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. Gain stronger understanding of available

ACCESS Reports and their various features.

. Become familiar with existing district-facing

data portals for ELE program implementation.

. Build capacity and stronger advocacy for effective
EL Instruction and intentional programming.

. Create opportunities for equity pauses and
reflections.



ACCESS reports now available in WIDA AMS include:

District Frequency Distribution Reports — Number of students and percentage of total tested at
each proficiency level for each language domain, and four composite proficiency levels, for grades within
the district.

School Frequency Distribution Reports — Number of students and percentage of total tested at
each proficiency level for each language domain, and four composite proficiency levels, within a school.

School Student Roster Reports — Scale scores and language proficiency levels for each language
domain, and four composite proficiency levels by grade, student, and grade-level cluster within a school.

Individual Student Reports — Individual student scale scores and language proficiency levels for
each language domain and four composite proficiency levels. A .pdf file is provided with multiple student
reports.

Student Response Files (District) — Individual student test data, including reported demographic
information for the district.



Provide number and
percent of tested
students (by grade) at
each proficiency level
for each domain and
composite area.
Provide an overview
of a group's
performance

No individual student
results

Also available for
Alternate ACCESS



» School level report by grade

» Shows individual student scale score and proficiency level for
each domain and composite

o Alternate ACCESS report does not show test tier



* Reporting Element 1: # and % making progress, disaggregated for EL SWD

Re po rti ng * Reporting Element 2: # and % attaining proficiency (i.e., meeting exit criteria)

Reporting Element 3: # and % exited based on attaining proficiency
E le m e ntS Reporting Element 4: # and % FELs meeting or exceeding expectations on MCAS
ELA, Math, and STE, disaggregated for FEL SWD

* Reporting Element 5: # and % not yet proficient after six years

Understanding the Title Il Reporting Elements for English Learners in Massachusetts for
2026 and Beyond



https://www.doe.mass.edu/ele/resources/reporting-elements.docx
https://www.doe.mass.edu/ele/resources/reporting-elements.docx

WIDA ACCESS Reporting Elements
School and District Profiles

ACCESS for ELLs Reporting Elements

dese

][]II School and District Profiles

Profiles Home Directories ~ Statewide Reporis~ State Profile Profiles Help~

Export  Print

ACCESS for ELLs Reporting Elements

lome = Statewide Reports =

ACCESS for ELLs Reporting Elements
This report contains the number and percent of students in reporting elements 1, 2, 3, and 5.

Data last updated January 8, 2026.

Report Type:  District v Year:| 2025 ~ Grade: ALL ~ View Report
RE1 RE1 RE1
District Enrolled Part. RE1 RE1 RE1 SWD SWD SWD RE2 RE2 RE2 RE3 RE3 RE3 RES RES RES
District Name Code Grade # Rate Included # % Included # % Included # % Included # Y% Included # %
Abby Kelley Foster Charter 04450000  ALL 310 100 256 101 39 70 17 24 310 42 14 42 Ly 98 310 49 16
Public (District)
00010000  ALL 255 98 201 87 43 57 16 25 255 32 13 32 3 97 255 35 14

Abington


https://profiles.doe.mass.edu/statereport/accessreportingelements.aspx

WIDA ACCESS Reporting Elements
School and District Profiles

ACCESS for ELLs Composite Proficiency Level Report

DDII School and District Profiles dese

Profiles Home Directories ~ Statewide Reporis~ State Profile Profiles Help~

Home = Statewide Reporis = ACCESS for ELLs Composite Proficiency Level Report

ACCESS for ELLs Composite Proficiency Level Report e e

Export  Print
This report contains the number and percent of students in four composite areas (Cral Language, Literacy, Comprehension, Overall). Composite scores are created from two or more domain scores in listening, speaking, reading, and
writing. Only students who complete all four domains of the standard test are included.

Data last updated January 8, 2026.

Report Type: District + Year: 2025 + Composite Domain: Overall v View Report
Avg. Avg.
Part. years Overall
District District Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Total Rate in Composite
Name Code 1# 1% 2# 2% 3# 3% 4# 4% 54# 5% 6# 6% Tested Y MA Level
Abby Kelley 04450000 353 17 73 24 110 36 62 20 i) 3 2 1 308 100 3.7 3.1
Foster Charter

Public (District)

Abington 00010000 | 42 17 63 26 89 36 48 20 3 1 1 0 246 98 3.5 31


https://profiles.doe.mass.edu/statereport/access.aspx




Instructional Connections

 Progress Target:
* |f RE1 =0, the student did not make progress.
 If RE1 =1, the student met their benchmark (progress target).

e Future Progress Target:
 the proficiency level needed on next ACCESS test to be on track to proficiency within six years

 NEW: the scale score needed on the next WIDA Alternate ACCESS to be on track to proficieny within six
years

 RE5:
« whether the student is proficient after 6 years

Resources

o« EL627

« TFM - ELE 2: ELE Programs and Services

o ESL Curriculum Module 5: Setting Student Outcomes
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https://www.doe.mass.edu/rlo/ele/esl-curriculum-modules/index.html#/lessons/qNhaDOjz7U8PjV6-ZL_vjyJm3wkkJVd1
https://www.doe.mass.edu/rlo/ele/esl-curriculum-modules/index.html#/lessons/qNhaDOjz7U8PjV6-ZL_vjyJm3wkkJVd1

EQUITY PAUSE

To Reflect:

Who has access to the district’s EL data and how
are they systematically shared?

Is ACCESS, and the related benchmarks, part of my
district’s ongoing data chats?

Do we disaggregate our data, reflecting on student
groups, ESL classrooms, grade performance, etc.?

Can | map out a clear throughline from EL student
outcomes to intentional and shared instructional
decisions, resources and materials?

What are our explicitly stated and internalized
expectations for the performance of our ELs?

What are the opportunities for more proactive rather
than reactive decisions (LTELs)?




