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Dear Parents and Community Members:

We are pleased to present you with the Annual Education Report (AER) which provides
ey information on the 2009-2010 educational progress for the Academy of Lathrup
Village. The AER addresses the complex reporting information required by federal and
state laws. The school's report contains information about student assessment, Adequate
Yearly Progress (AYP) and teacher quality. If you have any questions about the AER,
please contact Ms. Rhodes, Title One department for assistance. -

The AER is available for you to review electronically by visiting the following web site
www.academyoflathrupvillage.com or you may review a copy firom the Title One office
at your child’s school.

IFor 2009-2010, Academy of Lathrup Village made Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) in
English language arts and mathematics. While we are pleased to have reached this
important goal, we are continuously working to improve. We appreciate the continued
support of parents, staff and owr community in this effort.

L HOW TO ENROLL IN THE ACADEMY
Entrance in the Academy of Lathrup Village requires an application process. Each of the
following must be submitted in order for a student to be considered for acceptance.

Parent or Guardian must complete an application and provide the following for each
student to be considered for acceptance:

Current Immunization Records
Last report card.

Birth Certificate
Updated Physical

These documents can be submitted in the main office. Applications can be obtained in the
main office at www.charteracademies.com .

IL. THE STATUS OF THE 3-5 YEAR SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

The School Improvement Plan for the 2009/2010 school year was approved by the state
and utilized to increase student academics in Math and Reading. The School
Improvement Plan for the 2010/2011 school year addresses the Math and Reading
academic areas as well as Science and Social Studies. The plan has been submitted to the
state for approval.

III. ENTREPRENEURSHIP .

The Academy of Lathrup Village offers a curriculum mfused with Entrepreneurial
standards and benchmarks. Our goal is to instill entrepreneurial processes and methods
in our students so they can be successful in any entrepreneurial endeavor that they seek.

At the Academy of Lathrup, “We Create Leaders”.




1IV.  CURRICULUM

"Teachers at the Academy of Lathrup Village use instructional strategies that align with
the Grade Level Content Expectations (GLCE) along with the Michigan Core
Curriculum Framework (MCF), Targeted lessons will be created to ensure goals and
learning objectives are met. A copy of the Core Curriculum can be obtained in the Title
One department.

V. STUDENT ACHEIVEMENT RESULTS

Michigan Education Assessment Program

MEAP
2008-2009 2009-2010 Difference
Reading | Math Reading | Math Reading | Math
3" Grade |69.0 56.1 62.9 88.6 6.1 +32.5
4" Grade | 53.1 68.8 512 | 744 -1.9 +5.6
5% Grade | 70.3 43.2 62.2 57.8 8.1 +14.6
6" Grade | 67.9 60.7 714 55.1 7.2 5.6
7™ Grade | 69.1 67.3 60.7 49.1 -8.4 -18.2
8" Grade |61.0 37.9 80.9 42.6 +19.9 +4.7

Metropolitan 8
MATS

20082009 | Difference
e R R

Performance Series
Scantron

At the Academy of Lathrup, “We Create Leaders”.




_u.mmm._..ommo Test Reports
Academy of Lathrup Village
Reading Gains :

Report Scope: Location: >omam3< of rm»?dv Village.
Broken Down m< Grade Level

Testing Period 1

. . (918109 to 10/9/09)
mBnmEm). . mEnthEﬁ Emhbl%.ﬁ:.@

Time Frame: All Dates

Student Flitering: OFF

Testing Period 2 Cain
(5/3/10 to 6/4/10) . .
Mean S8 SEcofMeanSS Mean S8 SE of Difference

mao:n _u.__ﬂmzsu >= __._omcamq

Student Count  Number of students who completed a test within a given subject area.

Mean SS Arithmetic mean of the overall Scaled Score (S8) for a group of interest.
SE of Mean S8
Count in that group.

* The S8 Difference is not significant if it is less than-the SE of Mean SS Difference in absolute value.

Standard Error of Mean Scaled Score. This is calculated by taking the mﬁanma deviation, of the group and a;&ia it by the square root of the Student

Printed: 8/16/10 1:55 p.m.

_um.m_m 1of1



Diagnostic Test Reports o . .
Academy of Lathrup <.=mu@. . <L

Math Gains - . .
Report Scope: roommosu Academy of Lathrup Village. . Time Frame: All Dates
Broken Down By: Grade Level . T Student Filtering: OFF
” : Testing Period 1 " Testing Perlod 2 - Gain
: : . (9/8/09 tor 10/9/09) : {5/3/10 to 6/4/10) L :
vela Student Count Mean$S  SEof Mean S5 Mean3S SEofMieansSS Mean S§ SE of Differs

m_dcu m__wm_._:m. 2_ _:nmznma

Stutent Count z..::._vmq of students who completed a test within a given subject area.
Mean S§ Arithmetic mean of the overall Scaled Score ($8) for a groip of inferest.

SE of Mean S5  Standard Eror of Mean Scaled Score. This is calculated by taking the standard deviation of the group and dividing it by the wn:m:m root of the Student -
Count in that group.

1. The S8 Difference is not significant if i is less than the SE of Mean S8 Difference in absolute value.

Printed: 8/16/10 1:56 p.m. . : Page 1 of 1



Diagnostic Test Reports . | :
Academy of Lathrup <.=mmm
Math Gains

Report Scope: Location: Academy of Lathrup Smmmm. , . Time Frame: All Dates -
m..oxms Down By: @.mnm Level Student Filtering: OFF -

Testing Period 1 " . Testing Period 2
(9/2/08 to 10/3/08) (4/20/09 to 6/5/09)

Crage Level~
Grade 3
Grade 4
Grade §°
Grade 6
Grade 7
-Grade 8

_. S

T

Um_.som_.mvs_n m_nm_._:m >= _:n_cnma

ettt

Group _u&m..m:m All _:n_cama

. Student Count Number of students who BBU_m»m.n a fest within a given subject area.
Mean 8§ Arithmetic mean of the overall Scaled Score {SS) for a group of interast.

SE of Mean S8 Standard Error of Mean Scaled Score. This is S_E_mﬁoa by taking the standard deviation of the group and dividing it by the square root of the mEama
’ Count in that group.

* The S5 Difference is not significant if it is less than the SE of Mean S8 Difference in absolute value.

Printed: 8/16/0 1:57 p.m. Page 1 of 4



Diagnostic Test Reports .
Academy of Lathrup Village .

Language Arts Gains’

Report Scope: Location: Academy of Lathrup Village.- S . Time Frame: All Dates

Broken Down By: Grade Level Student Filtering: OFF

o Testing Period 1 . " Testing Period 2 . Gain
- . {9/2/08 to 10/3/08) {4/20/09 to 6/5/09) . :

Grade Leve[s Student Count Mean S8 SE pf Mean S5 Mean $S  SEof Mean S5 Mean SS SE of Difference
Grade 3 .

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

Grade 7

Grade 8
N Ry R iy

.:nw_m_, IR ﬁ_mw,@mm

s
&MEE Mw @ii :_._.Tz._. i

m_.oE. _u__nm.._zm All msnEnmn

mEnm_._ﬂ Count Number of students who completed a test §55 a @_<mn mcgmﬁ area.
Mean S5 Arithmetic mean of the overall Scaled Score (S8) for a group of interest.

SEofMean 88 Standard Error of Mean Scaled Score. .:.__m is caleuldted by taking the standard deviation of the group and dividing it by the square root of the Student
Count in that group.

*The Wm Difference is not m_ma_mom_d if it is less than Em SE of Mean 85 Unmmqmzom in absolute value.

Printed: 8/16/10 1:58 p.m. : . . . Page 1 of 1




VI. PARENT-TEACHER CONFERENCES

We are pleased to report that we have 58% parent and student participation at our
Parent-Teacher conferences. We encourage every parent to come out and learn how we
can worl together to help our students in their endeavor to become academically
proficient.

We would like to thank you for taking the time to learn about the successes at the
Academy. We strive to keep the community abreast of issues concerning our school. We
look forward to another great year of learning and gains, and building a strong
community. If there are any questions or concerns, feel free to contact us at 248-569-
0089,

Sincerely,
Jerome Townsend,

Interim Principal
Academy of Lathrup Village

At the Academy of Lathrup, “We Create Leaders”,




Full Annual Education Report

School-L evel Student Assessment Data for Oakland Schools,
Academy of Lathrup Village, Academy of Lathrup Village

Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAP)

Student School % Students| State% | District % | School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient | (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
English Language Arts/ Reading
Grade: 03
All Students|2008-09 100% 86.4% 69% 69% 19% 50% 28.6% 2.4%
All Students|2009-10 100% 89.8% 62.9% 62.9% 5.7% 57.1% 34.3% 2.9%
Female 2008-09 100% 88.3% 78.9% 78.9% 26.3% 52.6% 21.1% 0%
Female 2009-10 100% 91.9% 61.5% 61.5% 15.4% 46.2% 38.5% 0%
Male 2008-09 100% 84.6% 60.9% 60.9% 13% 47.8% 34.8% 4.3%
Mae 2009-10 100% 87.9% 63.6% 63.6% 0% 63.6% 31.8% 4.5%
Black or 2008-09 100% 75.1% 69% 69% 19% 50% 28.6% 2.4%
African
American




Student School (% Students| State% | District % | School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
Black or 2009-10 100% 80.6% 62.9% 62.9% 5.7% 57.1% 34.3% 2.9%
African
American
Students 2008-09 <10 63.4% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economicaly2008-09 100% 79.1% 71% 71% 19.4% 51.6% 29% 0%
Disadvantaggd
Economicaly2009-10 100% 84.5% 60.6% 60.6% 3% 57.6% 36.4% 3%
Disadvantag
Grade: 04
All Students|2008-09 100% 82.8% 53.1% 53.1% 12.5% 40.6% 34.4% 12.5%
All Students|2009-10 100% 84.1% 51.2% 51.2% 9.3% 41.9% 39.5% 9.3%
Female 2008-09 100% 84.7% 63.2% 63.2% 15.8% 47.4% 26.3% 10.5%
Female 2009-10 100% 86.1% 50% 50% 5.6% 44.4% 33.3% 16.7%
Male 2008-09 100% 80.9% 38.5% 38.5% 7.7% 30.8% 46.2% 15.4%
Male 2009-10 100% 82.1% 52% 52% 12% 40% 44% 4%
Black or 2008-09 100% 65.6% 53.1% 53.1% 12.5% 40.6% 34.4% 12.5%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 68.6% 51.2% 51.2% 9.3% 41.9% 39.5% 9.3%
African
American
Students 2009-10 <10 58% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities




Student School |% Students| State% | District % [ School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
Economical1y2008-09 100% 72.9% 45.8% 45.8% 4.2% 41.7% 41.7% 12.5%
Disadvantaggd
Economicaly2009-10 100% 75.7% 52.8% 52.8% 11.1% 41.7% 38.9% 8.3%
Disadvantag
Grade: 05
All Students|2008-09 100% 81.5% 70.3% 70.3% 5.4% 64.9% 16.2% 13.5%
All Students|2009-10 100% 85.2% 62.2% 62.2% 24.4% 37.8% 20% 17.8%
Female 2008-09 100% 83.4% 90% 90% 10% 80% 10% 0%
Female 2009-10 100% 86.8% 69.2% 69.2% 30.8% 38.5% 11.5% 19.2%
Male 2008-09 100% 79.8% 63% 63% 3.7% 59.3% 18.5% 18.5%
Male 2009-10 100% 83.5% 52.6% 52.6% 15.8% 36.8% 31.6% 15.8%
Black or 2008-09 100% 63.5% 70.3% 70.3% 5.4% 64.9% 16.2% 13.5%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 70.4% 62.2% 62.2% 24.4% 37.8% 20% 17.8%
African
American
Students 2008-09 <10 49.2% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Students  |2009-10 <10 57.6% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economical1y2008-09 100% 70.5% 69% 69% 6.9% 62.1% 17.2% 13.8%
Disadvantaged
Economically2009-10 100% 76.6% 57.1% 57.1% 17.1% 40% 25.7% 17.1%




Student School (% Students| State% | District % | School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
Disadvantaggd
Grade: 06
All Students|2008-09 100% 80.5% 67.9% 67.9% 8.9% 58.9% 26.8% 5.4%
All Students|2009-10 100% 87.7% 71.4% 71.4% 6.1% 65.3% 18.4% 10.2%
Female 2008-09 100% 82.9% 86.4% 86.4% 9.1% 77.3% 13.6% 0%
Female 2009-10 100% 90% 93.3% 93.3% 6.7% 86.7% 6.7% 0%
Male 2008-09 100% 78.2% 55.9% 55.9% 8.8% 47.1% 35.3% 8.8%
Male 2009-10 100% 85.4% 61.8% 61.8% 5.9% 55.9% 23.5% 14.7%
Black or 2008-09 100% 63.5% 67.9% 67.9% 8.9% 58.9% 26.8% 5.4%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 75.8% 71.4% 71.4% 6.1% 65.3% 18.4% 10.2%
African
American
Students  |2008-09 <10 44.7% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Students 2009-10 <10 59.9% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economicaly2008-09 100% 69.2% 59.5% 59.5% 2.4% 57.1% 33.3% 7.1%
Disadvantaggd
Economicaly2009-10 100% 81.1% 68.4% 68.4% 2.6% 65.8% 18.4% 13.2%
Disadvantag

Grade: 07




Student School (% Students| State% | District % | School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
All Students|2008-09 100% 79.6% 69.1% 69.1% 27.3% 41.8% 12.7% 18.2%
All Students|2009-10 100% 82% 60.7% 60.7% 14.3% 46.4% 19.6% 19.6%
Female 2008-09 100% 82.8% 73.1% 73.1% 30.8% 42.3% 15.4% 11.5%
Female 2009-10 100% 84.5% 60.9% 60.9% 21.7% 39.1% 30.4% 8.7%
Male 2008-09 100% 76.5% 65.5% 65.5% 24.1% 41.4% 10.3% 24.1%
Male 2009-10 100% 79.6% 60.6% 60.6% 9.1% 51.5% 12.1% 27.3%
Black or 2008-09 100% 61.6% 69.1% 69.1% 27.3% 41.8% 12.7% 18.2%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 64.4% 60.7% 60.7% 14.3% 46.4% 19.6% 19.6%
African
American
Students  |2008-09 100% 42.7% 9.1% 9.1% 0% 9.1% 18.2% 72.7%
with
Disabilities
Students 2009-10 <10 48% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economicaly2008-09 100% 68.3% 68.3% 68.3% 24.4% 43.9% 14.6% 17.1%
Disadvantaggd
Economicaly2009-10 100% 72.4% 59.2% 59.2% 14.3% 44.9% 18.4% 22.4%
Disadvantag
Grade: 08
All Students|2008-09 100% 75.5% 61% 61% 11.9% 49.2% 27.1% 11.9%
All Students|2009-10 100% 83.4% 80.9% 80.9% 25.5% 55.3% 10.6% 8.5%
Female 2008-09 100% 78.6% 54.8% 54.8% 19.4% 35.5% 25.8% 19.4%




Student School |% Students| State% | District % [ School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
Female 2009-10 100% 87.5% 80% 80% 28% 52% 8% 12%
Male 2008-09 100% 72.6% 67.9% 67.9% 3.6% 64.3% 28.6% 3.6%
Male 2009-10 100% 79.4% 81.8% 81.8% 22.7% 59.1% 13.6% 4.5%
Black or 2008-09 100% 56.5% 61% 61% 11.9% 49.2% 27.1% 11.9%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 70.9% 80.9% 80.9% 25.5% 55.3% 10.6% 8.5%
African
American
Students 2008-09 <10 35.1% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Students  |2009-10 <10 48.6% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economical1y2008-09 100% 62.7% 57.9% 57.9% 5.3% 52.6% 28.9% 13.2%
Disadvantaged
Economicaly2009-10 100% 75% 81.6% 81.6% 28.9% 52.6% 7.9% 10.5%
Disadvantag
Mathematics
Grade: 03
All Students|2008-09 100% 91.3% 56.1% 56.1% 26.8% 29.3% 39% 4.9%
All Students|2009-10 100% 94.8% 88.6% 88.6% 5.7% 82.9% 11.4% 0%
Female 2008-09 100% 90.9% 63.2% 63.2% 42.1% 21.1% 36.8% 0%




Student School (% Students| State% | District % | School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
Female 2009-10 100% 94.8% 84.6% 84.6% 7.7% 76.9% 15.4% 0%
Male 2008-09 100% 91.6% 50% 50% 13.6% 36.4% 40.9% 9.1%
Male 2009-10 100% 94.8% 90.9% 90.9% 4.5% 86.4% 9.1% 0%
Black or 2008-09 100% 78.9% 56.1% 56.1% 26.8% 29.3% 39% 4.9%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 87.7% 88.6% 88.6% 5.7% 82.9% 11.4% 0%
African
American
Students 2008-09 <10 79.7% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economicaly2008-09 100% 85.7% 50% 50% 26.7% 23.3% 43.3% 6.7%
Disadvantaggd
Economicaly2009-10 100% 91.9% 87.9% 87.9% 6.1% 81.8% 12.1% 0%
Disadvantag
Grade: 04
All Students|2008-09 100% 87.9% 68.8% 68.8% 12.5% 56.3% 28.1% 3.1%
All Students|2009-10 100% 92.3% 74.4% 74.4% 16.3% 58.1% 25.6% 0%
Female 2008-09 100% 87.9% 73.7% 73.7% 10.5% 63.2% 26.3% 0%
Female 2009-10 100% 92.9% 66.7% 66.7% 11.1% 55.6% 33.3% 0%
Male 2008-09 100% 87.8% 61.5% 61.5% 15.4% 46.2% 30.8% 7.7%
Male 2009-10 100% 91.6% 80% 80% 20% 60% 20% 0%
Black or 2008-09 100% 73.8% 68.8% 68.8% 12.5% 56.3% 28.1% 3.1%
African
American




Student School (% Students| State% | District % | School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
Black or 2009-10 100% 82.3% 74.4% 74.4% 16.3% 58.1% 25.6% 0%
African
American
Students 2009-10 <10 80% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economical1y2008-09 100% 80.4% 66.7% 66.7% 4.2% 62.5% 29.2% 4.2%
Disadvantaggd
Economicaly2009-10 100% 87.8% 75% 75% 19.4% 55.6% 25% 0%
Disadvantag
Grade: 05
All Students|2008-09 100% 76.8% 43.2% 43.2% 2.7% 40.5% 37.8% 18.9%
All Students|2009-10 100% 79.5% 57.8% 57.8% 17.8% 40% 35.6% 6.7%
Female 2008-09 100% 75.8% 30% 30% 0% 30% 50% 20%
Female 2009-10 100% 79.6% 65.4% 65.4% 15.4% 50% 26.9% 7.7%
Male 2008-09 100% 77.8% 48.1% 48.1% 3.7% 44.4% 33.3% 18.5%
Male 2009-10 100% 79.4% 47.4% 47.4% 21.1% 26.3% 47.4% 5.3%
Black or 2008-09 100% 55.2% 43.2% 43.2% 2.7% 40.5% 37.8% 18.9%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 62.5% 57.8% 57.8% 17.8% 40% 35.6% 6.7%
African
American
Students 2008-09 <10 46.9% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities




Student School |% Students| State% | District % [ School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
Students 2009-10 <10 52.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economical[y2008-09 100% 64.4% 37.9% 37.9% 3.4% 34.5% 41.4% 20.7%
Disadvantaged
Economical1y2009-10 100% 69.8% 51.4% 51.4% 14.3% 37.1% 40% 8.6%
Disadvantag
Grade: 06
All Students|2008-09 100% 79.9% 60.7% 60.7% 17.9% 42.9% 30.4% 8.9%
All Students|2009-10 100% 82% 55.1% 55.1% 12.2% 42.9% 34.7% 10.2%
Female 2008-09 100% 80.9% 77.3% 77.3% 31.8% 45.5% 18.2% 4.5%
Female 2009-10 100% 83% 66.7% 66.7% 0% 66.7% 33.3% 0%
Male 2008-09 100% 78.9% 50% 50% 8.8% 41.2% 38.2% 11.8%
Mae 2009-10 100% 81.1% 50% 50% 17.6% 32.4% 35.3% 14.7%
Black or 2008-09 100% 61.2% 60.7% 60.7% 17.9% 42.9% 30.4% 8.9%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 62.3% 55.1% 55.1% 12.2% 42.9% 34.7% 10.2%
African
American
Students 2008-09 <10 45.5% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Students 2009-10 <10 52.3% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities




Student School |% Students| State% | District % [ School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
Economicaly2008-09 100% 69% 47.6% 47.6% 16.7% 31% 40.5% 11.9%
Disadvantaggd
Economicaly2009-10 100% 72.5% 55.3% 55.3% 13.2% 42.1% 36.8% 7.9%
Disadvantag
Grade: 07
All Students|2008-09 100% 82.6% 67.3% 67.3% 23.6% 43.6% 25.5% 7.3%
All Students|2009-10 100% 82.2% 49.1% 49.1% 18.2% 30.9% 41.8% 9.1%
Female 2008-09 100% 84.2% 80.8% 80.8% 30.8% 50% 11.5% 7.7%
Female 2009-10 100% 82.6% 47.8% 47.8% 26.1% 21.7% 43.5% 8.7%
Male 2008-09 100% 81.1% 55.2% 55.2% 17.2% 37.9% 37.9% 6.9%
Mae 2009-10 100% 81.7% 50% 50% 12.5% 37.5% 40.6% 9.4%
Black or 2008-09 100% 63.4% 67.3% 67.3% 23.6% 43.6% 25.5% 7.3%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 62.6% 49.1% 49.1% 18.2% 30.9% 41.8% 9.1%
African
American
Students  [2008-09 100% 45.7% 9.1% 9.1% 0% 9.1% 54.5% 36.4%
with
Disabilities
Students ~ [2009-10 <10 51.2% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economicaly2008-09 100% 71.9% 65.9% 65.9% 22% 43.9% 29.3% 4.9%
Disadvantaged
Economically2009-10 100% 72.4% 49% 49% 16.3% 32.7% 42.9% 8.2%




Student School (% Students| State% | District % | School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
Disadvantaggd
Grade: 08
All Students|2008-09 98.3% 74.5% 37.9% 37.9% 3.4% 34.5% 37.9% 24.1%
All Students|2009-10 100% 70.3% 42.6% 42.6% 21.3% 21.3% 42.6% 14.9%
Female 2008-09 100% 74.3% 29% 29% 6.5% 22.6% 41.9% 29%
Female 2009-10 100% 70.6% 32% 32% 16% 16% 52% 16%
Mae 2008-09 96.4% 74.8% 48.1% 48.1% 0% 48.1% 33.3% 18.5%
Male 2009-10 100% 70% 54.5% 54.5% 27.3% 27.3% 31.8% 13.6%
Black or 2008-09 98.3% 51.6% 37.9% 37.9% 3.4% 34.5% 37.9% 24.1%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 44.7% 42.6% 42.6% 21.3% 21.3% 42.6% 14.9%
African
American
Students  |2008-09 <10 38.6% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Students 2009-10 <10 31.6% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economicaly2008-09 97.4% 61.6% 35.1% 35.1% 2.7% 32.4% 40.5% 24.3%
Disadvantaggd
Economicaly2009-10 100% 56.3% 44.7% 44.7% 21.1% 23.7% 36.8% 18.4%
Disadvantag

Science




Student School (% Students| State% | District % | School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
Grade: 05
All Students|2008-09 100% 83.1% 45.9% 45.9% 8.1% 37.8% 32.4% 21.6%
All Students|2009-10 100% 81% 53.3% 53.3% 4.4% 48.9% 33.3% 13.3%
Female 2008-09 100% 83.3% 60% 60% 10% 50% 40% 0%
Female 2009-10 100% 81.1% 69.2% 69.2% 3.8% 65.4% 19.2% 11.5%
Male 2008-09 100% 82.9% 40.7% 40.7% 7.4% 33.3% 29.6% 29.6%
Male 2009-10 100% 80.8% 31.6% 31.6% 5.3% 26.3% 52.6% 15.8%
Black or 2008-09 100% 61.8% 45.9% 45.9% 8.1% 37.8% 32.4% 21.6%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 59.6% 53.3% 53.3% 4.4% 48.9% 33.3% 13.3%
African
American
Students 2008-09 <10 63.6% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Students  |2009-10 <10 60.7% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economicaly2008-09 100% 72.3% 44.8% 44.8% 10.3% 34.5% 31% 24.1%
Disadvantagégd
Economicaly2009-10 100% 70.6% 48.6% 48.6% 2.9% 45.7% 34.3% 17.1%
Disadvantag

Grade: 08




Student School |% Students| State% | District % [ School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient [ (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Level 4)
All Students|2008-09 100% 76.3% 41.4% 41.4% 3.4% 37.9% 39.7% 19%
All Students|2009-10 100% 75.9% 48.9% 48.9% 2.1% 46.8% 34% 17%
Female 2008-09 100% 77.2% 46.7% 46.7% 0% 46.7% 40% 13.3%
Female 2009-10 100% 7% 44% 44% 0% 44% 36% 20%
Male 2008-09 100% 75.4% 35.7% 35.7% 7.1% 28.6% 39.3% 25%
Male 2009-10 100% 74.9% 54.5% 54.5% 4.5% 50% 31.8% 13.6%
Black or 2008-09 100% 50.5% 41.4% 41.4% 3.4% 37.9% 39.7% 19%
African
American
Black or 2009-10 100% 50% 48.9% 48.9% 2.1% 46.8% 34% 17%
African
American
Students  |2008-09 <10 42.5% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Students 2009-10 <10 42.3% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
with
Disabilities
Economicaly2008-09 100% 61.9% 43.2% 43.2% 2.7% 40.5% 35.1% 21.6%
Disadvantaggd
Economicaly2009-10 100% 63.1% 50% 50% 2.6% 47.4% 31.6% 18.4%
Disadvantag

Michigan Merit Examination (MME)




Student School (% Students| State% | District % | School % % % % Partially] % Not
Group Y ear Tested Students | Students | Students | Advanced | Proficient | Proficient | Proficient
Proficient | Proficient | Proficient | (Level 1) | (Level 2) | (Level 3) | (Leve 4)
No records to display.
M-Access
Functional Independence
Student | School Year | % Students | State% District % | School % |% Surpassed| % Attained |% Emerging
Group Tested Students Students Students (Level 1) (Level 2) (Leve 3)
Proficient Proficient Proficient
English Language Arts
Grade: 04
All Students [2009-10 <10 75.2% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Female 2009-10 <10 74.6% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Black or 2009-10 <10 69.4% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
African
American




Student | School Year | % Students| State % District % | School % |% Surpassed| % Attained |% Emerging
Group Tested Students Students Students (Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3)
Proficient Proficient Proficient

Mathematics
Grade: 04
All Students [2009-10 <10 85% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Female 2009-10 <10 83.4% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Black or 2009-10 <10 76.2% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
African
American
Supported I ndependence
Student | School Year | % Students| State % District % | School % |% Surpassed| % Attained |% Emerging
Group Tested Students Students Students (Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3)
Proficient Proficient Proficient
No records to display.

Participation




Student | School Year | % Students| State % District % | School % |% Surpassed| % Attained |% Emerging
Group Tested Students Students Students (Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3)
Proficient Proficient Proficient
No records to display.
M EAP-Access
Student | School Year | % Students| State % District % School % % Levell | % Level2 | % Level 3
Group Tested Students Students Students
Proficient Proficient Proficient
Reading
Grade: 03
All Students [2009-10 <10 31.3% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Female 2009-10 <10 31.5% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Black or 2009-10 <10 29.9% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
African
American
Economically [2009-10 <10 30.4% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Disadvantageq

Grade: 07




Student | School Year | % Students| State% District % School % % Levell | % Level2 | % Level 3
Group Tested Students Students Students
Proficient Proficient Proficient

All Students [2009-10 <10 52.1% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Male 2009-10 <10 49.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Black or 2009-10 <10 41.1% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
African
American
Economically |2009-10 <10 48.7% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Disadvantageq
Mathematics
Grade: 03
All Students [2009-10 <10 60.1% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Female 2009-10 <10 55.5% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Black or 2009-10 <10 54.5% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
African
American
Economically |2009-10 <10 60.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Disadvantageq
Grade: 07
All Students [2009-10 <10 47.2% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Male 2009-10 <10 49.6% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Black or 2009-10 <10 38.2% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10

African




Disadvantageq

Student School Year | % Students State % District % School % % Level1 | % Level2 | % Leve 3
Group Tested Students Students Students
Proficient Proficient Proficient
American
Economically |2009-10 <10 46.1% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10

2009-10 School-L evel Accountability (AY P) Detail Reporting
for Oakland Schools, Academy of Lathrup Village, Academy

of Lathrup Village

Subj ect | % Tested (Goal 95%) % Proficient for AYP*
All Students
State
English Language Arts/ Reading 99.1% 93.9%
Mathematics 98.9% 93.7%
District
English Language Arts/ Reading| 98.9% 84%




Subject

% Tested (Goal 95%)

% Proficient for AYP*

Mathematics 98.9% 91.8%
School
English Language Arts/ Reading 98.9% 84%
Mathematics 98.9% 91.8%
Black or African American
State
English Language Arts/ Reading 97.7% 88.4%
Mathematics 97.4% 88%
District
English Language Arts/ Reading 98.9% 83.9%
Mathematics 98.9% 91.7%
School
English Language Arts/ Reading 98.9% 83.9%
Mathematics 98.9% 91.7%

American Indian or Alaska Native

State




Subject

% Tested (Goal 95%)

% Proficient for AYP*

English Language Arts/ Reading 99.2% 93.2%
Mathematics 99% 92.4%
Asian, Native Hawaiian, or Pacific Islander
State
English Language Arts/ Reading 99.5% 96.8%
Mathematics 99.6% 97.5%
Hispanic or Latino
State
English Language Arts/ Reading 99.3% 91.3%
Mathematics 98.9% 92.4%
District
English Language Arts/ Reading N/A N/A
Mathematics N/A N/A
School
English Language Arts/ Reading N/A N/A
Mathematics N/A N/A

White




Subj ect |

% Tested (Goal 95%)

% Proficient for AYP*

State
English Language Arts/ Reading 99.4% 95.3%
Mathematics 99.3% 95.1%
Multiracial
State
English Language Arts/ Reading 102.4% 93.5%
Mathematics 102.3% 94.3%
Limited English Proficient
State
English Language Arts/ Reading 123.6% 86.9%
Mathematics 126.3% 92.3%
District
English Language Arts/ Reading N/A N/A
Mathematics N/A N/A
School
English Language Arts/ Reading| N/A N/A




Subject

% Tested (Goal 95%)

% Proficient for AYP*

Mathematics N/A N/A
Students with Disabilities
State
English Language Arts/ Reading 102.6% 73.1%
Mathematics 102.2% 76.5%
District
English Language Arts/ Reading <30 <30
Mathematics <30 <30
School
English Language Arts/ Reading <30 <30
Mathematics <30 <30
Economically Disadvantaged
State
English Language Arts/ Reading 102.6% 90.6%
Mathematics 102.5% 91.1%

District




Subject

% Tested (Goal 95%)

% Proficient for AYP*

English Language Arts/ Reading 99.1% 83.3%
Mathematics 99.1% 91%
School
English Language Arts/ Reading 99.1% 83.3%
Mathematics 99.1% 91%

Note: 467 Recently arrived LEP students took part in the State’ s ELPA instead of the MEAP/MME/MI-Access.
* AYP Targets (Annual Measurable Objectives)

Graduation Rate (High Schools only)
(Goal 80%)

All Students
State
75.39%
Black or African American
State
56.59%

American Indian or Alaska Native

State



../../AdequateYearlyProgress/AnnualMeasurableObjectives.aspx
../../AdequateYearlyProgress/AnnualMeasurableObjectives.aspx
../../AdequateYearlyProgress/AnnualMeasurableObjectives.aspx
../../AdequateYearlyProgress/AnnualMeasurableObjectives.aspx
../../AdequateYearlyProgress/AnnualMeasurableObjectives.aspx
../../AdequateYearlyProgress/AnnualMeasurableObjectives.aspx

Graduation Rate (High Schools only)
(Goal 80%)

65%

Asian, Native Hawaiian, or Pacific Idander
State

84.47%
Hispanic or Latino
State

59.94%
White
State

81.85%
Multiracid
State

71.12%




Graduation Rate (High Schools only)
(Goal 80%)

Limited English Proficient

State

65.51%
Students with Disabilities
State

57.61%
Economically Disadvantaged
State

59.8%

Attendance Rate
(Goal 90%)

All Students
State

94.7%




Attendance Rate
(Goal 90%)

District

90.8%
School

90.8%
Black or African American
State

91%

District

90.8%
School

90.8%

American Indian or Alaska Native

State

93.7%




Attendance Rate
(Goal 90%)

Asian, Native Hawaiian, or Pacific | slander

State

96.5%
Hispanic or Latino
State

94.1%
White
State

95.7%
Multiracia
State

94.8%

Limited English Proficient




Attendance Rate
(Goal 90%)

State

94.6%
Students with Disabilities
State

93.5%
District

89.9%
School

89.9%
Economically Disadvantaged
State

94.8%
District

90.7%




Attendance Rate
(Goal 90%)

School

90.7%

* All data based on students enrolled for afull academic year.
** Moreinformation regarding AY P can be found at the following link:
http://www.michigan.gov/mde/0,1607,7-140-22709_22875---,00.html

Michigan Annual AYP Objectives

Michigan Annual AYP Objectivesfor Reading/EL A

School Y ear Grade3 Grade4 Gradeb Grade 6 Grade7 Grade8 Grade 1l
2001-02 38% 31% 42%
2002-03 38% 31% 42%
2003-04 38% 31% 42%
2004-05 48% 43% 52%
2005-06 50% 48% 46% 45% 43% 41% 52%
2006-07 50% 48% 46% 45% 43% 41% 52%
2007-08 60% 59% 57% 56% 54% 53% 61%
2008-09 60% 59% 57% 56% 54% 53% 61%
2009-10 70% 69% 68% 67% 66% 65% 71%
2010-11 78% 7% 76% 75% 74% 73% 79%
2011-12 86% 85% 84% 83% 82% 82% 86%
2012-13 93% 92% 92% 91% 91% 91% 93%



http://www.michigan.gov/mde/0,1607,7-140-22709_22875---,00.html

School Year

Grade3

Grade4

Grade5

Grade6

Grade?7

Grade8

Grade 11

2013-14

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

Michigan Annual AYP Objectivesfor Mathematics

School Y ear

Grade3

Grade4

Grade5

Gradeb6

Grade?7

Grade8

Grade 11

2001-02

47%

31%

33%

2002-03

47%

31%

33%

2003-04

47%

31%

33%

2004-05

56%

43%

44%

2005-06

59%

56%

53%

50%

46%

43%

44%

2006-07

59%

56%

53%

50%

46%

43%

44%

2007-08

67%

65%

62%

60%

S57%

54%

55%

2008-09

67%

65%

62%

60%

S57%

54%

55%

2009-10

67%

65%

62%

60%

S57%

54%

55%

2010-11

75%

74%

71%

70%

67%

66%

67%

2011-12

83%

82%

81%

80%

78%

77%

78%

2012-13

91%

91%

90%

90%

89%

89%

89%

2013-14

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

2009-10 School-L evel Accountability (AY P) Status Reporting
for Oakland Schools, Academy of Lathrup Village, Academy
of Lathrup Village




School AYP Status

Title 1 Status AYP AYP AYP Overall Education Yes School Yearsin
ELA/Reading Mathematics Status Report Card I mprovement I mprovement
Status Status Grade Status
Yes Met Met Met C N/A 0

December, 2009 School-L evel Teacher Quality Reporting for
Oakland Schools, Academy of Lathrup Village, Academy of
Lathrup Village

Other B.A. M.A. Ph.D

Professional 0 18 7 0
Quadiifications of All
Public Elementary and
Secondary School

Teachers in the School

Professional Qualifications are defined by the State and may 1nclude information such as the degrees of public school teachers (e.g.,
percentage of teachers with Bachelors Degrees or Masters Degrees) or the percentage of fully certified teachers

Percentage of Public Elementary and Secondary School Teachers (0%
in the School with Emergency Certification

School Aggregate

Percentage of Core Academic Subject Elementary and Secondary (0%

School Classes not Taught by Highly Qualified Teachers




Michigan Report Card for the National Assessment of
Educational Progress

NAEP 2009 Grade 4 M athematics Results

Reporting Group | Percent of Students|Percent below Basic| Percent Basic Percent Proficient | Percent Advanced
All Students 100 22 43 30 5
Male 50 22 41 30 7
Female 50 22 45 29 4
National Lunch
Dogam Bliglity 143 36 47 16 1

gio'e. 56 11 40 40 9
Not Eligible ¥ ¥ N f ¥
Info not available
Race Ethnicity
White 71 14 43 37 6
Black 20 52 39 9 0
Hispanic 5 29 51 19 1
Asian Amer/Pacif 14l |3 13 32 36 19
American Indian 1 T T T T
Unclassified 1 T T T T
Student classified as
gaDw ng adisability 12 42 39 17 >
Not SD 88 19 44 31 6
Student is an English
Language Learner |3 48 40 11 1
ELL 97 21 43 31 5




Reporting Group

Per cent of Students

Per cent below Basic

Percent Basic

Per cent Proficient

Per cent Advanced

Not ELL

T Reporting Standards not met. Note: Observed differences are not necessarily statistically significant. Detail may not sum to total
because of rounding. SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. Institute for Education Sciences. National Center for Education
Statistics. National Assessment Program (NAEP) 2009 Mathematics Achievement.

NAEP 2009 Grade 8 M athematics Results

Reporting Group | Percent of Students|Percent below Basic| Percent Basic Percent Proficient | Percent Advanced
All Students 100 32 37 24 7
Male 51 31 37 24 8
Female 49 33 38 24 5
National Lunch
Program Eligility. 55 50 37 12 1

gioie. 62 21 38 31 10
Not Eligible ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
Info not available
Race Ethnicity
White 74 23 40 29 8
Black 18 68 27 4 1
Hispanic 4 38 45 15 2
Asian Amer/Pacif Il |2 11 30 31 28
American Indian 1 T T + s
Unclassified T T T + T
Student classified as
ggw ng adisability 10 75 22 > 1
Not SD 90 27 39 27 7
Student is an English
Language Learner |2 58 32 10 0
ELL 98 32 37 24 7




Reporting Group

Per cent of Students

Per cent below Basic

Percent Basic

Per cent Proficient

Per cent Advanced

Not ELL

T Reporting Standards not met. NOTE: Detall may not sum to totals because of rounding. Some apparent differences between
estimates may not be statistically significant. SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. Institute for Education Sciences. National
Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment Program (NAEP) 2009 Mathematics Achievement.

NAEP 2009 Grade 4 Reading Results

Reporting Group | Percent of Students|Percent below Basic| Percent Basic Percent Proficient | Percent Advanced
All Students 100 36 34 23 6
Male 50 39 35 21 5
Female 50 32 34 26 8
National Lunch
Prooram Ellgity g 52 3 13 2

gioie. 57 24 36 31 10
Not Eligible 4 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
Info not available
Race Ethnicity
White 71 28 36 28 8
Black 19 65 26 7 1
Hispanic 5 49 34 15 2
Asian Amer/Pacif 14 |3 21 37 25 17
American Indian 1 T T + s
Unclassified 1 T T T T
Student classified as
gg/mg adisability 10 66 24 3 3
Not SD 90 32 36 25 7
Student is an English
Language Learner |3 65 26 9 1
ELL 97 35 35 24 7




Reporting Group

Per cent of Students

Per cent below Basic

Percent Basic

Per cent Proficient

Per cent Advanced

Not ELL

# Rounds to zero

T Reporting Standards not met. NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Some apparent differences between
estimates may not be statistically significant. SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National
Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2009 Reading A ssessment.

NAEP 2009 Grade 8 Reading Results

Reporting Group | Percent of Students|Percent below Basic| Percent Basic Percent Proficient | Percent Advanced
All Students 100 28 41 28 3
Mae 51 33 42 23 2
Female 49 23 41 32 4
National Lunch
e “ 4 ;g :
Not Eligi bIe_ ¥ ¥ N ¥ N
Info not available
Race Ethnicity
White 74 21 32 32 3
Black 18 54 37 9 #
Hispanic 4 40 34 24 2
Asian Amer/Pacif 14 (2 T T T T
American Indian 1 T T + s
Unclassified 1 T T T T
Student classified as
gg/mg adisability 9 73 29 4 "
Not SD a1 23 43 30 3
Student is an English
Language Learner |2 60 33 8 #




Reporting Group

Per cent of Students

Per cent below Basic

Percent Basic

Per cent Proficient

Per cent Advanced

ELL
Not ELL

98

27

42

28

3

# Rounds to zero

T Reporting Standards not met. NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Some apparent differences between
estimates may not be statistically significant. SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National
Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2009 Reading A ssessment.

Grade Subject Participation Standard Participation Standard Participation Standard
Rate for Error Ratefor |IEP Error Rate for Error
Studentswith Students Limited
Disabilities English
Proficient
Students
4 Math 82.08 2.771 81.98 2.786 91.89 3.063
Reading 72.05 2.592 72.01 2.63 81.16 3.53
8 Math 76.39 2.561 76.21 2.578 93.13 412
Reading 70.72 3.239 70.46 3.298 85.15 4.505




