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Michigan Merit Examination

INTRODUCTION

This guide was developed to assist educators in understanding and using the Spring 2009 Michigan Merit Examination (MME) results.

The reports prepared for the MME include both individual-level reports (Parent Reports, Individual Student Reports, Student Rosters,
and Student Record Labels) and aggregate-level reports (Demographic Reports, Summary Reports, and Comprehensive Reports).

The aggregate reports are intended to reflect the data needed to meet the expectations of state and federal legislation. In ac-
cordance with these mandates, separate aggregate results are provided for the following three student populations: 1) all stu-
dents, 2) students with disabilities, and 3) all except students with disabilities.

Reports included in the district and school packets are listed in the table on the next page. This year, districts were given two print-
ing options: the full print option, or the “green” option. The green option provides schools with printed reports for individual student
reports, parent reports, and student labels only. The printing option was selected at the district level; or if no option was selected
by your district representative, the green option was selected automatically. Included in the table is a brief description of each
report, a list of the student populations represented in the report, and the report recipients. Detailed descriptions and key compo-
nents of the reports are provided in Section 3 of this document.

The Office of Educational Assessment and Accountability welcomes your comments and feedback. We are committed to provid-
ing Michigan students, educators, parents, and other stakeholders an assessment program of the highest quality and reliability.

Michigan Merit Examination Guide To Reports Spring 2009
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SPRING 2009 MME REPORT LIST

Reports* Type.............. Sent To Report Description
MME scale scores, performance levels, and subscores for each
Student Roster student school student on the roster (reading, writing, mathematics and science
(by subject)t subscores are reported by standard; social studies subscores are
reported by strand)
Student Student school MME scale scores and performance levels by subject in label for-
Record Label mat for student record folders
Parent Report student school MME scale scores, performance levels, and strand/standard sub-
P scores by subject, as well as ACT and WorkKeys scores
Individual Student student school MME scale scores, performance levels, and strand/standard sub-
Report scores by subject, as well as ACT and WorkKeys scores.
. School........... School, District MME mean scale scores and percentage of students attaining
Demographic L L : )
Report*t District ........... District each performance level by subject (for demographic subgroups
State.............. il with 10 or more students)
school ... school, District MME mean scale scores, the pe_rcentage of stuplents attaining
Summary L o each performance level by subject, points possible, and the per-
District............ District S .
Report**t centage of students attaining each raw score range in each
State.............. ol
strand/standard
MME mean scale scores and the percentage of students attaining
Comprehensive District ... District each performance Ie_ve_l by subject. District reports dlspl_ay one
Report**t s - row of data for the district and one row for each school in the dis-

trict. ISD reports display one row of data for the ISD and one row
for each district and PSA in the ISD.

*All reports present data broken out by subject. MME strand or standard subscores are presented where applicable

**Separate reports are produced for three groups:
1) all students, 2) students with disabilities, and 3) all except students with disabilities

***Reports are produced only in PDF form for retrieval from the OEAA Secure Site

tReports will NOT be provided in hard copy if district selected the “green” print option (all are available on the OEAA Secure Site)

Michigan Merit Examination
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SECTION 1: SCORING
Definitions

Item Scores (MME)

There are two types of items on the MME, Multiple Choice (MC) items and a Constructed Response (CR) item. Item scores are
used to report subscores for each content standard assessed in reading, writing, mathematics, and science. Social studies sub-
scores are reported at the strand level. Item scores are also used in the statistical models and transformations that result in scale
scores. The statistical models used to create MME scale scores are indifferent as to whether the items come from the ACT, Work-
Keys, or Michigan components.

Multiple Choice Item Scores (MME)

The majority of the MME is comprised of MC items. On these items, students select from the available options, only one of which is
a correct response to the item. Students who select only the correct option receive a score of one (1) on a multiple choice item.
Students who select one of the incorrect options, multiple options, or did not respond receive a score of zero (0). To improve the
alignment of the MME with the Michigan high school content standards, only selected items from the ACT and WorkKeys compo-
nents, as well as all operational items from the Michigan components, contribute toward the MME subject scores. The string of re-
sponses from the multiple choice items (e.g. 1,0,0,0,1,...,1) serve as input for the statistical models used to derive scale scores. See
Section 2 for a detailed explanation on how the MME scale score is derived. All multiple-choice items are scanned and scored by
computer.

Due to the security requirements of the ACT and WorkKeys assessments, no MC item scores are reported at the individual item
level.

Constructed Response Item Scores (MME)

The ACT writing prompt is the one CR item on the MME. On this item, students are presented with a prompt indicating what they
should write about. ACT, Inc. was responsible for scoring the writing prompt. The writing prompt and scoring rubric are proprietary
information of ACT, Inc. Attainable scores range from 2-12 for scored responses. If the constructed response was not scored by
ACT, see the Spring 2009 MME Student Data File field “ACTWritingIindicatorProblem” (column BR) for the reason code. In addition,
the ELA student roster provides constructed response comment codes. These codes can also be found in the student data file in
fields, “ACTRaterCommentCodel” - “ACTRaterCommentCode4” (columns Cl - CM). Further information on ACT comment or con-
dition codes can be obtained from ACT, Inc.

Michigan Merit Examination ) Guide To Reports Spring 2009
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Scale Scores (MME)

With the exception of overall ELA, MME scale scores are created from statistical scoring models that make use of each student’s
responses to selected Multiple Choice (MC) items and the Constructed Response (CR) item, where applicable. The purpose is to
model students’ overall achievement on each subject based on the Michigan high school content standards. The MME ELA scale
score is the arithmetic average of the MME writing scale score and the MME reading scale score for the student. MME scale scores
are equated from year to year and form to form, meaning that any differences in the difficulty of items from one year to the next,
or from one form to the next, are accounted for in the calculations of the scale score for the current cycle. Therefore, MME scale
scores from the same subject can be compared against each other regardless of the form of the MME the student took.

The MME scale scores are explained in greater detail in Section 2 of this Guide to Reports.

Subscores (MME)

MME subscores are reported as the number of points earned in a particular high school content standard (e.g. E2 Earth Systems, B4
Genetics). Unlike scale scores, the subscores are not equated from year to year and are sample and item dependent. As a result,
subscores cannot be compared from year to year. In addition, the difficulty of items from one content standard may be very dif-
ferent than the items from another content standard, so it is not appropriate to compare subscores from different content stan-
dards within the same year.

Subscores from within the same subject can be reasonably interpreted in relation to the average subscore. For example, for a stu-
dent who scores far above the average subscore on one standard, but far below the average subscore on another standard, it is
reasonable to interpret the scores as indicating that the student has greater needs in the standard where he or she scored far be-
low average.

NOTE: In Spring 2008, science subscores were reported for the five strands. New in Spring 2009, science subscores are reported by
the 16 high school content standards.

Performance Levels (MME)

MME scale scores within each subject area can be described in ranges. The labels applied to these ranges are known as perform-
ance levels. The MME performance levels are: (1) Advanced, (2) Proficient, (3) Partially Proficient, and (4) Not Proficient. The divi-
sions between the levels are often referred to as cut scores.

The cut scores are recommended by a panel comprised of educators and other stakeholders throughout the state in a process
known as standard setting. To set these standards, the panel uses detailed descriptions of what students in each of the perform-
ance levels should know and be able to do.

Michigan Merit Examination 6 Guide To Reports Spring 2009



Michigan Merit Examination

Based upon these detailed descriptions and actual assessment items, the panel recommends the score that best separates each
performance level from the next to the Michigan Superintendent of Public Instruction. The Superintendent of Public Instruction
then recommends the results of the standard setting (or modifications of these standards) to the Michigan State Board of Educa-
tion (SBE). The SBE is the authority who approves the final cut scores and performance level ranges. While the performance level
descriptors necessarily differ by subject area, student achievement (as defined by the obtained performance level) can be rea-
sonably compared across subjects. Such a comparison could be used to indicate whether students are meeting Michigan per-
formance expectations in each subject.

ACT Scores

The ACT composite score is an overall college readiness score that is created from the ACT scores in English, reading, mathemat-
ics, and science. The scoring range for the ACT is 1 to 36 for English, reading, mathematics, science, and for the overall (or com-
posite) score. The ACT writing score is derived from the scores on the writing prompt administered as an additional ACT compo-
nent. Itis scored from 2-12 for student responses that are able to be scored, and is scored as dashes (--) for responses that are not
able to be scored. See the Spring 2009 MME Student Data File field “ACTWritingindicatorProblem” (column BR) for the condition
code.

Students who tested with a state-allowed accommodation (rather than ACT-approved accommodation) will received ACT scores;
however, these scores are not college-reportable. These students’ individual student and parent reports will indicate their scores
are not college-reportable and these students will not receive a separate score report from ACT. An ACT results letter for each stu-
dent testing with state-allowed accommodations will be sent to high school principals in August, 2009.

WorkKeys Scores

The WorkKeys score categories are: <3, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 for the Applied Mathematics and Reading for Information WorkKeys tests,
and <3, 3, 4, 5, and 6 for the Locating Information test. Each score category represents a described level of performance and is
an indicator of work readiness. The WorkKeys scale cannot reliably distinguish between students scoring less than a 3. For this rea-
son, a <3 symbol is reported for students with scores of less than 3 (in the student data file a zero is used to indicated a student has
not yet attained a score of 3 or higher).

If a student achieves a score of 5 or higher on all three WorkKeys tests, the student is eligible for a gold national career readiness
certificate (NCRC). A student achieving a score of 4 or higher on all three tests, is eligible for a siver NCRC, and a score of 3 or
higher on all tests, is eligible for a bronze NCRC. Quallified ELL students who received translation assistance, in a language other
than English, for WorkKeys test items are not eligible for the NCRC. For more information on the NCRC, please visit
www.myworkkeys.com.

Michigan Merit Examination 7 Guide To Reports Spring 2009
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Michigan Merit Examination (MME)

Score Categories and Scale Score Ranges

Spring 2009
SUBJECT Level 4 Level 3 Level 2 Level 1
Not Proficient Partially Proficient Proficient Advanced
MATHEMATICS (950-1088) (1089-1099) (1100-1127) (1128-1250)
SCIENCE (950-1086) (1087-1099) (1100-1142) (1143-1250)
SOCIAL STUDIES (950-1085) (1086-1099) (1100-1128) (1129-1250)
ENGLISH Reading
ANGUAGE (950-1077) (1078-1099) (1100-1157) (1158-1250)
ARTS
Writing (950-1050) (1051-1099) (1100-1145) (1146-1250)
*
Total ELA (950-1064) (1065-1099) (1100-1151) (1152-1250)

*The Total ELA scale score is the arithmetic average of the reading scale score and the writing scale score.

Michigan Merit Examination

Guide To Reports Spring 2009
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SECTION 2: EXPLAINING THE MICHIGAN MERIT EXAMINATION SCALE SCORE

There are two important questions about the Michigan Merit Examination (MME) that are answered in this section:

1. What is the relationship between ACT, WorkKeys, and MME scores?
2. What is the relationship between the number of points earned on the MME and the scale score?

What is the relationship between ACT, WorkKeys, and MME scores?

Students who take the MME receive separate ACT and WorkKeys scores that are based on a separate scoring system that is pro-
prietary information of ACT, Inc. The overall MME score is derived from a selected set of contributing test items answered by each
student for each subject, regardless of where those test items come from (i.e., the ACT, WorkKeys, or Michigan components). A
table showing the test components that contributed to each MME subject score is included at the end of this section for your refer-
ence.

What is the relationship between the number of points earned on the MME and the scale

score?

On the old high school MEAP assessment, there was a table for each subject area that described a one-to-one relationship be-
tween the number of points earned by a student and the scale score earned by the student. This one-to-one relationship between
points earned and scale score is a by-product of the statistical scoring model used for scoring the high school MEAP assessment.
That scoring model worked relatively well for the high school MEAP assessment, but is problematic for the MME for two reasons:

1. The items on the MME tend to be significantly harder than the items on the high school MEAP assessment. The increased diffi-
culty tends to lead to higher levels of guessing on items by students. The scoring model for the high school MEAP assessment
did not account for guessing behavior.

2. The items on the MME vary widely in their ability to distinguish between students with high and low achievement. Therefore,

some items give significantly more information about the level of achievement of individual students than other items. The
variation in the information provided by each item was not incorporated in the high school MEAP assessment scoring model.

Michigan Merit Examination 9 Guide To Reports Spring 2009
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Inaccurate scores could occur for a significant number of students if these realities were not accounted for. Therefore, a different
statistical scoring model has been applied to the MME. This model takes into account the increased level of guessing on the MME.
It also incorporates differences in information about student achievement provided by different items. This model is well-
researched, well-validated, and well-implemented in many testing programs.

In this more sophisticated model, there is still a strong relationship between the number of points earned and the scale score re-
ceived by an individual student, but it is no longer a one-to-one (linear) relationship. Students who earn the same number of points
will not necessarily have the same scale score, although the scale scores will be similar. Three concrete examples are given below
showing how this can occur:

Jim and Sue both earned 40 out of 50 points, but Sue earned a higher scale score. For the most part, both Jim and Sue got the
same items right and wrong, but there were some items on which they differed. The items that only Sue answered correctly tended
to be much more difficult than the items that only Jim answered correctly. As a result, Sue’s scale score was higher than Jim’s.

Jane and John both earned 25 out of 50 points, but Jane earned a higher scale score. For the most part, both John and Jane got
the same items right and wrong, but there were some items on which they differed. The few items that only Jane answered cor-
rectly provide a lot of information about whether a student is a high achiever. The items that only John answered correctly were
less informative about students’ level of achievement. Therefore, Jane’s scale score was slightly higher than John’s.

Betty and Bill both earned 29 out of 50 points, but Bill earned a higher scale score. For the most part, both Bill and Betty got the
same items right and wrong, but there were some items on which they differed. The few items that only Betty answered correctly
had correct answers that were relatively easy to guess. On the other hand, the items that only Bill answered correctly had correct
answers that were quite difficult to guess. Therefore, Bill’s scale score was slightly higher than Betty’s.

In the MME scoring model, it is the pattern of correct and incorrect responses that determines a student’s scale score rather than
the number of points earned by that student. This reflects that there are many different ways to earn the same number of points,
some of which indicate greater achievement than others.

In relation to scoring models, the high school MEAP assessment used a simple Item Response Theory (IRT) model: the Rasch Partial
Credit (1-parameter) model. In contrast, the MME uses a more sophisticated IRT model: the Generalized Partial Credit Model
(GPCM). There were two strong reasons for selecting the GPCM over the 1-parameter model.

First, the ACT items tend to be more difficult than the items on the former high school MEAP assessment, and therefore, students are

Michigan Merit Examination Guide To Reports Spring 2009
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more likely to guess on those items. The more sophisticated model adjusts to some degree for guessing behavior (but it does not
penalize students for guessing).

Second, with the former high school MEAP assessment, the Office of Educational Assessment and Accountability (OEAA) was able
to control the construction of the test to maximize fit to the Rasch model, which makes a strong assumption that all items in an as-
sessment are equally related to overall achievement. With the MME, approximately half of the items contributing to each subject
score lie outside the control of OEAA, and the fit to the Rasch model cannot be maximized through regular test construction prac-
tices. The more sophisticated model incorporates the degree to which individual items are related to the overall set of items being
used to measure student achievement rather than making the assumption that all items are equally informative about student
achievement.

Michigan Merit Examination 11 Guide To Reports Spring 2009
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Spring 2009 Michigan Merit Examination
Contributing Components

The table below identifies the components of the Michigan Merit Examination (MME) that a student must take to get a valid score for each of the MME
content areas. For example, if the student and school want to get a mathematics score, the student must take the ACT mathematics assessment, the
WorkKeys Applied Mathematics and Locating Information assessments, AND the Michigan Mathematics assessment. The most valid scores are obtained

by students who do their best on all assessment components.

Not participating in any session will make it impossible to obtain a valid score for one or more subjects of the MME. This not only affects the student’s ACT,
WorkKeys, and MME scores, but it also negatively affects the student’s eligibility for the Michigan Promise scholarship, the school/district AYP 95% participa-
tion and performance, and the EdYES! accountability scores. All students should be encouraged to participate in all sessions and to do their best on all

items.
Components Contributing to MME Scores¥®
Subject Total Social
Day Test Session Parts | ELA | Reading | Writing | Mathematics Science | Studies
Select Select
English 1 items items
ACT Plus Mathematics 1 Select items
Day 1 Writing Reading 1 _Select _Select
items items
Science 1 Select
items
Writing 1 X X
Reading for Select Select
WorkKeys /IAnfolr_n'(ljatlon 1 items items
pphe
Day 2 Mathematics 1 Select items
Locating 1 Select
Information Select items items
Michigan Mathematics 1 X
Mathematics,
Day 3 | Science, and | Science 1 X
Social
Studies Social Studies 1 X

* Each component marked with an “x” or “select items” is required to obtain an MME score in the applicable subject.

Michigan Merit Examination

08/21/2008
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SECTION 3: REPORT DESCRIPTIONS

Michigan Merit Examination
Sample Reports
Spring 2009

The sample reports included in this Guide to Reports are intended to provide examples of the report formats, data organization,
and types of information contained in each report.

These sample reports were printed prior to availability of real data. Data contained in these sample reports do not refer to any
specific district, school, assessment item, or any specific student.

Michigan Merit Examination 13 Guide To Reports Spring 2009
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English Language Arts Student Roster

The Student Roster provides detail information for each student assessed, reported by class or group. The detail information in-
cludes student scores for each high school content standard assessed within each subject area. Page numbers are printed in the
center at the bottom of each report page. A sample English language arts student roster is presented on the following page.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the grade level reported, the assessment cycle, and the subject area. The teacher name
and class/group code (if provided by the school), the school name and code, and the district name and code are also reported.

Section B lists each student’s name followed by their unique identification code (UIC) and date of birth (DOB). The number of stu-
dents being reported is also provided.

Section C provides the following information for reading, writing, and total ELA, detailed by student:
e Scale Score
e Performance Level
e The following information by high school content standard (e.g., R2.1 Strategy, R2.2 Meaning, etc.):
0 Number of possible points
0 Number of points earned by the student
e The following information for the ACT constructed response item:
0 Score (constructed response score points)
0 Comment or condition codes

English language arts scale score is the arithmetic average of the reading and writing scale score. ACT writing score points are
included in the W1.3 Purpose and Audience subscore.

NOTE: “NA” in the performance level column indicates the student did NOT receive a valid MME score in that subject area and
does NOT count as assessed for AYP. Any of the five issues listed below will result in the student receiving a not valid MME score:
1) student received a nonstandard accommodation during test administration (standard subscore data will be reported)
2) student did not meet attemptedness in one or more of the required components for that subject
3) student was dismissed for prohibited behavior during the test administration
4) student was involved in a test misadministration on the part of the school
5) student did not include the form code on their answer document (answer document could not be scored)

Michigan Merit Examination Guide To Reports Spring 2009
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\ Grade 11 nmw
HIC—F&'}EA h&_@ @ Spl‘lr‘lg 2009 Michigan Merit Examinalion
Ed Teacher Name : LAST, FIRST
ucatl'on ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS Class/Group - 1234
District Mame: SAMPLE DISTRICT J}XOOCOOCOOONNCO00NNNN0CNNK 00214 Schood Name : SAMPLE SCHOOL MXCOO0OOOOOOOOC0000! DM0ET
Cestrict Code: G0000 Schodl Code - D000
MME Reading MME Writing TDEJ"ELA
3 ACT
3 Writing
a |9
F - | £ 3|23 T
§ T3 AL F 3
= S o 2 ] - & ] -
2 | 8|z i8¢ v |8 |23 8 = |8
g ls|s!slxl8 ] gls|l=]e s 3 |5
a [E|B121B18 | = |E|=]|2]¢ i w | E
2 (51251522 lzs|=|=a]8 iz g |2
Jle|didldla| 8 |e|z|s|a] 88 |4 |&
Possible Points 221 121 10 E 30 12
Lnamenoooooocoons:, Framenonoonnooonono | 5 5 -
UIC: 193567R00 DOB. 90/00/0008 1114 N & ] 41 1128 2| 25| 13 7 b3 | 1120 2
Lnamenoooooocoons:, Framenonoonnooonono |
UIC: 1234567800 DOE: 00/00/0000 1093 8 B : s ! NA| Na o NA| nA
Lnamenoooooocoons:, Framenonoonnooonono |
UIC: 193567R00 DOB. 90/00/0008 1106 2 o T ] 21 1arz 3 bl # b3 | 1060 3
Lnamenoooooocoons:, Framenonoonnooonono | 5 c
UIC: 193567R00 DOB. 90/00/0008 1094 3 o 3 ] 1] 1042 3| 15 T g 32 1068 3
Lnamenoooooocoons:, Framenonoonnooonono | 5
UIC: 193567R00 DOB. 90/00/0008 1112 2 B & ] 3] 1092 3| 13| 12 a 13 1102 2
Lnamenoooooocoons:, Framenonoonnooonono | =
LIC: 1234067800 DOR: 0000/ 0000 NA | HA T3 4 g - z 20 NA| nNA
LnEm e anannnnooonnnon, Fram enomonnaoonon |
L0 {973456TRS0  DOS- 06/50/0550 NA | NA 1065 3| 14 T 5 20,3 MNA| NA
LnEm e anannnnooonnnon, Fram enomonnaoonon | c
t"':' {99EETR50 DOR- EQW% | 1407 2 T 5 ] 3] 1oe2 3 T o g 2 1085 3
MET ENM0O0N0eoons:, Framenonnonnooonon | ..
UIC: 1234567800 [H0B- 00/00/0000 1098 3 T 5 T 3] 100 3 T o g b3 | 1078 3
Mo. of Students Reported = 219
EPerformance Level  Beading Scale Score Range Writing Scale Score Range Tofal ELA Scale Score Rangs N - Scone Data unawvallable In this subject for this student Decausa valld dat for one or mone
1 - hafvanicad (1158 - 1250) 1146 - 1250) (1162 - 1250 comporents of Hie subject are not avallable. See Guids to Aepors for more IMiometan.
2 _ Proficlent {1100 - 1157) {1100 - 1145} (1180 - 1161) * Siudent 00258 Not court 35 As5e65ed dUR 1D & Nonstandan accomimodation.
3 - Partially Praficlant ,E-U?g - 103} ,5-051 - 1099 |f1:35 - 1088) ** The ACT Wning score IS Included In e W13 Purpose and Audlence data.
4 - Mot Profclent { BED - 1077) { 950 - 1050) { 06D - 1064)
Page 15 of 15 Spring 2008 Run Date: 04/28/2009 PO U4RDO00000000
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Mathematics, Science, and Social Studies Student Rosters

The Student Roster provides detail information for each student assessed, reported by class or group. The detail information includes
student subscores for each high school content standard assessed in mathematics and science. Social studies subscores are re-
ported at the strand level. Page numbers are printed in the center at the bottom of each report page. Sample student rosters for
mathematics, science, and social studies are presented on the following three pages.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the grade level reported, the assessment cycle, and the subject area. The teacher name
and class/group code (if provided by the school), the school name and code, and the district name and code are also provided.

Section B lists each student’s name followed by their unique identification code (UIC) and date of birth (DOB). The number of stu-
dents reported is also provided.

Section C provides the following information, detailed by student:

e Scale Score

e Performance Level

e The following information reported by standard (mathematics and science) or by strand (social studies):
0 Number of possible points
0 Number of points earned by the student

NOTE: In Spring 2008, mathematics subscores began to be reported by standard. New in Spring 2009, science subscores are also re-
ported by standard.

NOTE: “NA” in the Performance Level column indicates that the student did NOT receive a valid MME score in that subject area and
does NOT count as assessed for AYP. Any of the five issues listed below will result in the student receiving an MME score that is NOT
valid:

1) student received a nonstandard accommodation during test administration (standard subscore data will be reported)

2) student did not meet attemptedness in one or more of the required components for that subject

3) student was dismissed for prohibited behavior during the test administration

4) student was involved in a test misadministration on the part of the school

5) student did not include the form code on their answer document (answer document could not be scored)
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Michigan Merit Examination
STUDENT ROSTER W
HICHIGAN&H

Grade 11 Michigan Merit Exarmination

u'catl.on Spring 2009 Teacher Name: LAST, FIRST
MME MATHEMATICS Clasa/Group - 1234
Distict Neme: SAMPLE DISTRICT J0000000CXXXXXOOC0000CU00KK 00214 Schoot Name- SAMPLE SCHOOL XXXXX000000CCC00CC 00057

nct Code: Schod Code - 00000

Subscores

Scale Scom
Performance Leve
L1 Numb er Reazoning
L2 Cakulations

13 Legs & Poof

A1 Equations

A2 Functions

A3 Function Families
G1 Flgure Properties
G2 Figure Relations
G3 Transformations
51 Unvariate Data
52 Bivariate Data

54 Probabil ity

ke
™
m | w| | o] 2
-
o
L=l
e

Possible Points

LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan | 1112 3
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 90/04/0000
LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan | 1135 1
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 90/04/0000
LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan | 950
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 90/04/0000
LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan | 950
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 90/04/0000
LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan | 1100
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 90/04/0000
LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan | NA
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 90/04/0000
LnEmisnnonoooaoosianni), Fram enonoonnonooan | NA
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 90/00/0000
LnEmisnnonoooaoosianni), Fram enonoonnonooan | 050
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 90/00/0000
LnEmisnnonoooaoosianni), Fram enonoonnonooan | 050
LIC: 1234567800 DOB: 90/00/0000

MNo. of Students Reported = 219

=
=
[=]

[5]
=N

11

ra | | ma| e

| oo | e
= | & | 0| @
(=]
[=]

L0 I I ]

| | B

-

=]

Fa | S| Pa| Pa | Ra| =~

el |E|E

Perlormance Leval Scale Scom Range MA - Score Data unavallzbia In this subject for this student because vald data for cne or mare
1 - Advancad {1128 - 1260) COmponants of the sunject &ns nol Evallabie. See GUKE o ABDOMS 107 mane Imormaton.
2. Proficlem (1100 - 1127) * Student does ot count 85 Essessad due to & nonstandand accommodation.

3 - Partially Proficiant L
4 - [Not Prodclemn { B&D- 1IZEE'

Page 15 of 15 Spnng 2009 Run Date: (4/28/2009 P0HU4R0000000000
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Michigan Merit Examination
STUDENT ROSTER W
MICHIGAN Grade 11

Michigan Merit Exarmination

Spring 2009
at ].Oﬂ pring Taacher Name: LAST, FIRST
MME SCIENCE Class/Group : 1234
Digtrict Mame: SAMPLE DISTRICT 2200000000000 0000N00000E D244 School Hame : SAMPLE SCHOOL XO00000CCCOCCC00000 00057
Destrict Code: 0000 Schod Code - D000
Subscores
[ " [
2
T (2l.lslsl 1@ Blslalaldl. E
] o E E E = o= = £ = =
SRR EE-AE-AFRE AN CIE IR AR ARRE Bl
] H = 22, = -~ 3 E ] _E D o8 = = = E
g |8 |z a1g 1 2iaigiEig 135 3131314
AR AR AR RS RR AR AR RN AR R AR AR
g 8B EiriEe|d|c|8|S{a{d &5 ajn|E|0
il lziggiai8!R' B dieinie!ld! T H!B! 8
Possible Points 22 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan |
UIC: 1234567880 DOB- 00/99/0080 1120 2| 15 i 1 0 1 2 1 2 2 2 i 1 0 1 2 2
LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan |
UIC: 1234567880 DOB- 00/99/0080 450 1 o 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 ] ] 1]
LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan |
UIC: 1234567880 DOB- 00/99/0080 1073 1 o 0 1 1 1 0 2 0 i i 1 0 1 ] 1]
LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan |
UIC: 1234567880 DOB- 00/99/0080 1080 4] 12 i 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 4] 1] 2 0 ] 1 i
LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan |
UIC: 1234567880 DOB- 00/99/0080 1087 3| 1 i 1 0 1 0 1 2 1 i 1] 1 0 ] ] i
LnEmisanonnonnooionni:, Fnam enonoonnononan | NA | MA
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 90/04/0000
LnEmisnnonoooaoosianni), Fram enonoonnonooan | Em
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 90/00/0000
LnEmisnnonoooaoosianni), Fram enonoonnonooan |
UIC: 1234567890 _DOB: 00/99/0008 frm] 4) 45 O Of Oy OF Oy Op 0; fy Oy fy 1y Op O OF
LnEmisnnonoooaoosianni), Fram enonoonnonooan |
UIC: 1234567890 _DOB: 00/99/0008 90| 4| 41 of of by of 2f 1} of op t} or of of of 11 o©
No. of Students Reported = 219
Berlormancs Leveal Scale Scom Bange MA - Score Deta unavellebia in this subject for this student because valld data for one or mans
1 - Advancad (1143 - 1250 COmponants of the sunject &re not avellablie. See GUIIE o ASPI 1or mars mormation.
2 - Proficiem {1100 - 1142) * Studant does nol count 85 Essecsad dus 10 3 nonstandand accomimodation.
3 - Parbially Proficlant (1087 - 1089
4 - Mot Profclent { 850 - 1088)
Page 15 of 15 Spring 2008 Run Date: 4/28/2008 PO U4RD000000000
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Michigan Merit Examination
STUDENT ROSTER W
MICHIGAN&\
Teacher Name : LAST, FIRST

Grade 11 Michigan Merit Examination
ucatl'on MME SOCIAL STUDIES Class/Group : 1234

Spring 2009
District Name: SAMPLE DISTRICT XXGOOCOOMOGON0O0OCOODCNIE 00214 Schood Name - SAMPLE SCHOOL XX00000C000UN0D0NN. DI0ST
District Code: 80008 Schodl Code - 90099

Subscores Subscores

History
Geography
Economice
Inquiry

Scale Score
Performance Level
Ciwvice

Scale Score
Performance Leel
History
Geography

Civics

Econo mics
Inguiry

_.‘
-
-
-

Pogsible Points

Lnamiennnoooonnannnno:, Fnamexoanonoonoon | 1004
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 00/00/2000
Lnamesnoceonooonocona, Fnamexoonooooooonno | 1061
UIC: 1234567880 DOE: 00/99/0000
Lnamennosonanonononnd, Fnamesoonooonoeoenono | 1072
LIC: 1234567800 DOE: 00/04/0000
Lnamissnnoocoananmanno:, Fnamexoanonooooon | 1075
LIC: 1234067800 OB 00/00/0000
Lnameaooosonanonononn:, Fnamesoonooonoeonono | 1084
LIC: 1234587800 DOE: 00/00/0000
Lnamesnnoooonnanmnno:, Fnamsexonnononoonnno | NA
LIC: 1234067800 DOE: 00/04/0000
Lnamennosonanonononn:, Fnamsesoonooonoocono | HA
UIC: 1234567880 DOB: 00/949/0000
Lnamissnnoocoananmanng:, Fnamsexoanonooooon | 1064
UIC: 1234567800 DOBE: 00/00/0000
Lnameooosonanooonono:, Fnamesoonooonoooono | 1078
UIC: 1234567880 DOE: 00/99/0000

Mo. of Students Reported = 219

=
=
@
w

-
[=T I =T I =T -+

ER O I O I ]
B | ra | ra

wa
Fa | wa | k2

= =|E|E

EBerormancs Leveal Scale Scom Bange MA - Score Data unavallzbia in this subjact for this Student becauss vald data for ons of mans
1-Adhanced { 1128 - 1250} COMponants of the sunject &re not @vellabie. See GUKIE o ASPINs 1or mars mormation.
2 Proficient ¢ 4100 - 1128 * Student does not count as Essessad due o & nonstandand accommedation.

3-Parally Profclent { 1086 - 10%9)

4-Mot Proficient | 250 - 1085)

PageBof 8 Sprng 2000 Run Date: (4/28/2000 PO U4R0000000000
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STUDENT RECORD LABEL

A Student Record Label is provided for each student assessed during the Spring 2009 cycle. The labels are mailed to the school for
placement in the student record file (CA-60).

Section A contains the district name and code and the school name and code.

Section B contains the student’s name, district student ID number (if provided by the school), student’s state unique identification
code (UIC), date of birth, gender, grade level when the assessment was administered, and the MME administration cycle.

Section C contains MME subject areas assessed, the scale score received, and the performance level the student attained in each
subject area:

Level 1 - Advanced

Level 2 — Proficient

Level 3 - Partially Proficient
Level 4 — Not Proficient
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9% =S AMPLE DISTRICT MR MMM I A I XA XX AKX 00073
@ 99999 SAMPLE SCHOOL XXX 00131
Lnamex oo oo, Fnamexooooooooooo xxx 1.
STU# 09876543210987654321 UICH# 1234567890
DOE - 99/99/9999 Subject Scale Score Performance Level
Gender - M ELA Total 1087 3-Partially Proficient
Grade - 11 ® * Reading © 1097 3-Partially Proficient
«  Writing 1076 3-Partially Proficient
Spring 2009 Mathematics 1095 3-Partially Proficient
W" Science 1107 2-Proficient
Social Studies . 1094 3-Partially Proficient
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PARENT REPORT

The intent of the Parent Report is to provide a summary description of their student’s performance in each subject area assessed on
the MME. This report is designed to help parents and guardians identify the academic strengths of their student and areas that may
need improvement. Information from this report may be helpful when discussing academic progress of the student with the class-
room teacher(s).

Section A identifies the title of the report, the grade level the student was in when the assessment was administered, the assessment
cycle, the district name and code, and the school name and code where the student was enrolled at the time the assessment was
administered.

Section B provides the name and state unique identification code (UIC) of the student.
Section C provides a general description of the four possible student performance levels.
Section D provides information to parents about how to interpret and use this report.

Section E provides a letter to parents from Michigan’s Superintendent of Public Instruction concerning their students’ academic
achievement on the MME.

Section F provides a summary of students’ academic achievement on the MME including scale scores and performance levels for
each subject.

Section G describes the multiple components of the MME, provides information about the Michigan Promise scholarship and instruc-
tions on how to find additional assistance interpreting the Parent Report.

Section H provides students’ results on the ACT assessments.
Section | provides students’ results on the WorkKeys assessments.

Sections J1-J6 describe how the student performed in each subject area, on each subject area strand or standard, and the total
points possible for the strand/standard. The brief explanation for each subject area provides the performance level score the stu-
dent attained, as well as information on how the student’s performance relates to Michigan high school standards. For example, if a
student received a Level 2 on the MME mathematics assessment, that student is “Proficient” in Michigan high school mathematics
standards. A graph is provided for each subject to visually depict that subject’s scale score ranges, cut scores, and the student’s
scale score in that subject. The horizontal bar that extends out left and right of the student’s scale score represents the standard
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error of measurement. This standard error represents the range in which the student’s score would fall if they had taken the same
test or a similar test on a different day.

The Total ELA score is the arithmetic average of the reading scale score and writing scale score and describes students’ overall ELA
performance.

NOTE: The MME results for individual students are most reliable at the subject area scale-score level. These scale scores also are re-
liably associated with a performance level. Parents can have confidence that the reported subject area scale scores and perform-
ance levels provide accurate information for each subject.

Student subscores for strands or standards are also provided in these Parent Reports. These are less reliable measures than subject
scores and performance levels because there are fewer items within strands and standards than on the total subject test. These re-
sults provide an approximate measure of the level of performance of the student.

Parents should be careful in drawing conclusions about a student’s strengths or weaknesses at the strand or standard level. Itis more

appropriate to use this strand and standard information together with classroom assessment data, teacher-provided information,
and other performance information to guide learning activities.
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Periormance Level Definitlons
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INDIVIDUAL STUDENT REPORT

The intent of the Individual Student Report is to provide detailed performance information about an individual student to teachers
and other school personnel. A sample individual student report is presented on the following page.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the grade level, the assessment cycle, the district name and code, and the school name
and code.

Section B contains the student demographic information provided by the school: student name, local district student ID number, the
student’s state unique identification code (UIC), date of birth, as well as subgroup classifications for English language learner, for-
merly LEP, special education, gender, and ethnicity.

Section C contains MME subjects, the scale score received, and performance level the student attained in each area.

Section D provides individual student data for each MME subject area, an indicator of whether the student tested with accommo-
dations in that subject, and subscores within the subject. It includes the possible points and points earned, scale score, and perform-
ance level.

Section E displays the student’s scores on the ACT as provided by ACT. If a student took the ACT with state-allowed accommoda-
tions, the ACT scores are not college reportable and will be flagged as not college reportable with a footnote on the report.

Section F displays the student’s scores on the WorkKeys as provided by ACT. If a student achieves a score of 5 or higher on all three
WorkKeys tests, the student is eligible for a gold national career readiness certificate (NCRC). A student achieving a score of 4 or
higher on all three tests, is eligible for a siver NCRC, and a score of 3 or higher on all tests, is eligible for a bronze NCRC. The parent
report contains a statement on the students’ NCRC eligibility and explains students who used a translated version (video or reader
script accommodation) on one or more of the WorkKeys tests, are not eligible for the NCRC. For more information on the NCRC,
please visit www.myworkkeys.com.
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\ INDIVIDUAL STUDENT REPORT W
MIC%&%@ @ Michigan Merit Examination
Education Grade 11
District Name: SAMPLE DISTRICT XXX000CO00000OMXCOO0000N D00T3 Spring 2009 o e e LE SCHOOL XI0a000a00a0a000auacK 00131
Destrict Code: D008 ’
Scale Scale
Student Nema: Lnamexnonooononoonoa:, Frnameoooooonnoooooo | Subject Score | Performance Le: tject Scare | Performanse Level
) - - ! — ' MME Total ELA | 1035 | 4-Maot Proficient #%ME Mathematics | 1116 | 2-Prohicient
District Student 1D 09BTES4321 098TE54321 State LIC: 12345678590 MME Raadi o or MIME - 050 | 4-Mot Proficient
English Language Leamer M Formerdy LEF: M SpscEd: Y " ading | 1083 | 3-Partially .n:d'-mem Sc =nce o Pt
Date of Birth: DO/4 709 Gender £ Ethnicity: White, not of Hispanic Origin (5} » MMEWriing | 886 | d-Nat Proficient MME Sociel Studes) NA [ NA
Earned / Eamed /
Michigan Merit Examination Subscores Possible Scale Performance Michigan Merit Examination Subscores Possible Scale Performance
. Score Leval ; Score
Points Points Lewvel
MME Total English Language Arts 1035 4-Not Proficsent MME Mathematics 1116 2-Proficient
Accommodations: Standard Accommodations: Standard
Subscores:
MME Reading 1083 3-Partially Proficient L1 Reasoning about Mumbers BEI7
Accommodations: Standard L2 Calculations, Algorithms 117 14
Subscores: L3 Math Heazoning. Logic & Froof 173
A2 1 Strategy Development 622 A1 Expressions & Equations 3710
R2_2 Mzaning Beyond Literal 312 A2 Funcfions 3/6
R2.3 Independent Reading 5110 A3 Families of Functions 245
3.1 Closs Literaturs Aeading 175 G1 Figures & Properiies 4715
G2 Relationships between Figures 0s2
MME Writing [ 4-Not Proficsent 53 Trensformations of Figures [N
Accommaodations: Standard 51 Univanate Data: Distnbutions 177
Subscores: 52 Bavanate Diata: Helstionships 07T
'W1.1 Writing Process &/ 30 54 Probability Models, Operations 0/1
'W1.3 Purpose and Audisnce 920
AZT Wnting scors * sz MME Science 950 4-Mot Proficient
Accommodations: Standard
MME Social Studies NA HA Subscores:
Accommodations: NonStandard *** A1 Inguiry and Reflection 5422
Subscores: EZ Eanh Systems 172
Hestory 0rT E3 The Solid Earth 1/2
Geography arT Ed The Fluid Earth o:/2
Chvics arr ES Earth m Space and Time 1472
Economics arT B2 Organization of Living Syslems 172
TRy [ B3 Living Systems and Environment o/2
B4 Genstics 1/2
ACT WorkKeys BS Evolution and Biodversity 172
P2 Mofion of Obgacts 072
Component Score | Component Score | Component |LB'|'E| Score| 3 Forces and Mofion 373D
English 8 | Composite 12 |Rsading for Information | 3 Fda Enemy Part & 02
Mathematics 15 | EnglishWriting o | Appied Mathematios 5 P4b Enemgy Part b o/z
Feadin 7w =10 —m - z C23 Energy Transfer and Consenvalion 072
q iing = | Locabng Infomaton T4 Properies of Matier 773
Science | 13 N CE Changes in Matter 17
MA - Score Date are unavallable In this subjact for this student becausa velid date for one or more Som panents of == Studant doas nof count a5 assecsad dus i & nonstandand accommodation.
e suljsct are nat avallable. Sae Guida to Reports for maore Informatan,
* The ACT Writing score Is Includsd In ths W1.3 Purpose and Audience subscore dala.
Page 238 of 273 Sprng 2008 Run Date: 057H/2009  POYUMRO00
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Demographic Report

The Demographic Report provides a summary breakdown of scores by demographic subgroup for each subject area assessed. A
sample demographic report is presented on the following page. Summary data reported includes the number of students assessed
in each subgroup, the mean scale score, the percentage of students attaining each performance level, and the percentage of stu-
dents attaining the “Advanced” or “Proficient” performance level within each subject area. The Demographic Report is generated
for three student populations:

e All students
e Students with disabilities (SWD)
e All except students with disabilities (AESWD)

The demographic subgroup scores are reported by school and district. The demographic subgroups reported are:
e Gender

Ethnicity

Economically Disadvantaged (ED)

English Language Learners (ELL)

Formerly Limited English Proficient (FLEP)

Migrant

Homeless

Accommodations subgroups are also reported as follows:
Standard accommodations (all students)

Non-standard accommodations (all students)

Standard accommodations (for English language learners)
Non-standard accommodations (for English language learners)

Section A identifies the title of the report, the student population included in the report, the grade level, and the assessment cycle.
The district name and code and school name and code are also provided.
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Section B lists the demographic subgroups, as well as the total student population being reported. Ethnicity subgroups are defined
by federal requirements.

Section C reports the number of students included in the subgroup, the mean scale score, the percentage of students attaining
each performance level, and the percentage of students attaining the “Advanced” or “Proficient” performance level within each
subject area.

This is a multiple-page report with reading, writing, and total ELA scores reported on one page and mathematics, science, and so-
cial studies scores reported on another page for each of the three student population groups:

e Allstudents
e Students with disabilities (SWD)
e All except students with disabilities (AESWD)
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DISTRICT DEMOGRAPHIC REPORT W
MlCHlGﬁﬁf@ @ All Students SRttt
Eduication Grade 11
District Mame: SAMPLE DISTRICT XXOOCO00000000000000000NK 00073 Spring 2009
Cestnct Code: D000G
MME READING MME WRITING MME TOTAL ELA
Wo.of | Mean Percent at No.of | Mean Percent ot Mool | Maan Parcant &t
Students | Scale | Level | Level | Level | Levet | Levets | Students | Scale | Level | Loved | Leved | Level | Lewels| Stosmis | Scale | Laver | Loved | Level | Level | Levels
Digtrict Assazzad | Score | 4 ] 2 1 |1&2"|Assessed | Soore | 4 3 2 1 |1&2")Assessed |Soore | 4 3 2 i 12"
Total All Students 28| 4108| @8 | 32 | S0 1| &0 260 (foaz2 | 44 | o | 2o 1| 20 257 (4004 | 43 | 42 | 44 0| 44
Gender
Male i2a | 1102 13 | 32 55 1] 128 1077 | 15 &2 3 o 23 127 [ 1000 | 17 44 a9 i} a0
Femala 140 1410 4 | 31 | &3 1 141 (1086 | B | 57 | 24 1| 38 140|400B| 9 | 42 | 49 0| 40
Ethnicity
Amarican Indian/Alaskan Mative i0|1i08| 0 | 32 | &8 0| e8 101072 | 16 | 68 | 16 0| 18 10 (1004 | 18 | 42 | 42 0| 42
Asian/Pacific Islandear < 10 =10 <10
Black, Mot of Hispanic Origin 231007 | 44 | 38 | 40 0| 4o 801075 | 441 | 7™ | 45 ol s BE|10BE | 16 | =B | 26 0| 26
Hispanic <10 <10 <10
Whita, Mot of Hispanic Origin 149 (1110| & | 30 1| 64 1401085 | 11 | 51 | a7 1| 3a 148 (4008 | 40 | 38 | 54 0| s4
Multiracial
Additional Reporting Groups
Economically Disadvaniaged: Yos 7|44 | 13 | 34 | 52 1| 53 a7 (1071 | 16 | &7 | 47 o 17 BE|10BE | 17 | 40 | 24 [ "
Mo 184 | 1108 B a0 B3 1 &4 182 | 1087 o B& 5 1 35 164 | 1008 | 10 40 49 W] 40
English Language Learnars: Yos 10 1900 20 | 20 50 10 &0 101094 | 10 50 40 o 10| 1086 | 20 40 40 1} 40
Mo 2ca(4108| 8 | 232 | &0 0| e 250 (qoa2 | 44 | o | 20 1| 20 267 (4004 | 42 | 42 | 42 0| 44
Formerly Limited English
Migrant
Homeless
Accommodations
Standard — All 2| 402 9 | 34 | 53 2| 58 H[1Mo| 7 | 46| 10 3| 13 31084 | &2 | 18| 2 0 2
Monstandard - All **
Standard — ELL Only <10 <10 <10
Monstandard - ELL Only **
* Value might not equal the exact sum of level 1 & leval 2 dus fo rounding. = 10 = N0 SUMmary scores provided IF less than 10 students.
** SUENtS Not ICHGE 1 KUMDSY of SIS ASS255e1 Page 106 Spring 2000 Aun Date: 05/05/2000 P01 U4A0000000000
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DISTRICT DEMOGRAPHIC REPORT W
MICHIGAN! &\ @ Al Students St e
Ediication Grade 11
District Hame: SAMPLE DISTRICT XX0C0CCOMXXKXXXI00UCOC0ONCNL 00073 Spring 2009
Cestnct Code: @
MME MATHEMATICS MME SCIENCE MME SOCIAL STUDIES
Ka. of (=] Percent at Mo, of Maan Percent a1 Mo af Miaan Parcant g1
Shudents | Scale | Level | Lewal | Leval | Level | Laveds | Studants | Scele | Leval | Loval | Lavel | Lewel | Lewels] Studants | Scale | Loved | Lavel | Lewel | Lewvel | Levels
District ® Azzaszan | Soore | 4 a 2 1 |1&2-)assessed | soom | 4 a 2 1 |1&2-|Assessed | Soom | 4 2 2 1 f1s2-
Total All Students 250 [1002| 28 | 24 | 45 2| a7 251 (4088 | 35 | 22 | 44 2| a3 250 (4005 22 | 44 | M T
Gender
Mala 1471000 27 | 24 | 45 3 1471084 | 36 | 24 | 42 2| 4 147 (1005 | 20 | 44 | 38 0| 3%
Femala 133 | 1084 29 25 44 2 134 (1092 | 34 23 40 3 43 133 | 1094 23 44 32 0 32
Ethnicity
Amarican Indian/Alaskan Native 10| 4082| 25 | 37 | a7 0| ar 104074 | 47 | 24 | 32 0| 32 101004 | 24 | 47 | 32 0| az
Asian/Pacific lslandar <10 <10 <10
Black, Not of Hispanic Origin 824088 39 | 32 | 27 2| 2 82 |4076| 52 | 26 | 21 1| 22 B2 (4084 | 32 | 50 | 48 0| 1B
Hispanic <10 <10 =10
White, Mot of Hispanic Origin 138 (1097 23 1B LT 2 ) 139 [ 1096 | 24 12 o 2 56 138 [ 1097 [ 15 43 42 o 42
Multiracial
Additional Reporting Groups
Economically Disadvantaged: Yas TO| 1090 | 35 | 24 3o 1 b an|4080| 46 11 41 1 43 TB| {092 | 28 44 28 o 2B
No i71|1083| 25 | 25 | 47 3| 50 174 |4002| 30 | 27 | 40 3| 43 721005 | 19 | 45 | 7 N
English Language Learners: Yas 10| 1095 20 | 40 40 L] 40 10| 1078 | 50 10 30 10 40 i1 | 1083 | 36 27 35 o 36
No 240 | 1002 | 20 | 24 | 45 3| 48 241 (1080 | 34 | 22 | 44 2| 43 230 (1005 24 | 45 | M N
Formerly Limited English
Migrant
Homelass
Accommodations
Standard — All 181060 | 39 | 47 | 30 6| 44 191020 B3 | 11 16 28 <10
Nonstandard - All ** =10
Standard — ELL Only <10 <10 <10
Nonstandard - ELL Only **
*  Value might not equal the exact Sum of lavel 1 & leval 2 0ua 1o rounding. = 10 = N0 sUmmary scores provided IF less than 10 students.
** Students not Inchded it Namber of Stdents Assssed. Page 206 Spring 2000 Fun Date: 05/05/2000 P01 U4R0000000C00

Michigan Merit Examination 31 Guide To Reports Spring 2009



Michigan Merit Examination

SUMMARY REPORT

The Summary Report provides a comparative set of mean scale score information for the grade level by subject area
and the percentage of students in the district or school (or for the entire state) at each performance level. A sample
summary report is presented on the following two pages.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the student population included in the report, grade level, assessment cycle,
district name and code, and school name and code.

Section B gives summary data for each subject area, including number of students assessed, mean scale score, mean
scale score margin of errorl, percentage of students attaining each performance level, and percentage of students at-
taining the “Advanced” or “Proficient” performance level within each subject area.

Section C gives summary data for each high school content standard (or strand in social studies). The summary data
reported includes the number of students assessed in each subject, the descriptor for each content standard assessed,
the mean points earned, the number of points possible, and the percentage of students scoring in each raw score
range.

1Scale score margin of error is equivalent to the Mean score +1 standard error of the mean. This is the likely range within which the true average
scale score would fall for the students listed on this report.
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\ DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT W"
H'C%ﬁﬁ& All Students ,_ s
EduCﬂt],OH. Mighigan Merit Examination
Grade 11
District Mamea: SAMPLE DISTRICT XX30O00000000C000000000000 00073 j
District Coda: DODDY Spring 2009
MME READING MME MATHEMATICS
— Scale Score Periormance Levels — Scale 3core Performance Levels
Year Sudants == Yaar Eudents -
Margin | 4#ot | aPartlally | Levels Margin | 4-Not | a-Fariially | ] Levels
Agsessed | Mean | ooy | proncient | Promiient [ 2-Proficient | 1-Advenced | e, Assessed | MEI | orenne | pronicient | Promicient | TPTOTICient  -Advanced | s
Scale Soore Range | (860-1250) @50-1077) | (1078-108a) | (1100-1167) | (19581250 | (11001250 | | Scale Score Range| (eeo-tesm {ss0-1088) | (1oes-1ome) | (11001127 | grazeazsn) | rionzsg
2008 2 | 1106 | 11041108 B 3% B5% % 0% 2008 250 | 1082 | 1060-1084 20% 2% 5% 2% e
2008 2z | 1102 | 1oemt107 "% 6% BO% % 0% 2008 zrz | 10ee | 10851003 4% 1% % B% 0%
2007 @3 | 1100 | 10s7-1108 % 26 % % 5% 2007 @13 | 1oee | 1086108z 475 0% % B s
MME WRITING ME SCIENCE
- Scale Score Performance Leveds “No.of Scale Score Perlormance Levels
Year | Stugents “Margin | Mot 2Partlally Levels Year | Stuzents * Margin 4-Not 2-Partlally Levels
Assessed | MEaN | ooy | proncient | Proficient | 2-Proficient | 1-Advanced |y, assessed | MEN | oremny | proficient | Proficient | ZPTOTicient 1-Advanced |y,
scaleScore Range |  (oen-12s0) [@50-1060) | (1051-1089) | (1100-1148) | (1461250 | (11001250 | | scale score mange| (esnnesyy {ss0-1008) | (1087-1099) | [1100-1142) | (ragz-zsn) | qr1onzsg
2009 2 | 1062 | 10e0-1084 1% B 2% 1% 0% 2008 251 | 1088 | 10651001 35% =%, % 2% 7%
2008 =11 | 1oes | 1oes-oee % BB % % E 2008 zrz | 10a7 | 10sa-1im 2% 1% 1% % 54%
2007 3@ | 1007 | 10841000 ™ B1% L) 1% % 2007 a1z | 1084 | 10001008 3% 21% a5 e s
MME TOTAL ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS MME SOCIAL STUDIES
*No. of Scale Score Performance Lavels “No. af Scale Score Perormance Levels
Year | Sugents =margin | s-not 3-Partially Lovels Year | Stuzents = Margin 4-Not 3-Partially Lavets
hssessed | MeEN o oy | proncient | mromcient [ 2FrOTICleNt | -Acvanced | T mssessed | MEAN | o'onr | pronicient | promoent | ZPTOTICient | 1-Advanced | T
Scale Score Range | (s50-1250) [@50-1064) | (1065-1088) | (1100-1167) | (11521250 | (11001250 | | Scale Score Range|  (es0-iesmy (8s0-1085) | (108s-1099) | (1100-1129) | qrizmzsg) | rionzsg
2009 267 | 1094 | ooz-1008 13% aT% 4% 0% Ty 2008 251 | 1084 | 10861085 7% 4% W% 0% 3a%
2008 2t | 1007 | 10841100 1% a4z a7 % % 2008 zrz | 11z [111enzs £ 12% % 0% ars
2007 2@ | 10e¢ | 1oes-0a7 o 5% 5% 1% 5% 2007 an | 1z |111emzs = o % % aTs
®  Includes shudents whio necshved walld soones. Duse 10 r:x.mh;. FEI'CE'IE nlgl'tml otal 1005
= This Is tha Ilhah'rar% within which the trus maan scels scors would
tall for the studsnts fsied on this report.
Page10f 6 Spring 2009 Run Date: 05042009 P01 U4RO000000000
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\ DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT "
MICHIGAN& All Students W
Edﬁmc"ﬂﬁtion Michigan Merit Exarmination
Grade 11
istri ; 000 i
%ﬂlnr%‘hé%ﬂdwg: EI#SELE DISTRICT XXI0OO0O00000XK o073 Sprlng 2009
Sub Mo. of Mzan | Points i i
ubscore Asmma Points |Possible Percent of Students Scoring in Each Raw Score Range
MME Reading 268 0 12 [ 34 | 56 [ 7-B | 940 [ 1442|1344 [1546 ] 1718 ] 18-20 | 24-22
R 1 Stretegy Development 10.& = [1] [1] 1] T8 sl 20 10 1] 4 3 [1]
R2.2 M=aning Beyond Literal 65 12 [ 3 15 35 24 13 3
A2.3 Indspendent Reading 7e 0 0 1 4 12 4 i
L3.1 Close Literaturs Reading a7 4 40 48 10
MME Writing 260 0 13 [ 46 | 78 [10-12]| 1315|1618 | 19-M [22-24| 25-27 | 2B-30
W11 Writing Process iLE] ] [\ 1 q 12 3 ] 18 12 5 5 1
'W1.3 Pupose and Audience 11.1 20 [ 1 4 22 40 29 3 1
ACT Writing* 7. 12 0 E] 27 [ 5
MME Mzthematics 250 [] i 2 3 [] [ [] T8 [ 840 [1442[ 1314 | 116
L1 Ressoning about Humbers 38 ¥ [} 1 13 26 30 20 8 2
L2 Calculations, Algorithms 9.2 14 [ 1 0 1 2 4 [ H 32 26 7
3 Math Reasoning, Logic & Proof 0.9 3 36 40 1 Fi
A1 Exprassions & Equations 4.7 10 2 [ 18 5 i1 i2 Ikl 2] b
A2 Functions 3.0 [3 2 11 2 an 2 2 3
A3 Families of Functions 18 5 14 28 35 14 ] 1
51 Figures & Properies 6.1 16 1 2 b 11 12 12 17 A 12 [ 1 1
G2 Helationships betwesn Faguras [E:] 2 37 40 14
G3 Trensformetions of Figures 03 1 Fil 20
51 Univanate Diata: Distrbadions 28 7 ] 15 fl:] 21 o 13 1 1]
52 Brvenate Deta: Relationships [k 1 26 T4
54 F‘r-:\t:abilhl Models, Cipsrations 1.4 1 55 35
MME Science 254 0 1 2 3 [ 56 | T8 [ A0 [ 442 131441516 [ 1718 | 1020 | 3-22
Bi Inquiry & Reflaction 10.8 22 [ 1 1 3 14 18 16 16 12 10 [ 4 1
E2 Earth Systams 1.0 2 a0 44 25
E3 The Solid Eartth 11 2 14 [ ]
E4 The Pluid Earth 03 2 72 24 4
E5 Earth in Space & Time 08 2 39 38 23
BZ Urganization of Lving Systems 13 2 16 30 i5
B3 Lving Systems & Environment 1.2 2 16 43 41
B4 Genstics 13 2 18 EE 40
B5 Evoldtion & Biodiversity 1.1 2 22 45 33
P2 Motion of Objecis [ 2 32 a7 i)
P3 Forces & Moban 1.0 2 27 51 22
Pda Energy Pan a 11 2 H (] EL
Pdb Energy Part b 0T 2 41 47 12
=23 Enzrgy Transfer & Consenvabion 1.0 2 23 [=10] 21
C4 Properies of Matter 1.0 2 29 47 25
CE Changes in Matter 0.9 2 3 53 16
MME Social Studies 254 [] i 2 3 [] [ [] 7
Histony 36 7 2 [5 13 25 27 ] 10 1
Gengraphy 38 7 1 7 it 22 3 ] d [
Chvics EE] 7 1 3 14 23 25 20 10 ]
Economics 42 7 4 4 7 18 20 24 18 5
nouiry ] 3 0 7 10 1& 14 25 10
* Tha ACT Writing scare is Included In the W1.3 Purpose and Audiance suBsCons deta. Due to rounding, percents mignt not ol 100%.
Page 2 of B Spring 2009 Run Date: 05/04/2008 P01 L4 RO000000000
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COMPREHENSIVE REPORT

The Comprehensive Report provides a comparative set of mean scale score information for the grade level for the entire district and
for each school in the district (for a district report). For an ISD report, it provides the data for the ISD as a whole and for each district
and public school academy in the ISD. It also includes the percentage of students in each school at each performance level. A
sample district comprehensive report is provided on the following page.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the student population included in the report, grade level, assessment cycle, and district
name and code.

Section B of a district comprehensive report provides a row of data for the district, and a row of data for each public school within
the district. Each row includes the number of students assessed, the mean scale score and the percentage of students at each per-
formance level along with the percentage of students who attained a performance level of Advanced or Proficient.

For an ISD comprehensive report, there is one row of data for the ISD, one row for each public school district in the ISD, and one row
for each public school academy within the boundaries of the ISD.
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\ DISTRICT COMPREHENSIVE REPORT W
HICHIGANQ All Students

Copartmencof , % Michigan Merit Examination
Eduication Grade 11

District Hame: SAMPLE DISTRICT XXOOOOOUNONONONON0000000N, 00214 Spring 2009
Cistrict Code: D0000

MME READING MME WRITING MME TOTAL ELA

Na. of Mean Percent at No. of Mean Percent a Moual Maan Percant &t
. . Shudenis | Scale | Level | Level | Levdl | Level | Leveis | Studenis | Scale | Level | Leval | Leved | Lewel | Levels| Students | Scale | Level | Level | Lewel | Lewel |Levels
District Mssessad|Score | 4 | 3 | 3 | 1 |1&s-|mssesseq|scoe| 4 | 3 | 2 | 1 |12 Assesseq|Scom| 4 2 | 1 Jise-

3
SAMPLE DNSTRICT MO0 A2 A 3000000000000, 656 | 1099 | 17% | 2B% | 54% | 1% | 55% GO0 | 1067 | 20% | 50% | 20%( 1% % G651 [ 10Bd | 0% | 463 34% | 4% ([ 35%

SAMPLE SCHOOL )00 0000000000 000 203 | 1107 | 8% | 27% | B4% [ 1% | 65% 241 | 1078 | 16% | 54% | 28% | 1% | 30% 201 | 1003 | 12% | 45%: | 42%( 0% | 43%
SAMPLE SCHOOL M000000000000000000 (05 22| 1000 | 18% | 5% | 27 | 0% | 2 41 | 1026 | BE% | 419 | 2% 0% 2% 22| 1057 [ BE%C ) Besc| 0% | 0% (| 0%
SAMPLE SCHOOL M0000OO000O00M00000 (02 286 | 1005 | 229 | 27% | 400 | 1% S0% 200 | 1067 | 1B% | B4% | 18%( 0% ) 18% 2B4 | 1084 | 20%C | 8% 32% | 4% ([ 33%
SAMPLE SCHOOL M00000000O00000MO00! T4 0| 145 1099 | 199 | 2B% | 529 | 1% [ 53% 148 [ 1066 | 24% | B4% [ 179 1% ) 18% 144 | 1082 [ 24% ) 4930 20% | 4% 30%

Porlormance Level Beading Scale Scom Range  WrAting Scale Score Range  Total ELA Scale Scors Range © VIR mignt not equal the axect sum of level 1 & ievel 2 due o rounding.
1&2- Agvanced and Profcient (1100 - 1280} (1100 - 1250) (1100 - 1260) « 10 = No BUMMAry scores provided | fewer than 10 students.
1 - Advencad (1158 - 1250} (1146 - 1250) (1182 - 1250)
2 - Profcient (1100 - 1167} (1100 - 1145) [1100 - 1151)
3 - Parialy Proficlant (1078 - 108} (1051 - 1099) (1065 - 1088)
4 - Not Proficient | 880 -1077) { 950 - 1050) [ 850 -1064)
Page 1 of & Spring 2000 Aun Date: 04/28/2000 P01 U4R000000000
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DISTRICT COMPREHENSIVE REPORT W"’
MICHIGANQ @ All Students

of e Michigan Meril Examination
llcatlcm. Grade 11
District Mame: SAMPLE DISTRICT X30OOCO00OO00000000000000UN 00244 Spring 2009
Destrict Code: 00000
MME MATHEMATICS MME SCIENCE MME SOCIAL STUDIES
Ha. of Mezan Percent at Ko. o Waan Percent a Mo af Maan Parcant &1
Students | Scale | Level | Leval | Leval | Level | Leveis | Shudenis | Scale | Lewel | Loval | Level | Level | Lewels| Studants | Scale | Lewel | Leved | Lewel | Level | Levels

District Azsessar | Scoe | 4 a 2 i |16~ hesessed| Scom | 4 3 2 1 li&z|Assessed | Scoe | 4 a 2 ilias-
SAMPFLE DISTRICT R AnsSa X OO0 632 | 1060 | 47% | 22% | 28% | 3%| 3% 646 | 1073 | 5% | 17T% | 30%:| 2% | 32% B55 | 10BT | 44% [ 35% | 2% | 0% | 21%

SAMPLE SCHOOL 3000000000000 D00 197 | 1066 | 40% | 14% | 3i% | &% 3™ 2021070 | 40% | 15% ) 32%| 4% | 3% 203 | 10BB | 43% | 33% | 25% | 0% | 26%
SAMPLE SCHOOL }O000000CO00C000000 005 14| 1076 | 74% [ 20% | 0% | O%| 0% AT | 1046 | B2% | 8% 08| 0% | 0% 24 | 1075 | o2 [ 4% ) 4% | 09| 4%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 3000000000000 D02 278 | 1076 | 45% | 24% | 27% | 3% | 30% 280 | 1075 | 40% | 18% ) 33%| 1% | 4% 2B0 | 10BB | 38% | 40%: | 22% | 0% (| 22%
SAMPLE SCHOOL XXO000000CO000000000 (M0 143 [ 1072 | 46% [ 26% | 279 | 1% | 28% 147 | 1066 | B6% | 17T% | 27T%| 1% | 27T% 148 | 10B6 | 48% [ 355 7% | 0% | 17T%

Mathematics Scale Score Aange  Sclence Sgale Score Bange  Soclsl Studles Scale Sgore Aange * VIS Mg Nt Qual the SXECt UM of 2wl 18 IEWEl 2 dUE 10 rounanyg.
1&2- Aovanced and Profcient {1100 - 1280} (1100 - 1250) (1100 - 12604 = 10 = Mo SUMmMAry scores provided | fewer than 10 students.
1 - Advencad {1128 - 1250) (11432 - 1250) (1128 - 1250y
2 - Proficlent {1100 - 1127) (1100 - 1142) (1100 - 1128)
3 - Parialy Proficlent (10€3 - 1023) (1087 - 1099) [10B6 - 1088
4 - Mot Profcient | 850 - 1088) { 850 - 1086) [ 960 - 10BE)
Page 2of & Spring 2008 Aun Date: G4Z8/2000  PO1LA0OGO000000
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Michigan Merit Examination

Contact Information

High school administrators, teachers, and counselors should become familiar with the report layouts and information contained in
this document. If you have questions after reviewing this Guide to Reports, or need additional information about MME administration
procedures, content, scheduling, appropriate assessment or accommodations for students with disabilities or the English language
learners (ELLs), please contact the Michigan Department of Education, Office of Educational Assessment and Accountability, using

the contact information listed below:

Office of Educational Assessment and Accountability

Joseph Martineau, Director
Vincent Dean, Manager, Assessment
James Griffiths, Manager, Assessment Administration and Reporting
Patricia King, Department Specialist, MME Administration and Reporting
Emily Taylor, Department Analyst, Assessment Administration and Reporting
William Brown, Coordinator, Test Development
Rodger Epp, Science Consultant
Wendy Gould, ELA Consultant
Ruth Isaia, Social Studies Consultant
Kyle Ward, Mathematics Consultant
Linda Howley, Interim Assessment Consultant for Students with Disabilities
Brian Ciloski, Department Analyst for the Assessment of English Language Learners
Steven Viger, Manager, Psychometrics and Research
Paul Bielawski, Manager, Educational Accountability

Phone: 1-877-560-8378
Fax: 517-335-1186
Web site: www.michigan.gov/mme
E-mail: oeaa@michigan.gov
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