Ludlow-Taylor Elementary School
October LSAT Meeting

10.20.25




» September LSAT Follow-up: Special Education Services
» Missing SWD hours from SY ’24-’25
» Lack of Speech Therapist (SLP) at L-T for SY ’25-’26

» Data Analysis

» DC CAPE scores (3rd-5th EOY 24-’25)
Agenda » Discussion: Lessons learned re: interventions?
» iReady & DIBELS data (K+ BOY 25-’26)
>

Discussion: How do these line up w/ our CSP goals? Did we
pick the correct goals?

» Discussion: How can we better engage families in
supporting the growth of students on these metrics?

» Any Other Business / Questions from Non-LSAT Members
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Special Education
Services @ L-T



Missing SWD Services from SY ’24-’25: Background

» LAST YEAR:

» During last year’s April & May LSAT meetings, Principal Miller reported: (1) The new SWD
teacher was sending out a weekly services tracker to the families of students with missin
IEP service hours. (2) The expectation is that L-T will be able to make up all missing IEP
hours by the end of the year except for ~2 students.

» September LSAT Meeting:

» Principal Miller reported that last year 14 students were missing hours as a result of the
early-year SWD gap affecting then-3 & 5t graders; of those, 1 student still missing hours.
PM does not know if Ms. Ward has communicated with that family yet.

» 2 families in the meeting reported that their student was still missing hours. Principal Miller
promised to follow up with Ms. Ward & we invited her to attend this meeting.




SWD Services from SY ’24-’25: Where Are We Now?

» Updates:

» On 10/8, Principal Miller reported that: “I learned that not all of [one child’s] hours were
made up last year. Ms. Ward has the documentation tracking the remaining hours. When |
spoke with the central office staff, they confirmed that we have up to one year to complete
the missed services plan. With this in mind, Ms. Ward is developing a plan to ensure the
remaining hours are completed as soon as possible this year.”

» On 10/19, Principal Miller advised that: “[A]ll students from last year have had hours made
up. This was done through a combination of: targeted support last year along side the
regular hours, and the addition of any remaining hours this year to case manager's
schedules.”

» Questions for Principal Miller:

» Have all 14 students’ families been informed - either this year or last year, as appropriate -
that their students’ ’24-’25 hours have been made up? What would families normally receive
by way of documentation?

» Have any families expressed lingering concerns regarding those made-up hours?
» If families do have concerns, who are the appropriate POCs/what recourse is there?

» Any lessons learned for future hours shortages?




Missing SLP Services for SY ’25-’26: Background

» September LSAT Meeting:

>

» L-T has 52 students who receive SLP services via IEP.
» DCPS sent an SLP for 1 day so far this year only to service ECE students. That’s it.

» Due to the specialized nature of these services, there is no expectation that classroom

» Updates from Principal Miller:

>
>
>

SLPs are centrally assigned by DCPS and L-T does not currently have one. There are national
and local shortages of SLPs.

teachers can be providing sufficient support.

Tracking of speech hours is being done by Central office this year.
They are still in the hiring process for SLPs, but no luck yet.

We have asked to share SLPs with schools that have more than 1. That request has been
denied so far.

We have reached out to the Director of special education, the SLP manager, and continue to
speak with our compliance manager. We have not let this go for our students.



Missing SLP Services for SY ’25-’26: Discussion

» Tracking & Communication of Missing Hours

» If Central Office is tracking hours, are they reporting that information to L-T?

» How can we make sure that families are kept informed about how many hours their students
are missing?

» Plan to Make up Missing Hours
» Approximately how many hours per week of services do our 52 students receive?

» What is a reasonable number of hours of services that an SLP can be expected to provide
each week?

» At what point would it become impossible for an SLP to make up hours?

» Who would develop an alternate plan for missing hours and how would families be informed
about it?

» Is there any record of how many L-T SLP hours were missed and never made up during SY ‘23-
’24 when our SLP was on maternity leave?

» Should the LSAT coordinate lobbying DCPS on behalf of L-T families?
» Hiring an SLP? Sharing an SLP (per Principal Miller’s request)?
» Considering part-time/flexible options?

» Paying for private providers?




Data Analysis:

L-T’s test scores
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Data Analysis: DC CAPE Overall (EOY ’24-’25)

Performance Level @1 ®2 3 @4 @5 CAPE

Subject |ELA | Math
-~
CAPE - ELA 10.9% 9.8% 14.4%

CAPE - Math

4 63 63
5 43 42
Total 174 173
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Data Analysis: DC CAPE By Grade
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DC CAPE @ L-T: Performance in Context
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DC CAPE: Historical Trends

Performance Level Distribution Across School Years
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DC CAPE: Year-on-Year Growth
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DC CAPE Subgroups: Special Education
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DC CAPE Subgroups: Economic Disadvantage
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DC CAPE ELA Subgroups: Race & Ethnicity

NG

Endglech Language Arts (Read For Black or Affican Amenican S A4+ [Maat
Select & school or multiple schools using CTRL-+Click ko highlight in the charts below: Ludlow Taylor E5 o More schodl fiters: =
ward{22b_ SchoalType 2024 &b Risk
School Diff from  Proficiency  wétrs’ 2025 Pescent of Studsi
Prior ¥ Rea v B v A w
Weah ¥u ¥ing R WE . 6 62 a &0 59 &
EL Haynes - ES 35V 170 a1 i S,
DT Prep - Edgewood ES EER 4 04 5E%
KIPP DC - Insgire 38 133 7% - llll
Seaton ES “: W 44 5%
Ludlow Taylar ES 4T W ME D% Eiﬂiﬂ__fﬂ_;ﬂﬂ_i;t‘ag -
Friendchip - Blow-Plerce 5 4.9 W 80 SEEsE g EzEEE e R ERGE G
Miner £5 51" 2 B1% gggﬁq“ k?fig él-:l_EEE
Feiendship - Woodridge ES SEW 24 5% L L 2 H - ; = 3
Sela L5 W ME 4% 2 g I -
Rocketship - Legacy 2'F 68 6%% - = __lé
Marie Reed ES £3 W w4 % .
e — N S

2025 Percent of Students Mesting or Excesding Expectations for
Selective College Raadinass in ELA for Black/african American vs,
School % A-rigk Testad

100

Praliciency
w
=1

o
0%

r-squane: 4F%

Selected School(s)
@ 5tste Avg

*Data may have been sacondanly suppresss
100%  yrhen the number of proficient students was

Luidbow-Taylor ES: 2025 Percent of Students Mesting or Exoesding Expectations for Selective
Callage Readiness in BLA for Bladk/African Amenican by testad grade compared to DC

k-

Select & school or multiple scheols using CTRL+Click to highlight in the charts below:

Grade 4

NI

English 1

NMG | English

Language Arts (R

Saliect 1 school or multiphe schooks using CTRL+Click bo highlight in the charts bakows:

School Diff from  Proficency it
Brior ¥r

OGS ES L
LaFayatta EC 0.1 - B 2% .
Wash Lakin - Cooper 0.6 = B3 19%

EW Stokes 0.6 = e e
Ludlow-Tayhor €5 1.0 = 57 %

Watkins 5 15 W Ba

DC Bilingusl 16 W BT 2%

Wan Mes= ES ETS o e

Maury ES 22 ;e 1%

Murch E5 24w Be i

Wash YU Ying 45 W 58 1% I
Yannay ES 48 W Bz s

[ . - o arne

ward {22 b._ Echool 2024 Ab-Risk
2025 Percent of Stude f=2 L
b v B Al ~
37 97 83 93 83 a5 ae EL- 85 B55tate Avg: B3

ES
Burroughs ES

Ross ES

Shaphand ES

reant 5 [ 3

Maria Read ES

Maury £5 [ ¢

Washi Latin - Coopar
Mirdn ES

sws @ Goding [

Powel | ES

Bruce-Monme
Chighwl m E5
L aw-Targlor ES
Hyde-Add som ES
Barcrafl E5
larmay ES
Lafapetle ES

2025 Pescant of Studants Mesting o Exceading Expectations for
Selective Collage Readiness in ELA for White/Caucasian vs. School

School Diff from  Profidency et
Prior ¥r

Ludlow-Taylor ES |2 A 925 2%
Haarst ES 21.7 & 467 1%
Chisholm ES 194 & @20 4%
Brent ES 19.2 & £3.2 9%
Tharmeson ES 171 A T W%
EL Haymes - 155 A 43 4%
Munda Verde - Calle Ocha 155 A 448 11%
Mann E5 185 A 8o 8%
Munda Verde - Cock 145 A X7 3%
Whittier ES 100 & 67 43%
Powall ES %6 A w7 I
Wash Yu Ying 9.5 & 524  11%
2025 Pescenit of Students Mesting or Excesding Expectations for
Selective Collepe Readiness in ELA for Hispanic/Lating vs. School

% At-risk Tested

Praoliciency

Ludﬂm Thrlar ES: 2025 Percent of Students Mesting or Excesding Expectations for Selective

“ollegs Readiness in ELA for White/'Caucsian by tested grade compared to DC

% Ab-risk Tested
e As rsquare: 03
= phyl Selected Schacl(s)
=
i s N @ Siate Aug
&
Grade 4
4+ [Mest ¥ have besn sacondanily suppressad for some tests by O55E for student groups nc- 10
rumbes of proficient students vwas 0-1 or kess than 5%.
Ludow Taylor E5 v Moescthod flters: =
Ward{Z2b.  Schoal 2024 Atk
| 2025 Percent of Studs| i L
all W B W all b
Ll L I I ?
6 67 &7 &5 2 o
||IIIHIIIII|| wEE
BOB goBOB0aBY g PO @ BE-L
£EF 3 gézggggg:ggga‘?sg
223982 32333343
: o 6 3 - Esa°
- : ; L] = -O
E| - g ¥
2 = 2

Ludbows-Taylor ES: 2025 Percent of Students Mesting o Excesding Expedtations for Selective
College Raadness in ELA for Hispanic/Labing by tested grade compared to DC

93

Selected Schocl(s)
®5tate fug

e
All

“Data may have been secondarily suppressad for some bests by DS5E for student groups ne=10
when the number of proficent students vwas 0-1 or kess than 5%.




Sedect a schoal or multiple schools using CTRL+Click ko highlight in the charts below:

DC CAPE Math Subgroups: Race & Ethnicity

Wla | Mathematics

School Diff from  Proficiency e’
Prior Yr
-
= ;
Stantan ES 4.7 & 223 59%
CW Haariz ES 4.0 4 119 ]
Boone ES 37 A 3.0 i ]
Friendship - Blow-Pierce ES 34 A 2.0 6%
Height ES. 25 & 0.3 5%
Tubman ES 2.2 A 187 61%
Ludlow Taylar ES 17 & 145 2%
Amidon-Bowen ES 1.5 & 78 7%
Seaton ES 14 0.0 5%
Cleveland ES 1.2 i 176 51%
HD Cocke ES 1.1 B3 68%
T Rivars - Yonn FS 1.0 & 75 kLY

2025 Pescent of Students Mesting or Exeeding Expectations for
Selactive Collags Readiness in Math for Blad African Srerican vs.
Schood % At-risk Tested

Proficiency

100

r-squans: 325

100%

for Black or African Amesican <

44 [Mest

Ludlew-Tayler ES ' More school filters: ==

ward22b.  Schoal 2024 At Risk

2025 Percent of Studs { L

Reac oy v o w o w
17 16 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 14 14 14 14 13 13 13 135tste Avgr 15
“ I TN T " "o el o ol Tl Tl ol ™™ ol il "
] B8 B8O ;BH8 ;B8FEE=sE 8§

- el - R o = [= o -
EfiFBIcigiigEzszidices
ET I EiE T izt Rt E LT
_-:-ﬁa_t:.-_ti;.._ygﬁnu = ]
- 5 o = E £ = £ gJ_;vE,_
= = & ] E 8 E 2 E = &
- g3 EE 3 jzs“ =

2 2z & L

L]

Ludlcws-Taylor ES: 2025 Percent of Students Mesting or Excesding Expediations for Selective

College Readiness in Math for Black/African American by tested grade companed ta DC

Selected School(s)
Grade 4
“Data may have been sacondanly suppressad for some e -~ F- =St om0 2

when the rumber of proficient students was 0-1 or less th

Select & school or multiple schools using CTRL+Click ko highliht in the charts below:

Select 3 school or multiple schools using CTRL+Click to highlight in the charts below:

NMNG | mathematics Wwhie or Caut

Ludow- Taylor ES

N ) . MSP&MdShdeﬁ: ward{22b.  SchoalType 2028 i-Risk
Prior ¥r I al v B v Al ~
Brucs-Maneos E5 68 A o 1% %393 93 83 93 W w s ouoes us se W/ B/ S/ BS BSgiate Avg: 7T
Powell ES 68 & Es 37 - -
= HE T IIImnmn
Wisthire ES 58 & B3 3%
LcBoss Fapbor £5 514 i O - - - O O - - R O
Sela 50 & S25 4% Euu:‘:uLEE_UETEE;EJ-T.GESEE
Stoddert E5 45 A gBs T 5 £ ED & Eg;uggg!:&u.—gzg—;
Eaton ES a1k B 1% £~ g ¢4 23 e TEELEY R
Jannay E5 EEFY g 5% § = - = C 5
LAME 29 i 59,1 e & E|
EW Stokes 24 & 67 %
Brerk E5 13 & B4 9
2025 Percent of Students Expeciations for LudiowTaylor ES: 2025 Pescent of Students Mesting or Excesding Expectations for Selective

Proliciency

Mesting or Excesding
Salective College Readinass in Math for WhitsCaucasian vs,

School Diff from  Proficiency "t ns'
Prior ¥r
-
T
Lewis ES 8.5 & 76 3%
Tubman ES 76 i 2.1 61%
Key E5 7.0 i 3.7 3
Lusdlow-Tavlor E5 6.5 & 92.5 %
Two Rivers - §th Sk 55 M 455 35%
Powell ES 47 & 275 I
Brightwood ES 41 & 4.6 61%
Two Rivers - Young ES 3.6 i 25.0 5%
Bruce-Monroe ES 15 A& n37 I5%
Hearst E5 33 & 53.3 1%
Whittier ES 33 A E0.0 43%
HD Cocke ES 24 & 157 8%

2025 Parcent of Studants Masting or Excesding Expactations for
Selective College Readiness in Math for Hispanic/Lating ve Schoal
% Ab-rick Tested

Proliciency

Collage Readiness in Makh for White/ Caucasian by tested grade compared o DC

School % At-nisk Tested
) B1
w B r-aquare; 1%
SO selscted Schocls)
g e ® - 9 State fug

Grada 4

ondarily suppressad for some tests by OSSE for student groups ne 10
tent students was 0-1 or less than 5%.

For Hispani

Ludlow-Taylor ES v

wiard {22 k..

2025 Percent of Stude: {

l LY v B v o w
a3

7 M4 0M
&7 B2 60 58 56 53 £3 50 = 47

“Illllllllllliififi?-

L]
1
Ll
Maury ES - #

R BEBYG§EED
5 t:zs#igéE‘E.gE;agt_z
EERE LR LEEERE N ERS S
: C 6 Fa*®: Lo
b = -
3 = L

e 4

Ludiow-Taylor ES: 2025 Percent of Students Masting or Exceading Expeciations for Selective
College Readiness in Math for Hspanic/Lating by tested grade compared to DC

&3

Selected Schocl(s)
@ State Pug =

All

“Data may have bean secondarily suppressad for some tests by OS5 for student groups ne- 10
when the number of proficient students was 0-1 or less than 5%.



» What lessons can we learn from this data with respect
to previous interventions?

» Principal Miller: What were new interventions/areas of

Data AnalyS]S: focus last year?
. . » Principal Miller: How does your team view the data? Are
D]SCUSS]On there any changes in approach that have already resulted

from your analysis?

» LSAT: Other concerns? Suggestions? Areas of focus?




Data Analysis: DIBELS (K-2) Historical Comparison

DIBELS Compare View




Data Analysis: DIBELS Historical Comparison

K 1st




Data Analysis: iReady (2-5) ELA Historical Comparison

i-Ready Reading Compare View




Data Analysis: iReady ELA Historical Comparison
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Data Analysis: iReady (K-5) Math Historical Comparison

i-Ready Math Compare View




Data Analysis: iReady Math Historical Comparison

i-Ready Math Compare View
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Data Analysis: iReady Math Historical C
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» How are we doing with respect to our CSP goals?
» DIBELS EOY Targets

_IE--

CSP EOY goal 90

EQY ’23-'24* 95 90
BOY ’24-’25 78 84 81
Data AnalYS]S- ‘ » ELA iReady EQOY Targets

C5P Goals _m----

CSPEOY goal 80
EOY ’23-'24* 69 80 67

BOY ’24-’25** 65 62 71 51

‘ » Math iReady EQY Targets
II------
CSP EOY goal 80

EQY ’23-’24* 90 78 72 74 52

BOY ’24-°25** 51 42 49 39 53 33




» How can we better engage families in supporting
the growth of students on these metrics?

» Better explain/contextualize current results?

» Link up with resources (digital, external, MwF)?
» What asks of parents/families are reasonable?
» Very noticeable summer slide - how to combat?

Data Analysis:

Discussion » How can we better support the growth of students
on these metrics during school?

» Small groups for extra support?

» Small groups for differentiation?

» Differentiated homework?




Any Other Business
& Questions



Good night.
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