There will be 

two full days of professional development for Kindergarten Teachers in the Treatment Group of 

schools— one that occurs prior to implementation, and one that occurs within the first month of 

implementation. In addition, schools randomly assigned to the treatment group will meet with a 

facilitator every other week in grade level teams. The facilitator will help answer teachers’ 

questions, encourage pacing, and help teachers with ongoing planning. In addition, teachers will 

be videotaped monthly, allowing us to identify and support teachers who may need additional 

help to implement the curriculum with fidelity.  

Year 1 (2018-2019) Activity  Date 

Kindergarten Teacher Professional Development (Day 1) Late Nov/Early Dec.  2018 
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Kindergarten Teacher Professional Development (Day 2) 
 January  7, 2019 

 
17. How does TDOE’s Early Learning Model (ELM) fit with the CKLA Study? The Early 

Learning Model was mandated by Senate Bill No. 1899 and TDOE has outlined two 

requirements for Pre-K and two requirements for Kindergarten: 1) KEI (Kindergarten Entrance 

Inventory); and, 2) the Kindergarten Student Growth Portfolio. 

 

1. KEI and CKLA:  KEI assessments will be completed before the 2018-19 launch of 

the CKLA pilot. The KEI is given at the beginning of the Kindergarten year and provides 

a baseline understanding of what students know and what they can do. This year, we 

believe that the KEI will help guide our teachers around student needs and around the 

implementation of CKLA. MNPS has an ELM District Lead who has been trained as a 

Certified KEI trainer and will be a district support/resource for the KEI process. 
 

2. Kindergarten Student Growth Portfolio and CKLA: This ELM element aligns well 

with the Knowledge Strand of CKLA. Each Knowledge Domain includes daily formative 

assessments, pause point assessments, and end of unit assessments. Principals, who used 

CKLA last year, explained that the CKLA assessments provide strong examples of 

student work and student growth to be used in student growth portfolios. Because the 

portfolio is structured to help teachers reflect on student’s growth, these assessments 

provide an opportunity for teachers to celebrate the growth that CKLA’s curriculum 

supports. Further, CKLA’s assessments ensure that the student work selected shows full 

alignment to Kindergarten student work expectations, and teachers do not struggle 

selecting student work that is appropriate representations of standards mastery. Finally, 

MNPS is working to schedule additional ELM trainings to support Kindergarten 

Teachers in using the ELM.  

 

18. How does the program support students who are learning English? A content-based 

approach to vocabulary instruction appears effective within populations that have historically 

shown weaker responses to vocabulary instruction—including children who are demographically 

at risk and English language learners.  In the Knowledge Strand, students engage in multiple 

read-alouds around a single topic.  This affords the opportunity for students to gain more context 

and learn how words connect—all of which supports them with grasping meaning. 

 Access Supports identify instructional techniques that aid teachers with meeting the 

needs of their classroom: 

o Varying the modes of participation: This could include using visual supports 

or receptive approaches for checking comprehension. 

o Easing language formation demands on children: This could include 

providing sentence frames and allowing questions to be yes/no instead of open-

ended.  

o Making feedback more timely or specific: This could include building in-text 

scaffolds, such as use of pictures or props, and explicit attention to vocabulary. 

The Access Supports afford teachers the opportunity to provide timely scaffolding as they 

engage in continuous formative assessment 
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19. What supports will be given to English Learner (EL) Teachers who implement a 

“Sheltered Model” classroom? Will EL teachers be able to continue to utilize the “Can Do” 

descriptors to monitor/assess student progress? The sheltered ELA class for ELs will teach 

the same standards and CKLA curriculum as the regular general education classes. Teachers will 

use the language supports that are included in the CKLA curriculum and also their knowledge 

around the WIDA standards, performance definitions, and can-do descriptors. When looking at 

instructional scaffolds, assignments, tasks, and assessments, they will incorporate the students' 

proficiency levels to ensure access. The TDOE outlines curriculum and EL supports in the EL 

Literacy Companion: 

https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/readready/documents/teaching_literacy_tennessee_english_le

arner_companion.pdf . 

20. Will there be a training for principals that will communicate information about the 

program, supports for teachers, expectations, etc.? Principals will receive a monthly CKLA 

PLCs with a sequence of topics that will support both the Treatment and Control Group 

implementation timeline. In addition, principals will attend the first full day of the Kindergarten 

Teacher training to understand the program, expectations, and supports. Finally, research staff 

will meet individually with principals to ensure a firm understanding of the study requirements. 

21. Would it be possible for the researchers to consider a different selection process- 

maybe a stratified random sample so schools wanting to be in the Treatment Group would 

have a greater likelihood of being selected? The experimental design of the study cannot be 

modified or altered at this point in the project. However, schools will be stratified on children’s 

pretest scores and randomly assigned to condition to help ensure equal groupings in term of 

student achievement.  

22. Will the MSAP schools (all five) either be in the Treatment or Control Group?  All 

schools would be randomly assigned to treatment and control conditions as described above. 

Therefore, some of the MSAP schools may be treatment schools and some may be control 

schools. 

23. What are the components of the research that will occur in my school? 

 Research staff will conduct pre and post assessment of randomly selected children. 

 Research staff will conduct teacher observations. 

 Research staff will conduct videotaped observations. 

 Teachers will complete brief logs of read aloud practices. 

 A school-based staff member will coordinate research activities with research team.  

 Ongoing training as outlined in timeline. 

 
24. How many children will be tested at my school? In each school, a randomly selected group 

of about 30 children from whom parental permission has been obtained (i.e., 10 from each K 

class) will be tested a total of four times—at the beginning of kindergarten, at the end of 

kindergarten, at the end of first grade, and at the end of second grade.  The sample is 

intentionally small and scheduling will be flexible within a 6-week test window to minimize the 

impact on instruction. 

 

25. What are expectations for Teachers?  

 Attend trainings 

https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/readready/documents/teaching_literacy_tennessee_english_learner_companion.pdf
https://www.tn.gov/content/dam/tn/readready/documents/teaching_literacy_tennessee_english_learner_companion.pdf


8 
 

 Implement the CKLA Knowledge Strand with fidelity (1 hour daily implementation 

using scope/sequence provided) 

 Allow video observations, no more than once a month 

 Complete monthly reading logs from January 2019 – May 2019 

 Complete an End of the Year Survey in May 2019 

 

26. Can support staff be trained in addition to teachers? Yes, in addition to classroom 

teachers, we encourage principals, support specialists (e.g., LTDSs, EL teachers, support staff, 

speech-language pathologists, etc.), and other school leaders to participate in the training. 

 

27. What are immediate next steps for participating schools? 

 July 10th—July 31st—Kindergarten Teachers in the study schools have an opportunity 

to explore the Knowledge Strand curricular materials and engage with teachers and 

LTDSs currently implementing CKLA. Participation is optional/voluntary; stipends 

provided. (See Attachment A for more information.) 

 July 13th—Principals attend an in-person meeting with the Lead Researchers and 

Central Office staff.  

 

28. Who can I contact if I have questions or need additional information? 

Questions and requests for additional information can be sent to CKLAstudy@mnps.org. Kindly 

allow at least 48 hours for a response. Thank you. 

mailto:CKLAstudy@mnps.org


~WELCOME~
Voluntary Meeting for 

Kindergarten Teachers in 
FSU CKLA Study Schools

July 2018

Churchwell ES



Outcomes
By the end of the meeting, participants will have—

• Heard about CKLA – the “why”, “how” and “what”

• Engaged with LTDSs & Teachers who  implemented 
CKLA in SY 2017-2018 

• Interacted with CKLA Knowledge Strand curriculum 
resources

• Engaged in Q&A 



Housekeeping

• Sign-in for hourly stipend

• Unless burning, hold questions

• Post-its & Parking Lot or CKLAStudy@mnps.org

• Restrooms

• Start & end on time

mailto:CKLAStudy@mnps.org


Why CKLA?
• MNPS has declared 

literacy a civil right! 

• CKLA closes the achievement gap by—
• “bringing the world to kids”
• teaching necessary skills to read, write &

think critically about texts & their contexts

• CKLA Knowledge Strand materials—
• reflect TN instructional shifts… focus on 

interactive read aloud approach… 



Why CKLA?     continued…
• EdReports reviews CKLA as a top-rated curriculum: 

1) quality of texts, 2) rigor of activities, & 3) 
teacher usability

• TNTP Qualitative Review data indicates: CKLA is 
providing students with more consistent access to 
high-quality literacy instruction per the 3 Core 
Actions

• 67.1% Classical’s students score on-track/ mastery 
Student proficiency is on par with MNPS’ higher 
preforming schools



CKLA: What & How?
• National study; 100% funded by US Dept. of 

Education

• Facilitated by The Florida Center for Reading 
Research at Florida State University

• MNPS was first approached fall of 2016, but not 
selected. MNPS invited again in May 2018

• Knowledge Strand ONLY will be implemented

• 25 schools; K-2 roll-out ONLY 

• Treatment Schools (N=13); Control Schools (N=12) 
randomly selected in November



How: CKLA Knowledge Strand & Balanced Literacy 2.0



CKLA Journey in MNPS…

LTDSs and/or Teachers will—

• Share CKLA journey as a school

• Discuss high point moments

• “Bring students the world because in some cases their 
current world is sometimes just 1 block away”

• Discuss scripted vs. structured curriculum & planning v. 
prepping 

• Benefits seen for and by teachers and students 

• Address hurdles theyovercame, successes, and next steps



CKLA Knowledge Strand 

• Overview of curricular materials and instructional 
resources



Immediate Next Steps
• Voluntary meetings for K teachers, LTDSs, etc.

July 10, 11:00-1:00

July 17, 9:00-11:00

July 19, 10:00-12:00           

July 25 , 8:00-10:00                      Churchwell ES

July 26, 9:00-11:00

• July 31, 1:00-3:00
Next Steps for ALL  Study Schools Date

Webinar and Individual School Visit
June 2018 – July 2018

Teacher Consent/Parent Consent
August 2018

Pre-Assessment Data Collection
Sept. 4, 2018 – Oct. 11, 2018

Randomization of Schools
November 2018



Q&A





FSU CKLA Study Schools:
School Names: Quadrant:

Alex Green NW

Amqui NW

Bellshire NW

Carter Lawrence NW

Chadwell ES NE

Cockrill NW

Dodson ES NE

Gateway NW

Goodlettsville NW

Hattie Cotton STEAM ES NE

Hickman ES NE

Ida B. Wells ES NE

Jones Paideia NW

Lillard NW

McGavock ES NE

Neelys Bend NW

Park Avenue NW

Rosebank ES NE

Ruby Majors ES NE

Shwab ES NE

Stratton NW

Tom Joy ES NE

Tulip Grove NE

Warner Enhanced Option ES NE
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