Sample Book — Elementary and Middle Schools

School Year 2021-2022

Table of Contents

1) School Improvement Processes pg.2

8) NYSESLAT Analysis pg. 41

2) Interim Assessments and Analysis pg.8

9) Executive Summaries pg. 43

3) Standardized Assessment Analysis pg. 13 10) Reading Assessments pg. 46

4) Screener Analysis pg. 21 11) District Offerings pg. 49

5) Supportive Environment Survey Design & Analysis pg. 27 12) Data Trackers and Teacher Summaries pg. 52
6) Individual Student Reports for Families pg. 37 13) Customized solutions pg. 54

7) Equity Analysis pg. 38

Contact us for pricing and more information:
T: 347-466-1034
E: luke@district-public.com
W: www.district-public.com
NYC DOE Vendor Number: DIS642107
We’'re listed on ShopDOE!



mailto:luke@district-public.com
http://www.district-public.com/
https://www.finance360.org/shopdoe/ProductSearch.aspx?dsNav=Ny:True,Ro:0,N:4292818171

1) School Improvement Tools and Processes
Do you have a department, grade, or inquiry team that could use some guidance? We all know inquiry is important but
can be challenging. We have methods, facilitators, and customized data analysis at the ready to explore not only what
to improve, but how. Examples of the process and inquiry data collection tools we have used with schools are below.

The Continuous Step 2: Create a theory of change
Improvement Process Tool: Driver diagram

Secondary Drivers Change Ideas
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e el Step 3: Test changes
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Step 1: Analyzing the problem B y y
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Step 4: Iterate and Scale

Source: NYC Department of Education, Improvement Science Handbook, 2018.



11/10 version - theory of change

If we want to ensure that , then we need to focus
on , through . and the
best way we can think of doing this is to include a ‘why we are learning this’ intro info every lesson.
Goal PRIMARY DRIVERS SECONDARY DRIVERS CHANGE IDEAS
( What conditions need to bf;" What factors comprise the primary Small instructional or
by June 2022, 50% more in place to meet your goal’ driver? behavioral shifts
students across the school
will engege in praductive
struggle when confronted
with o task, os evidenced Students are confident Students can name I”':lu':-le d *""'P!" are we
By the number of students learners what they are learning learning this” intro to every
whao did not engage in and why lesson
avoidont behavior on on
endline assessment,
compared with the
\Elase.'jne. -/
Embedded Froportion of students who Proportion of students who self Proportion of students Fropartion of lessons that
: engage n productive strugale report being more confident in able to name what beqgin with “why we are
evidence  ynen confronted with a task directing their own learning they have leamed and learning this” intro
why
i Tearher dats fra Student survey
CD”ECI'D” egacier aaia racKer 3 Exit ticket Teacher data tracker
method % of students that engage In % of students who
productive struggle in baseline and ) o . successiully name what they . e
Measure endiine task, vs. % who mprovement from baseline on % SUCCessIully name whnal they % of classes that begin with “why
: responding positively have learned and why we are learning this™ iniro

demonstrate avaidant behawviors



Class and Teacher(s)

Date

Description of task and why-framing used

Student Name

Initiated task
promptly? (mark
yes, no, or absent)

Notes

(clarification if yes and no choices are both misleading,
and/or info from student about why they did not initiate
task)




Date: 1/21/22 Date: 1/26/22 Date:
Subject:|Math Subject:|Math Subject:|Math
Teacher(s):|Teacher1 Teacher(s):|Teacher1 Teacher(s):|Teacher1
task: Percent data. The task: video and made task: conversions.
Notes (optional - only if Notes (optional - only if Notes (optional - only
Did the you feel the Y/N/absent Did the you feel the Y/N/absent Did the you feel the Y/N/abser
student classification is student classification is student classification is
# times did |initate the misleading, or you want initate the misleading, or you want initate the misleading, or you wa
NOT initiate |task? (Y/N/ |to track a student more task? (Y/N/ |to track a student more task? (Y/N/ |track a student more
Name SWD task absent) closely) absent) closely) absent) closely)
Student1 2 N absent N
Student2 0 Y Y Y
Student3 2 absent Y N
Student4 2 N Y Y
Student5 1 Y Y Y
Student6 0 Y Y Y
Student? 2 N Y N
Student8 0 Y Y Y
Student9 1 absent Y Y
Student10 3 N Y N
Student11 2 N Y Y
Student12 1 absent absent absent
Student13 3 N Y N
Student14 1 Y Y Y
Student15 1 absent Y N
Student16 0 Y Y Y
Student17 0 Y Y Y
Student18 1 Y Y Y
1 Y N

Student19

absent



CLASS (grade level, subject, period):

OBSERVATIONS
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TEACHER NAME:

PREDICTIONS
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DATE:

Student Name

Students

tracked:

TOTALS:




A B C E F \ G | H I J K L M
1 enter your predictions here enter what actually happened here
Class trialed (grade will complete will START students in |completed completed but STARTED but
level, subject, WITHOUT will complete but not won'tget | groupwho |WITHOUT needed did not did not get
2 Your name E Date of triB period) prompts |z|with prompB complete Estar‘ted E were B prompts |z| prompts E complete E‘ started E
8 12/9/21 Global 9 Period 5 2 1 1 2 6 0 2 1 3
4 12/10/21|Global 9 Period 5 0 2 1 3 6 2 0 1 3
5 12/13/21|Global 9 Period 5 0 0 3 3 6 0 3 1 2
6 12/14/21 Global 9 Period 5 0 0 B 3 6 0 3 1 2
7 12/7/21 Period 1 2 1 0 2 2 1 0 1 0
8 12/8/21|Period 1 2 1 1 1 2 2 1 0 0
9 12/13/21 Period 1 2 2 0 1 2 1 1 0 0
10 12/14/21 Period 1 2 2 0 1 3 2 1 0 0
11 12/9/21/9th grade Algebra | 0 2 1 2 4 0 2 1 1
12 12/10/21 9th grade Algebra | 2 0 2 1 5 1 1 1 2
13 12/13/21|9th grade Algebra | 2 0 2 1 4 1 1 1 1
14 12/14/21/9th grade Algebra | 1 1 3 0 3 0 1 1 1
15 12/14/21|11th grade ELA 0 2 1 1 3 1 2 0 0




2) Interim Assessments and Analysis

District Public can build and analyze an assessment aligned to the NYC DOE priority standards to help you identify students’
strengths and weaknesses, and create a starting point for your inquiry process.

Math Baseline Assessment for Incoming
6th Graders

Please read each passage before the questions and answer the questions accordingly.

Your email addres s/ D ! o< recorded when you submit this form.

Not you? Switch account

What is your name?

Your answer

Question 1 1 point
Which equation correctly shows the relationship between the numbers 2,560 and 2562

A 2,560 - 1,000 <2+ 5+ 6)
B 2560 - 10x(2+5+86)
C 2,560 — 10 ~ (200 + 50 + 6)

1 . (200 + 50 + 6)

D 2,560 10

O ~a
Os
QOc
(@)



When items are pulled from past state exams, we can compare students’ results against citywide averages. Easy-to-read
results are provided by grade, class, subgroup, and individual student for each question, question type, standard, and reading
passage assessed.

12X242 Math 6th Grade Endline - Performance by Question 97 Students DP

Perfomano: hased anpercenige of posshile ponts camed | £ Sudents | Par et of shodent s i cirg wach asiwer chot e

Comact arw o indicalad with' *

Ot PP e f o hist 1 Falpwriche v g By e Legend for Calar 0%- o - T0%- 959%- * Thu el ard scadin, comsperd b moliphs chrics paomma s b ]
- o iyl pr el of e et bt b Bt ally sconad 55 (pdiewl], & Answer Choices
Al o ® 50% 70 85%  100% e, a0 ] o o Gy s
. Question Correct . Citywide Schooheid Left
Bst Standard - Points - A B C
Question Endar Description Type  Answer " Avg e Avg [97) d Blank
Understand the concept of a ratioand wse raticlanguage todescribe a ratiorelations hig .
1 6.RP.AL bt sen two guantties. For examgle, “The ratioof wings to beaks in the bird house at the MC A 1 % 92% +15% 1% T 05
Understand the concept of a unit rate a/bamsociated with a ratio ab with b7, and use rate .
2 6.RP.AZ language in the cmntext of a rato relationship. For exam ple, “This recipe hasarato of 3 cups MC B 1 B2% 7% -5% 55 15 a5
IJ-n-de rsta rn:i tha -DCI;CEﬂl afau n it rai.c-a;'-ba:suc-i;Led '-; itha r.al'ua :b-w'ilh b-:&l,: .arld use rate .
3 E.RP.AZ language in the amntext of a ratio relationship. For example, “This redipe has a ratio of 3 cups MC ] 1 51% 63% +12% B Em I i * 058
IJ-n-dershrn:i tha -cu;aeplura ui1il rai.c-a;n'-ba:suéigled\;ilha r.al'ua b-w'ilh b-:ujil,:.arld use rate .
4 6.RP.A2Z larguege in the cxntext of a rato relationship. For scam ple, “This recips ha:a rativ of 3 cups MC C 1 B0 78% -2% 1% 2% 25
Ml tabies ufaql.lw jent ratios r\elallrg qluanllus with whaie- nurmiber me s r\emenl:., find .
5 6.RP.AS.a miszing valuesin the tables, and plot the pairs of values on the mordinate plane. Use tables MC C 1 62% B4k +22% e 115 5% o5
Sobve unit rate problems including thase invalving unit pricing and aonstant speed. For
& ERPASD example, if it took 7 howrs to mow 4 lawns, then at that rate, how many lawns could be MC C 1 B5% 95% +30% 1% * | a5 058
Uze ral.ic; r;z;mn irg-l:;- mm'e i measy r\eme nt |jn i.Is s ma rl'pul_al.-e and transform units .
7 BRFAS approgpria tely when multiphying or dividing quanfities. MC C 1 B61% 63% +21% % 3% " 5
Find a percent of a quantity as a rate per 100 feg., 30% of aquantity means 30100 times the
] 6.RP.A3.C gquantity); sobee problems involving finding the whole, ghven a part and the percent. MC M 1 T4% 95% +21% 1% | 5% * 05
Sobve real-workd and mathematical problems. by writing and solving eguations of the bemx+ .
9 6.EE.B.7 @ = gand px = g for @sesin which p, g and x are all nonnega tive rational mumbeers. MC B 1 B9% Bo% +17% % 5% 10 058
Draw polygonsin the coordinate plane given coordinates for the verties; we coordinates to -
1o BGA3 find the lerglh u-randqam ing points with the same first wordinate o the same second ML A 1 5% 76% 1% 155 B 3% 05
Find the greates t cormimen factor of two whols numibers les lhnurcmalmlﬂﬂand the . .
11 £.MN5.B4 b ast commman miultiphs of twowhale numbers ks than or equal i 12, Use the drsl.rlbl.ﬂ.m: MC C 1 51% 52% +1% £ 165 13% 1%
‘Wirite and evaluats nummlemmxsm: |mh-|ngwhal= rl.lmh-et-emunenls .
12 GEEA]L M o 1 0% 19% +0% 2% 6% J11% 1%
‘Write expressions that recond aperations with numbers and with letters standing for
13 GEEAZA numbers. For exampls, axpress the caloulation “Subtract y from 57 as 5 —y. MC B 1 58% 52% -6% ] * 12% 1086 [
L pply the properties of apera tions to generate equivalent expresions.
14 BEEAS M A 1 5T% 73% +16% - I 105 I 8% I 2 122

15 SEEAZ Apply the properties of operations 1o generate eguivalent expremsiom. MC o 1 4% 65% 1% I o5 I 7

L
#
%



Grade 6

Class 601

Class 602

Class 603

Grade 6

Midline Assessment

i Students

87

G.RP.1

Baseline

36%

42%

31%

35%

6.RP.2

Midline

57%

60%

45%

66%

G6.RP.3.a

Grade Summary
Performance based on percentage of possible points earned

Breakdown of Student Scores

Daes Nothdest  Appreaches Mests  Exconds Grade Miuiltiple Chaice Response
+- Grade Grade Geade Expactations
_ . X 1855 - 100%)
[o% - 49.9%]  [S0%-69.9%] (7O
15 Points 7 Points
+21% . 29 I 15 8 62% A4%
+17% 11 | 7 2 62% 54%
+14% 9 1 2 51% 32%
+30% . 5 9 I 11 4 74% 47%

Standards - Midline Assessment - Pct Earned

67%
57%

6.RP.3.b 6.RP.3.C 6.RP.3d 6.EE.1 G.EE.2.a

87 Students Math DP

Ratios and
Proportions.

13 Points

60%

65%

50%

64%

GEE2.C

Question Type / Strands - Pct Earned

Expressions and
Eguations

% Points

52%

51%

67%

6.EE.3 6.EE.4

10



Class 601 Class Summary 29 Students Math DP

Midline Assessment Performance based on percentage of possible points earned
# Students
Class 601 29 Breakdown of Student Scores on Midline Assessment
Baseline 42% Does Net Meet Grade Expectations (0% - 49.9%) Approaches Grade Expectations [50% - 69.95%) ""'“';?;f ::;‘] S [:;:-‘f;*] 1"

Midline 60%
v o S u B B

Strands - Midline

Multiple Cholce 62%

Resporse 54% Students’ names are here (anonymized in this document for privacy purposes)

Ratios and
P ians 65%

Expressions and

Equations 31%

Standards - Midline Assessment - Pct karned

s R EggREREIRE

6.RP.1 6.RP.2 6.RP.3.a 6RP3.b 6.RP.3.c 6.RP.3.d 6.EE1 6.EE.2.a 6.EE2c 6.EE.3 6.EEA4

11



Class 601 m Student Summary - Midline Assessment 29Students  Math  DP

Students listed alphabetically by kst name

Strand: Tested Standards:

General Information Baseline Midline akple Rosios and ""::" Rate and t;:i:' sa:::nn P:::nt m mm’yn .' ’E:‘ w5 m’ s
Choke  Rmpoase  Proportions  Equations Ratio Ratio Ratios  Problems as aRate wRatios Exponents s s Dpres. Daresass
Stadent Name e L Points Polnts + B.RP.1 BRP2 6RP.33 6RPIDL 6RP3c 6RP3d 6EE1 GEE2a 6GEE2c  GEE3 GEEA

22 22 15 7 13 9 1 2 1 4 3 2 1 3 2 2 1
Average 3 2 60% 62% 54% 65% 51% 72% 72% 86% 81%  52%  33% 79% S55% 24% 66%  38%
41% a0% 43% 38% 44% 0% S0% 0% 75% 33% 0% 100% 33% 0% 100% 0%
75% 36% -39% 33% 43% S4% 11% 0% S50% 0% 100% 33% S0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 0%
2 75% 82%  +7% 80% 8% 92% 67% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  S0% 100% &67% 50% 50% 100%
44% GHN +24% 60% 86% 77%  S506% 100%  S50% 100% 100% 67%  50% 100% 0% 100% 100% 0%
Y 56% 82%  426% 80% 86%  59% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 33% 0% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
44% BEY  +24% 73%  57%  77%  S6% 100% 100% 100% 75% G67%  S0% 100% 100% 0% 50% 0%
; 25% LA +39% 67% 5% 69%  SB% 100% 100% 100% 100% 0%  50% 100% 33%  S0% 100% 0%
::;d;n:ie 50% SO% +9% 67% 43% 62%  56% 100% 100% 100%  75%  33% 0% 100%  100% 0% 50% 0%
here Y 31% 7% 6% 80% 71% BS% &67% 100% 100% 100% 100% 67%  50% 100% o7%  50% 100% 0%
(anonymiz 38% 27%  -10% a0% 0% 23% 33% 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 100% 0% 0% 100% 0%
;:CL“r:Zi:t 31%  36% +S%  33%  43%  38%  33% 0% 100% 0% 75% 0% 0% 0% 7% 0% 50% 0%
for | 25% 23% 2% 27% 14%  15%  33% 0% 0% 100%  25% 0% 0% 100%  33% 0% 0% 100%
privacy S0% G8%  +18% 80% 43% 77%  S6% 100% 100% 100%  50% 100%  50% 100% 33% 0% 100% 100%
purposes) 44% 36% 7% 33%  43%  46%  22% 100% 0% 100% 75% 0%  50% 0% 33% 0% 0% 100%
25% LEN +A3% 80% 43% 77%  S0% 100% 100% 100%  75%  G67%  50% 0% 67% 0% 100% 100%
69% 86% +18% 93% 71% 77% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 33%  50% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
31% 50N +19% 47%  57%  B2%  33% 0%  50% 100% 100% G67% 0% 00% &7 0% 0% 0%
38% 77%  +40% 73% 86% 92% 565 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  50% 100% ©7% 50% 50% 0%
38% 41%  +3% a7%  29%  Sah 22% 100% S0% 100% S0% 67% 0% 0% 67N 0% 0% 0%
19% 73%  +54% 80% S57% BS%  56% 100% 100% 100% 100% 67%  50% 100% 33% 0% 100% 100%
1 44% 73% +29% 80% 57% 85% S56% 100% 100% 100% 100% 67%  50% 100%  100% 0% 50% 0%
r 31% 45% +14% 47% 43% S54%  33% 0% 50% 100% 100% 33% 0% 0% 33% 0% 50% 100%
Y 81% 82%  +1% 80% 86% 92% o7 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  S0% 100% 67 S04 100% 0%
19% 45%  +27% 47% 43%  54%  33% 100% 0% 100% 75% 67% 0% 100%  67% 0% 0% 0%
38% BAN +26% 53% 86% 85% 33% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 0% 100% 33%  S0% 0% 0%
505 SON 0% 73% 0% 38% 67% 0% 100% 100% 25% 33% 0% 100% 67 0% 100% 100%
31% S50 +23% G0% 43%  46% o7 0% 0% 100% 100% 0% 50% 100%  &7% 0% 100% 100%
¥ 86% 87% 8% 100% 67% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  67%  50% 100% 0%
64% GA% +0% 60%  71%  69%  56% 100% 100% 100% 75% 67% 0% 100% 33% S0% 100% 0%




3) Standardized Assessment Analysis

We can analyze any standardized assessment, including the New York State (NYS) Math and English Language Arts - Grades 3-
8 assessments, NYSESLAT, Reading Assessments, or any commercially available standardized assessment (F&P and state exam
analysis shown below). Break down performance by school, grade, class, and individual student, with a focus on performance

relative to peers. We pair our analysis with hands-on, interactive professional development for teachers and administrators
and encourage teams to use our reports as a jumping off point for inquiry.

All Grades Schoolwide - Summary ELA [P
General Information Proficiency & Growth Question Type Cluster
Pct Lo Language
2007-  2018- Level  Growth Multlple and RI-Meoyidess Al Craftand AL Keyidess AL Crsftand

Grade / Exam #5tudents  1EP ELL 2018 2019 3+ tlle Overall Cholee  Responze Vocabulary  and Detalls Structure and Detalls Structure
52 157 167 243 33 547 58% 58%  58% 69% 54% 63% B4%
Citywide [ELA 5th GradeExam ) 299 271 63% 64% 62% 75% 61% 66% 69% e0%
Difference: Grade vs City -Ge -B% -43 -5% -T% -4% -5% -5%

L- Language "
and Ri-KeyMeas RI- Craftand integrationof RL-Keyldeas RL- Craftand

Vocabulary  and Detalls  Sructure  Knowledge  and Detals  Structum

57 17 4 2.27 2.20 1% 324 505 50% 50% 51% 52% 58% 35% 565 4%
Citywide [ELA &th GradeExam) 272 291 665 64% 70% 72% 67% T1% AE% T1% 65%
Difference: Grade vs City -16% -14% -20% -21% -15% -12% -11% -15% -17%
L- Language L]
and RI-KeyMeas Rl CaRand Ntepratonof RL-Keykleas AL- Oraftand
Vocshulsry  and Detalls  Structure  Knowledge  andDetals  Structus
Current 8th Graders 55 11 2 2.58 247 3% 513 59% 58% 61% 51% 55% 61% 54% 63% 595
Citywide [ELA 7th Grade Exam) 2.9 2.80 67% 63% 7% 55% B5% 71% 6E% =2 66%
Difference: Grade vs City -8 -5% -13% 4% -10% -10% -11% -5% 7%
L- Language L]
and Ri-KeyMeas Rl Craftand Integrationaf RL-Keylleas AL- Craftand

Vocabulary  and Detalls  Sructure  Knowledge  and Detals  Structum

Current 9th Graders 83 20 4 257 .65 33 a0.1
Citywide [ELA 8th Grade Exam 28 3.02 70% 66%  78% 5458 7% 595 625% 75% 72%
Difference: Grade vs City ) -8% -9% -3% 5% 7% -O% 7% -12%
. Abova 54 > = 15% Above City Avg . ) == 15% Above City Avg
Growth Percentiles: T School Performance: 0% t2 15% Above City Avg Difference: Grade vs City: 0% to 15% Above Gity Avg
4543 (66 to 15% Below City Avg 0% to 15% Below City Avg
=45 = 15% Below City Avg <15% Below City Avg

13



Suene 7 Classes and Subgroups - Summary Charts 58 Students ECN DP

Graders
Datafrom 2019 6th Grade M ath state exam Mumber of studentsin each dassand subgroup shown in parenthesis Avg Proficiency: 2.11

Classes - Performance by Question Type

. 4%
40% 36% 37%
. . 7%
21% 132 19%
12%
5%
. - 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% %% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% s 0% 0% 0%
Grade Class 074 Class 07B  Class 020 (2) Class Ssu (1)
Average (58) [28) 125)
Subgroups - Performance by Question Type
g . 44 . 42% 42%
T a0 . 42% - 40% 42% 33% 42
26% 25% g
) 21% . 21% 21% . Lo oo 2%
- 0 | Bl [ |
Grade IEF Students GenEd ELL Students  Mon-ELL Males {24y Females i34} Black Hispanic
Average (S8 (1ay Students EN Students Students students
{40 (54} (19} (33

Legend

Grade Average

Multiple Choice

1



Class 07B - Summary Charts 25 Students DP

Data from 2019 6th Grade Math state exam Performance based on percentsgeof possible points earned Awg Proficiency: 1.09
Avg Growth: 375

Proficiency Rating Pct by Proficiency Level Overall

095

28%

e 230 2.38 54%

233

207 211 199 [ 33% 30%

Pt Leval 4 @ Pot Leval 3

2018 2019 Pot Leswal 2 0 Pt Leseas] 1 Ove ra| |
Cuestion Type Cluster/Strand
1m
IR sy :
. - ’ 3 52% 51%
407 36% e o 39 30% 36% .
1' 19 3""“25% 26%23?6
:' . - l l I . 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Choice {55%) Response (35%) The Mumber System Ratios and Expressions and Geometry [13%)
ST T [17%]) Proportions (25%]  Equations [46%)
Most Tested Standards
Legend
Citywide Performance _— -
“*  53% 54 53%
- ) A0 amar
Schoolwide Performance 4% 4% 430 300, 0%
’ 1% 2% .
x 0 245 26% 28% ggo;
Y B
Class 07B Performance : 4% 190,
Question Type and Cluster Charts: ) . .
H H H Wl e Excpr s i Equation Probiams Equatiomn For Braa of Polygons Owovtients of Fradiomns  GOFand LOM |6 NSRS -
Exam WEIE htS Sh own in p‘ﬂ renth esls {GEEA 2 a- 8% of ewam| (GEERT -8% of ecarm|  Relatiorship 6 EEC3- (GGAL -8% :Tuu'rl |6HEA ] - 6% of exam) 6% ol axam)

3% of exam)



25 Students m DP

Class 07B - Standards and Questions

Data from 2019 6th Grade Math sate exam Standards and Questions ordered based on performance relative o thecity Avg Proficiency: 1.99
Ave Growth: 375
Strongest standards com pared with city Weakest standards compared with city
sondad  Shndard Descrigtion Rdeased Questons ":::: Classora E;r x u:u':“ Stmdael  Standasl Descrigton Rekased Questons w‘“““" ":’: ity fivg c?ﬂ“‘:"
GRPAZ.a Tabe of Equec Ratios Eo 1 2% T2% VoW +2% GEEA.1  Ewpressonwith Exponcns z 1 29% 38% Towm | -a8%
GEEBG  UseVatabies inProblem En) 1 3% 8% 3TH SH GRPAZ.c FndPoentasafae = 2 0% 34% &3 -43%
GRPAL  Ran = 2 5%  a1% 2% -16% GELA.3  Gonwar Equv Bipmas Y 1 24% 2E%  £3%  -30%
GRPAID Comen Measuss whatos L5 3 15% 20% 35%  -19% 6G.A4  IDFRums Usngles = 1 0% 21%  S51% | 31%
GEEBS  UndemmandEqfing EES 2 3E%  3o0% sok 1% GEEA.2a WresExpmssions 72444 4 24% 31% =3 7o
BMNSA1  Ouotients of Fections 10.1% = 3 43% 4a% &3% | -21% 6641 Areaat Polgons R} 3 12% 14% 41% | -29%
GRPAZ  RatcandRumo 21 3 35% 41% 56% | -21% ENSLC7d  AbsokreVaue and O 17 1 28% 38% 57 | -29%
GMNSB4  GOFandloM 15,40 3 0% 3p% sa%  -22% GLLLYH  EquasoniorRelasanshin 5 a 25% 8% 53 -2BW
GEEAZ c Baham B@Rmong E4d 1 W% 24%  43%  -23% GEEBI  Equaman Pmbloms m e a 6% 32% 4% -16%
S0AB3  Anakze pEtorns and mlnonshing 43 2 12% 1B% 35%  -23% 6.G.A3 Pabggans with Co ordnaass L35 2 2% 47% 5% | -24%
6G.A3  Pohgons wih Cooslinais L® 2 42% 47% 6% -24% GEEA Zc Bkt Bqremon 7 1 0% 24%  43% | -23%
GEEB.7  Egqumion Problems E 4 26% 32% 4% -2E%
*i@hien the num ber of Stnd 2eck in Math, data for only In e stn daed $ah neieasd questhons
Strongest questions com pared with city Weakest guestions compared with city
Olas 078 Olass OT8

Question Queitis  Coment  Common Posbie Gade O Ol 8 Quastion Ouaiticss  COMECT  Common  Possinke e Clhss 078
WU riber Tyes AnvacT Incoment  PonE  ClssOPE  Awg Awg ws Oy Numba  Sondasd  Standand Descmption Tysa Arcwer Incomect Points CBSSOTE Awg  OtyAvg = Oty

16 GNSB4 GCFandLOM WC E A 1 4%  53%  £0% 4% 2 GEEAL ExpressionwthEsponert ML o 1

B ¥ D C 1 2% 62% 66 +4% 33 GRPA Ar FndPorcontas 2Rae MC D 1

6 GRPAIa Tabe of Equne Ratos KIC B A 1 TI%  T2% 0% | 2% 11 o A 1

37 GEEBG  Use vanzbbes inProbiem KIC & C 1 32% 25% 337 -5k 20 C B 1

3 | D B 1 32% 3% 35 7% 31 GEE A3 Goneraw Equn Evmem. MO D &

13 GNSA1  Duotsns of Focians WC C A 1 4E%  43% se%  EH 1 6G.A3  Fohgorswimh Coomlimax ML A [+ 1

19 A C 1 s5% 48% &S 2% 14 o A 1

36 GGA3  Pohgons with Coodlinates  MC c ] 4E%  47% 5TH oK 44 GEEA 2a WeteEmqresion [} 02 2

45 GRPAID Convem Moasumswiato: R 0-2 2 B% B 22% -14% GMN5BA  GoFandLoM R 0-2 2

25 C D 1 50% 5o% T5%  -16% 30 GEEB? EmetionProblems MC B [+ 1

3z GELRS UndestandEfing WC E A 1 0% 40% 5TH | -A7H 22 C A 1

a2 GEERT  Equaion Froblems R 0-2 2 24% 25% 42% | -1B% 38 GGAA  IDFgums Lsing Mot M C & 1

7 GELAZa WeeExmessions WC D g 1 32%  35% s3% | -21% 30 6GA1  Arcaot Pakgors ® 0-2 2 2% 3% 32%  -30%

5 C D 1 a4 AR &5 -22% 10 GNSA 1 Ouatonmsaf Fraoaons MC c D 1 40% a5% To% | -30%

bl GRR.AL Fato WC A E 1 35%  3a%  so% | -23% 4 GRPA A Comenbcaareswiatt  MC C A 1 32%  4s%  S1%  -2o%

43 SO0B3  Anshee ptorcand mias  CR 02 2 12% 18% 35%  -23% 17 ENSCFd Amschas Valucand Omer MO A [+ 1 2B%  3E% STH  -2o%

27 GILA2: Bl pmson WC D E 1 0% 4% 43% | -23% 3 GGAL Azt Pahgnre MC B c 1 32% 4% se% a7

a1 GRP.AZ Fateand Rasa a3 0-2 2 2% 2B% 4c5% | -24% GEECA Egwetionfor Rebtionshn R 0-3 3 2™ 30% 53% | -2TH

35 GEERS Undemtandig/ing K o & 1 365% 38% o0% | -24% 34 GEEA 2a WetzEmresom MC ) & 1 36% 36% S0% | -24%

28 GNSA1  Duotsns of Focians WC c 1 0%  45%  £4% | -24%

Total Standards Tested: 23 Total Points: 48 Class 078 vs Ci »= 15% Above City A %% to 15% Below City Sug
Total Questions: 39 i S ———— <1550 B ity g
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Current 7th
Graders

Data from 2015 sth &rade Math state exam

General Information

Studkent Name IEF ELL
City Average

Grade Average

Class 078 Average 13 o

Difference: Class 078 vs City

¥

<22

< =

-

Abowve 54
50-54

Growth Percentiles:

Proficiency and Growth

Sk G

Gl G

2017-2018 2018-2019
1B 1E6
233 211
.07 199
342 3.08
233 275
T 267
2.00 2.42
375 242
235 233
21.08 208
158 2.00
235 1398
2.00 195
1E3 195
197 195
142 150
1E3 LET
2.00 1LE3
1.80 1E3
154 178
162 178
195 178
154 178
192 170
1LE6 151
1.80 151
1e2 143
1E3 137
45-43
=45

Class 07B - Student Summary 25 Students DP

students listed from highest to lowest proficiency Avg Proficiency: 1.99
Question Type Strand Most Tested Standards
Weajor Wark Supporting BEEAZa BEELH EE.AL EMSAL EMAES
Paints The Expim S5
b Mgt Nl 6 e Number Ruthos and and Whriie: Equation Equaiion tor sz of QuoBents of
Lewel Growth Owerall Choiee Respomnse System Proportions  Equations Geometry Expressons Froblems Relationshio Polygons Fractions &OF andLOM
Pt -0 43 i1 17 3 12 22 6 ] 4 4 3 3 3
Eramwaighe  100% 5% 355 175 5% 465 3% 8% 2% % 6% 5% 5%
% 2] 43% 58% 55% 52% 51% 53% 5% 53% 41% E3% E2%
32 33% ams 21% 41% 3T% 30% 263 31% 32% 2E% 14% 443 39%
375 30% 36% 18% 39% 3I6% 25% 3% 24% 26% 25% 12% 43% 4%
-24% -23% -26% 20% -19% -2T% -2E% -2%% -28% -28% -2%% -21% -21%
-] Fri ] B0 1% 100 ET% 33% 25% T5%
3 B4 5336 EB3 17% 75%
4 41 1% BEEX 33% 25%
7 &2 B33 36% 33% 25%
7 3 3% 53% 3% 7% 0%
-] 45 B3% 25% 25%
10 4z 38% 123 55% 32% [1::] 25% 75% [1e ]
11 13 35% 3% 3% 5E% 18% 25% 25%
1 7 33% 32% 3B 27% 33% (12 75%
2 32 31% 3% 18% I5% 3I3% 2T% I3% 25% 25%
2 &7 31% &% 25% 27% 33% 25% 25%
2 37 31% 35% 2434 33% 27% 1% 253 L5 75%
4 BE 2T% 42% [\~ I5% 1% T% 33% ['=] 25% 0%
5 48 25% 3934 0% 3B 33% 18% 17% 253 %% 0%
] 14 23% 29% 12% 5% 1% 23% 33% 25% 0% 25%
] 4E 23% 32% B% 25% 33% 14% 33% 0% 0% 25%
7 &6 21% 3% (2] 5% 25% 23% (-] (2] 25% 0% L] 0%
7 82 21% 19% 24% 13% 33% 18% 1T% 0% 25% L] 0%
7 15 21% 323 (151 13% 33% 18% 1% 253 L] [1e ] [1:] L]
7 56 21% 2%% &% 3% 25% 11% 1T% 25% 0% 25% L= 33%
B 15 19% 2935 0% 0% 33% 14% 33% 0% %% 0% 0% %%
10 -] 15% 23% [i5] 13% 1% 9% I3% [i2] 0% 0% 0%
10 16 15% 19% &% 13% % 18% 17% [ 0% 0%
11 1E 13% 1634 B% 13% 25% 9% 0% 0% 25% [re] 0% 333
12 5 10% 1674 0% 13% 25% 3% 0% 0% 23% % 0% 33%
> = 153 Above Clty Avg LHrErELE == 15% Mbave City Avg 0% to 15% Below City fvg
Student Performance: 0% to 15% Above Clty Ave < 15% Below Chy Avg Class 078 s % 1o 19% Above Gy Avg < 15% Bedow City Avg

P
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Current 7th
G

i

£

Data from 2018 Sth Grade Math state exam

Class 07B - Questions (Page 1)

Students listed from hizghest to lowest proficiency

General Information Question 1 2 3 4 7 il
Que stkon Type: = > M MC M MC MC MC
Stud et Name EP Bl F01EZO1S Standard - A5G GEEA]
Carrert Ansasr--= A D 8 C D C
Proficien oy oweral
City Average 2.85 54% TSH  ToM seh E1% 53% 0%
Grade Aversge 211 33% 45% 3% 4% 45% 36% 45%
Class O7B Average 13 0 199 3% 3% 24% 3% 3% 3% 0%
Difference: Clazs 07 B vs City -24% -35% -As%m -2TH -20% -21% -30%
I 267 B 0 5 b c
I 242 =2 B ¢ & : c
[ ] 242 B B D & c A
] 208 #® o 8 ¢ ¢ b c
[ ] 200 3 4 & B D C B
I 128 #% 4 B € ¢ A 5
I 125 3 SO D c c
I 1.5 31% [ A ] B A o
] 195 % 8 ¢ c A c c
I 190 2% &4 o D A 5 o
R 187 25% B C B A C o
I 183 23% [ A E B B B
I 1.53 3% ] C B C B C
I 178 21% B ] [ C B C
I 178 2% c B c B D c
I 1.78 1% [ B a a c B
I 178 21% C B A A B o
I 170 % 4 B a8 : o
I 151 15% A C B o C o
R 151 15% [ c B A B a
I 143 =% c 8 ¢ A A 5
I 137 10% B A c a B D
ke C Questions: Co = 5 LD d paint

Student Responses

Class 078 Average [
Owerall:

Wi e e o Dues thom 5 Inoorres tA newier ;

==15% shove City Avg

% Abo ity Avg

Response QuesSons: Did not earn all possib ke points

0%-15% Below City fwg

Bk o ko REREPEAS A RE@DS AR BD s @a o @o

]

B d

§

mm e g m® e 0 MDD E s m D m m @ mm s mm @

575
38%

-25%

LR o TR~ S = L= = T |

A m e ma D mm 9 or

m A

LITTErence:
Class O7B vs
Citw

25 Students

Avg Proficiency: 1.99

== 15% Abowe CRY AVE
0% 1o 15% Abowe Dy Avg

=

MmO A EM B BODODODROOSEODGODDODODOD B A B OO
PA A DFODO DD D DR QO MDD ASQDASOAEDDDOD D

D
A
C

A
C

A
A

0%ta 15% Below Tty Avg

= 15% Below Oty Awg



F&P - Summary of Round 2 Results - Schoolwide - All_Students - November 2019 u:

LEIRR | Fai

M eetin A
Total # Students L2 - approaching & or 8

Grade Tested L1- Below Standard standard L3 - Meets Standand L4 - Exceeds Standard Pa* Exceeding Reading avg
standard  Level
# % # % # % # % # % %

Schoolwide 502 280 26% 86 17% 118 24% 18 4% 59 12% 27% H 7.74

Kindergarten 89 39 44% 43 35% 1 1% 39 44% 56% A 0.62

1st Grade 78 37 47% 21 27% 14 18% (] 8% 5 6% 26% D 3.58

2nd Grade 88 51 58% 13 15% 21 24% 3 3% 7 8% 27% F 6.08

3rd Grade 72 45 63% 15 21% 10 14% 2 3% 3 T 17% I 9.18

4th Grade 53 63 68% 12 13% 16 17% 2 2% 3 3% 19% L 11.86

Sth Grade 82 45 55% 25 30% 8 10% 4 3% 15% 0 1527

W L4 - Exceeds Standard M L3 - Meets Standard L2 - Approaching Standard m L1 - Below Standard
100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
ﬂ% T T T T T T 1

Schoolwide Kindergarten 1st Grade 2nd Grade 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade
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Progress - Schoolwide

Progress Sept 19 - November 19

DP

DISTRICT PJBLK

Progress November 18 to November 19

% on track for % on track fi
#of Students  Avg letter Avg Letter #ofStudents  Avg Letter AvVE Lletter Avg letter
with Sept&  Grade - Sept G;\rgLEertterlg Grades ;“"g“"f LorMore withNov18& Grade-Nov Grade-Nov  Grades :;“'zﬁaf LorMore
Nov 19results 19 rade - Hov Progress rogress Year MNov 19results 18 19 Progress rogress Year
Progress* Progress=
*For K-2, 1 year progress =5 letter grades. For 3-5, 1 year progress = 3 letter grades.
Schoolwide 496 G H 0.92 0.23 65% 344 G ] 3.26 0.91 52%
Kindergarten a7 PA A 0.e3 0.13 57% 0
1st Grade 78 D 1.56 0.31 8/% 61 A D 3.36 0.67 31%
2nd Grade 87 E F 1.01 0.20 03% 71 C F 3.58 0.72 35%
3rd Grade 71 I | 0.75 0.25 66% 60 G J 352 1.17 70%
4th Grade 91 K L 0.90 0.30 63% 31 I L 2.91 0.97 59%
5th Grade 32 O 0 0.67 0.22 57% 71 M P 3.04 1.01 62%
% of Students on Track for 1 year progress
Sept 19 - Nov 19 MNov 18 to Nov 19
100% 100%
00 87% o
0% o 70%
70%  65% 63%  00%  gag 70% 62%
57% 57% 59%
60% Bl 52%
50% 50%
4% 4% 31% 35%
300 30%
20% 200
10% 108 0%
0% 0%
schoobwide kKndegarten 1= Grade 2nd Grade 3rdGrade 4thGrade 5th Grade Schoobvide Kindergarten 1< Grade 2rd Grade 3rd Grade 4thGrade 5th Grade
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4) Screener Analysis
We can take your screener results and make them meaningful. You send us the downloadable excel file of results from
whatever platform you are using (iReady, Acadience, MAP, etc.) and we create a customized, easy-to-digest report that helps
you pick a direction for further inquiry.

For 6-8™" graders ELA, reading literature is a slight relative weakness when
compared to reading information text or vocabulary.

61% of students scored 2 or more |levels below in Reading Literature.

ELA Grades 6-8, percentage of students at each level by domain

Reading informational 42% 14% 15% 20% 10%
Reading Literature 42% 19% 20% 14% 6%
Vocabulary 40% 16% 22% 11% 11%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% a0% 100%

3 or More Grade Levels Below ™ 2 Grade Levels Below 1 Grade Level Below ® Early On Grade LevelPercentage m Mid or Above Grade Level
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In addition, we can provide charts based on student growth broken down by subgroup for any analysis:

iReady ELA
Fall - Overall Scores and Projected Proficiency Levels Winter - Overall Scores and Projected Proficiency Levels
# Avg Pct Projected # Avg Pct Projected +/- Pct
Group Student Scaled Level 3 Levels * level1 Level2 Level3 Leveld ‘ Student Scaled Level 3 Levels level1 Level2 Level3 Leveld Level 3
(Assuming Typical {Assuming Typécal

5 Score and 4 Growth) s Score and 4 Growth) and 4
Middle School 144 541 19% 42% 38% 14% 6% 136 544 18% 41% 41% 10% 7% -2%
6th Grade 45 5290  24% 56% 20% 18% 7% 49 531 16% 49% 35% 8% 8% -8%
7th Grade 46 541 9% 48% 43% 9%% 36 544 11% 53% 36% 119% 2%
8th Grade 53 551  25% 26% 49% 15% 9% 51 556  24% 25% 51% 12% 12% 1%
SWD 54 523 9% 56% 35% 4%6% 49 523 10% 51% 39% 4%% 1%
GenEd 90 551  26% 34% 40% 20% 6% 87 554  22% 36% 43% 14% 8% -4%
0%
ELLs 11 510 0% 73% 0% 11 509 0% 82% (J 18%0% 0%
Non-ELLs 133 543 21% 40% 39% 15% 6% 125 547 19% 38% 43% 11% 8% 2%
Black 73 540 16% 42% 41% 14% 3% 73 544 15% 37% 48% 11%4% -1%
Hispanic 65 540 20% 45% 35% 12% 8% 57 544 19% 46% 35% 7% 12% -1%

* iReady provides a Projected Proficiency level for each student based on three different scenarios: No Growth (student shows no further improvement in scaled score), Typical Growth (student improves
scaled score at a typical growth rate for their given grade through the Spring term), and Stretch Growth (student improves at a rate greater than what is typical through the Spring term)



MAP Math - Classes - Growth and Placement Levels

Achiewement Growth
W Took Math
# K-12MAPIn  Fall RIT  Fall  "Wer bar [G"""‘"'h ““u""::l:" L leweg A b Meeting
Group Students Fal & Score  Petile Petile ;"SM'G’ Foreamtins Growth
Wirter Scora ) Target™
Schoolwide 538 213 212 2% 215 28 +3 26% 3% 15%  22% 24% m|
6th Grade 53 s 204 20 208 28 + 28% 25% | 17% | 25% 6% m
Tth Grade &0 56 205 % 211 &1 +6 11%5% 23% 20% as% m
$th Grade 59 10 200 5 209 16 +9 B0% 00w 30% m
9th Grade 130 52 212 % 27 31 +5 25%  13%  17%  19% 255 m
10th Grade ag a3 218 N - SR U1 + 38% 12% 9% 8%  24% m
Subgroups
GenEd 461 143 216 30 20 33 +4 0% 12% 7% 23% 28% m
SPED 135 B4 203 14 204 14 +1 34% 14% 13%  10%  20% m
Non-ELL 548 186 213 27 216 30 +3 25% 1% 15%  23% 25% m
ELL 48 27 202 12 W7 14 +5 30% 2% 8% 11%  19% m
Females 354 137 213 7 28 29 +3 24%  12% 13%  27% 23% m
Males 182 76 211 24 214 26 +3 20%  13%  20% 12%  26% m
Black Students 138 43 210 24 212 28 ¥z % % 18% 27% 18% m
Hispanic Students ara 158 213 2% 216 28 + 30% 2% 9% 11%  19% m

* Growth Percentile data only includes students that have taken both the Fall and Winter assessments. Growth percentile is _not a measure of absolute achisvement, but & measure
of progress each student made relalive fo peers who siarfed af the same achievement level. Growth percentile results here are reported by quintile. For example, & student with a
growth percentile of 15 would be in the "low* category, a student with & growth percentile of 24 would be in the "LoAwg” category, and a student with a growth percentile of 85 would be

im the “high" category.

** This is the percentage of student who have met heir individual growth target from Fall to Winter. i a student made the same or greater progress than the average sudent who
stared at the same acheivement level and received the same number of instructional days from Fall i Winter, theyare considered io have met their growth target.



While students who scored well in Math tended to score well

in ELA and vice versa, there are significant exceptions

MAP Math percentile

100

80

/0

60

50

a0

30

20

10

0

These students

scored significantly
higher on Math than
ELA

MAP ELA vs. Math Percentile

MAPR ELA Percestile

These students
scored significantly
higher on ELA than

Math

100
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Overall, 60% of students are at benchmark or above,
according to Acadience, for the four domains highlighted
below.

Petof 5:::; :trk"r above ELA Winter - Pct of Students at each Benchmark Level
# Took
+/ Pctmeeting  Acadience | well below below at above
Group '.:ra: +_ Fall Winter benchmark Legend  benchmark benchmark benchmark benchmark
inter
F
Composite Score 300 58% 57% -1% 26% 17% 19% 38%
First Sound Fluency (FSF) 56 75%  64% 11% 16%  20% 46% 18%
"
Phoneme Segmentation 23% 25% 39% 13%
Fluency (PSF) 56 16% 52% 36%
Correct Letter Sounds 117 21% 46% — 34% 20% 21% 26%
(CLS)
Whole Words Read (CLS) 61 64%  57% 7% 26% 16% 26% 3%
Oral Reading - Words 244 48% 66% 18% 23% 1% |17% 50%
Correct (CR)
Oral Reading - Retell 166 63%  64% 1% 17%  18% 34% 30%
Oral _Readlng = Retell 166 62% 93% 31% 0F% 93% o
Quality




In our screener work, we create filterable lists that allow us to identify specific students that you are curious to know more
about (anonymized here for privacy):

These 21 students scored in the 30t percentile or below in
the Math MAP, but in the 40t or higher in ELA MAP

ELA MAP Math MAP

Undersiand Und e tand

STH 21-22 YTD Koy hdeas, Language, Viocabulary: The Real &
Housing 2122 Grade as of Do Huchie o et Rapid Detadls, & Craft, & A qquis Fthon & D Ao eam et Rapid Dperations & Compbe Numiber Stalstics &
Stame T | SWILT a7 |zrza ™ weel |7 10/185 7] Percenmd=|  Ouietie| 7| Guessng T | Connection T Structure, ™ wse |* || Percenm)s!| Ounslel”™ | Guessing ™| Agcbraic Thinkd T Systems | 7| Geometry T | Frobabiiry
705 7 92% 5 Avg 50 LoAvE Hiswe Avg a Low 00 Low Low Low Low
o 01 8 ATH A Avg 0.0 Hidvg Avg LoAvg 12 Low ag Low Low Low LoAvg
o ¥ 20 8 100% ) Avg 0.0 LoAvE Hiswe Avg 12 Low 1.9 Low LoAvg Low Low
¥ 04 8 /3% ] Avg 12 5 Avg Hiswe Avg 14 Low 20 Low Low Low Low
702 7 96% 21 High 0.0 High HiAwve High 15 Low 0o LoAVE Low LoAVE Low
A0 i 100% A2 AVE 0.0 Hidvg AVE AVE 15 Low 00 Low LoAvE Low LoAvE
5 02 8 100% 2 Avg 00 Hi Avg Avg LoAvg 18 Low 0.0 LoAvE LoAvg LoAvE Low
705 7 42 Avg 25 LoAvE Avg Avg 19 Low 00 LoAvE LoAvg Low Low
w02 7 5% 20 LoAVE 0.0 LodAvE LoAVE Hisvg 19 Low 0.0 Low LoAvE LoAvE Low
701 7 0% 74 Hiave 0.0 High Hiavg HiAvg 19 Low 0.0 LoAVE Low Low Low
802 B 8% 8 HiAwve 0.0 Avg HiAwve HiAvg fex| LoAVE 0.0 Low LoAvE Low LoAvE
w01 7 100% a2 Avg 50 LodAvE Hisvg LoAVE = LoAVE 0.0 LoAvE LoAvE Low LoAVE
701 7 100% 20 Hi&weg 0.0 High Hi&we HiAvg 29 LoAvE 0.0 LoAvE Avg Low Low
702 7 100% 5 AvE 0.0 Avg Hi&we HiAvg 29 LoAvE 0.0 Bvg Low LoAvE Low
202 2 6% ) Avg 0.0 Avg Hiswe Avg e LoAvg 00 Avg LoAvg Low Low
v 701 7 92% ] Hi&weg 15.0 Hifvg Hi&we HiAvg 28 LoAvE 19 Low LoAwg LoAvE AvE
5 w 207 2 100% a8 AVE 0.0 Hidvg AVE Low a8 LoAvE 00 LoAvVE Avg LoAVE LoAvE
v 705 7 9% 20 HiAwve 175 High HiAwve High 20 LoAVE 19 LoAVE LoAvE LoAVE LoAvE
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5) Supportive Environment Survey Design and Analysis

It’s never been more critical to create a supportive environment and to support students’ social emotional learning. But to
address students’ needs and assess your efforts, you need data and insights. District Public can help you create and analyze

surveys that can help you get to know your students, uncover insights on your school’s initiatives, guide future programs, and

identify students in greatest need.

Gender Pronouns

A pronoun is & word that refera to either the people talking (like | or you) or someone or something that is being talked about
{like she, it. them, and thia). Gender prancuns (like he and hera) specifically refer to people that you are talking about. Which

words would you like ua to use for you?
he/him
shefher
they/them

Other...

My favorite food is... *

Short answer text

My favorite hobby is... *

Short answer text

©One thing | wish my teachers knew about me is...

Short answer text

My responsibilities outside of school are... *

Short answer text

*
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District Public helps schools make sense of open-response questions by identifying themes and flagging notable responses

Sample responses: What do you like least about
RemOte I_ea rn|ng? Approach 3: Thematic analysis

Response

Theme
“f miss human contact. Were | in real school, I'd get to be around people my age Missing friend
while also working on making friends (since I'm quite lonely).” 10" grader 135INg triends
“It's more independent so | really can't get the 1 on 1 learning like | could get in Difficult to learn
school.”- 12" grader
“The lack of human communication, | feel | learn better, and maybe even Difficult to |
everyone, with someone in front of me explaining or correcting " - 11" grader HeUitreeaTn
"Having to depend on technology. I'd rather use my pen and notebook to write l
things down so that my handwriting can be on point. Typing is frustrating.” - 9% Technology challenges
grader
‘Well you guys are constantly dropping assignments like the album’s. Like [ Excessive work
thought there was no school today. Ya be dragging it, "—9" grader
“Some teachers take advantage of the fact that we are home, they think that Excessive work
we have all day to do their work.”—12" grader
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Students’ top complaints about remote learning were excessive work, missing
human interaction with friends and teachers, and difficulties learning remotely

What do you like lsast about Remote Learning

Lk of miotieation, &, 1%

Communication oo om, &, 2%

diMiculties, 7, 1% 0 Mo, 1, 0%
Lack of ernail resgoraninass, £, 1%

Ton much soreen
Tirma, 7, 3%

Lack of el d usld muppeort. 8, 2%
D't know, 3, 2%
Confesson, 11, 3%

Approach 3: Thematic analysis

14% complained that there was too much work

12% cited missing their friends, or missing out on meeting new

friends

9% cited some way in which learning remotely was more

difficult that in person.

6% cited waking up early as a chief complaint

Others cited frustration related to using technology.

. 5% cited problems with technology not working,

. 2% complained of spending too much time in front of
screens

Confusion was a common theme.

. 3% cited being confused about instructions or content

. 4% cited specifically confusion about schedules

Boredom was another theme.

. 6% made some version of a complaint about being stuck at
home

. 2% said explicitly they were bored.

4% said that they didn't like video calls — some citing attending

calls and others not wanting to speak on them

"written responses coded by category. Responses collected from 394 students,
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Common words like “shy”, “stressed”, and “homework” give a clue as to what was on
students’ minds. 25 students (22% of respondents) said “nothing” or that they didn’t know

Word cloud - Middle schoolers’ responses to: "One thing | wish my teachers knewabout meis..."*

. become future
math sing belives
stressful funny try muselr |
aways pronouns stressed  2H

parents thatvery talked .  troublen@med
anxietg WDr‘kin Ju le%L'!rC_]K
group knew g right good
little TS5 senstive Wor’;ft birthday ¥eeith, . Approach 2:
groups  idk al speak called basketball think Natural Language
schoal . boxer t enjo i
talking alot SMartenjod Processing
H wanna
bg?:g issues games computers
start . werid row girl classes
Fait e A G 8L antisocial ®MNe focus
9 yes Alex

n M ask
purple SENsitive works lot video

e
sentental QiVERBTS thtwgiﬂkhardhElp

name draw gain talk

anger .
homewOrkeaS'lH abo utusing

Roblox tient
fast : dance prs
#stdrawing campArad new

‘Based on 113 middie school responses. Duplicate responses were removed. Select words that did not provide useful in!onnatlo; were removed, such as “sometimes”,
“I'm", “person”, ‘pecple”, etc



District Public’s analysis helps schools identify and get to better know the groups of students who are especially struggling
with remote learning and may need extra support.

Clustering analysis reveals three distinct groups of students.
The group with the greatest need flagged needing extra help
and greater responsiveness and wants less work assigned

Typical responses by group

Quiestion Group A Group B Group C

Q3 How do you feel overall about distance education? Geod Average Below Average

e Haow siressill is distance leaming f&r you during this time? fm Okay Somewhat Stressful Very Stressful

a5 How peaceful is the environment al home while leaming? Wery Peaceful Moderately peaceful Moderately peaceill
o6 How comforfable are you with Google Classroom? Comforiable Comforiable Mot very comfortable
ar How can Samphe School be mane helpful e you? Top Response (=10 Students)  "Already Helpful” (38) "Mething” (49) "FProwide Exfra Help” (18]
Qv How can Sample School be mare helpful fo you? 2nd Response (=10 Students) “Mething” (31) “Already Helpful" (358)  “Assign Less Work" (18]
Qr How can Sample Schod be maore helpful fe you? 3rd Respense (=10 Siudents) "Be More Reponsive™ (12)

Q7 - Exciudes "Dont Know”, "No Respanse” from the isf of most common esponses

Number of responses by group, by grade
Grade Group A Group B Group C Total

Bth 14 17 21 =)
Tth 14 18 ] 34
2th 15 ] 13 47
gth ar 28 27 7]
10th 22 22 25 ]
11th 10 14 24 45
12ih 17 ) 8 a7
Schoolwide 129 138 127 304
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Grade
level

v V0 vV Vv o

Group

O000O0 (e}

0O

Student name

Student 13

Student 14

Student 15

Student 16

Student 17
Student 18

Student 19

Student 20

Student 21

Student 22

Student 23

Student 24

Student 25

Student 46
Student 47

Student 48

Student 49

Student 50

Student 51

Student 52

Student 53

Student 54

Student 55

Student 56

Student 57

Gender
Pronouns

he/him
they/them
she/her

she/her

she/her
she/her
Actually
she/her
but also
they/them

she/her

he/him

she/her

they/them

she/her

she/her

she/her
she/her

she/her
she/her
he/him
she/her
she/her
he/him
she/her
she/her

she/her

she/her

My favorite food is...

rice in beans

mofongo

Rice,chicken,soup,pi

zza,fries,mc donals,
McDonald's

Baked potato with
steak and corn.
Rice

Macaroni

Sushi

Churros
Burger w/ fries

Lasagna

Yellow Rice with
corn and Mashed
Potatoes. Q@

spaggeti

I don't have a
favorite food I like
all foods

Koren food

i like quesadillas
and salmon

I love my mom’s
cooking anything
she makes

Pizza

Sushi

Chicken nuggets
pizza

Lasagna

Pizza

Ramen

Chicken, mac and
cheese, pizza

My favorite hobby is...
| like being funy

basketball

My favorite hobby is playing with my brothers,doing

art,also painting
Drawing

Play the piano and singing.
Sports

Drawing
Singing
Gaming/Football

Dancing and singing

Gaming

My favorite hobby is to draw.
music/singing

writing and singing
to sleep and eat

i love to paint

Reading, drawing watching anime
Play games

Playing football

to dance

wacthing movies

Drawing and coloring

Gymnastics

art and minecraft

Singing, listening to music, talking to people

One thing | wish my teachers knew about me is...

i love being in your class

i am a person that belives in god. i like doing my work
because in future that is something that will speak up
for me

That | am a nice girl and. | like to paint and do art and
when | grow up | want to be a police officer

That | like to learn more about math.

That | am a very shy person and | be doubting myself a
lot. My mom is always helping me bring my confidence
back on track.

I am not really used to online classes

How much I love art

| don't really know when I'm doing well at something |
always think I'm failing so if I'm doing something right
can you let me know

That homework is really stressful and it’s not good to
give a lot of homework during this pandemic and with
the elections it’s just to stressful

I’m a little shy

How incredibly lazy | can be compared to how much |
can do

One thing | wish my teachers knew about me is the
date of my birthday, October 2nd.

i cansing

I'm very quite and stay to myself most of the time, |
get mad/angry easily.

| don’t like peolpe

i am really hardworking but i can easily get
overwhelmed and i hate being put on the spot
because i get a lot of anxiety.

Hate bullies, shy quiet won’t talk unless | feel
comfortable with you

Im shy

I’m kind of bipolar and now I’'m lazy but | am very
organized

| can't stay focus for that long unless it's something
interesting

idk

Nothing

My name

that | like anime

I love to sing and i’'m very positive

My responsibilities outside of school are...
My reponsibilities are doing homework

doing my homework help my brother with his work if
he needs help

Are to protect my self and also get home safe
Behave.

To stay focus on what’s important and stay on track to
achieve my goals.
Be kind

Making my bed getting ready for work(school) cleaning
my room

Chores

Taking care of myself/my belongings
Chores

Homework

Learning how to cook food and taking care of my pets.
making my bed cooking and taking care of my siblings
when moms at work

go home clean the dishes take the trash out if there is
any and do my work.

asister,a gf,etc

currently nothing just to help around the house, butim
looking top start a small business which is a big
responsibility

Helping my mom around the house

ok good

Playing sports making sure to do all my chores and
taking care of my mom

get good grades and be the best child i can be
not sure

Going home

Go home

Washing dishes

Singing
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We are also able to note trends among groups of students that can illuminate responses to survey questions for further

inquiry and curiosity:

More positive - SWDs

1) When leachers ask hivw you
are d0ing, how masy of them an
really interasied in your answer?

2] Homa Tairty 00 (e aduls ol your
school traat Bhe siudenis?

3} How much respect do Sudents in
your schoal show you?

4] How wall 00 peopde al your school
undersiand you a5 a person’

5) How oflon do your leachers seem
exciled 1o be leaching you classes?

B} How oflen do your teachars take
time o make sune you undearstand
the matenal?

T) Hiow often G0 your leschers make
you explain your answers?

@} How often do you get so focused
on activities in your clisses thal
lose irack of time?

10) Do you beleve it's possibla o
change how talenbed you ara?

11) Dy o il I0% possible 1o
change how much afort you usuull;
put ferth in School

12) How confuden| ase you thal you
an choose an offacie strategy o
gel your schoohvork dong wall?

13) If you 1ad [ reach an mportant
goal, how lely are you to iy again?

-1.00

No difference

More positive - Gen Ed

0,00

Cuffarence of the SWID and non-5W0D average response

Gen Ed students
answered more
positively than
SWDs on 10 of the
12 questions. The
biggest
discrepancy
occurred in
Question 11 (Gen
Ed more positive
than SWDs by
0.51 points).
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By contrast, responses from English proficient students were dramatically
more positive than ELL responses on two questions

The biggest discrepancy occurred in Question 11) Do you believe it's possible to change
how much effort you usually put forth in school?

Responses to Q11 by English proficient students (166 Responses to Q11 by English language learners (15
responses) responses)
Mot at all o Completely possible
Al it
;I‘:omewhal
Completely po-slsnble A 'fE' te
| Quite puesut.nle

Somewhat

Quite possible

English proficient students also answered much more positively than ELLs to Question
10) Do you believe it's possible to change how talented you are?
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We also take the time to analyze and categorize qualitative data to make it more digestible when thinking about school
improvement:

14) What is one change the school could make that would help you succeed?

More challenging or interesting classes & activities

Harder classes (2nd year) .
More AP classes (2nd year) .
Tell students about so many opportunities there are out .
there to help them succeed (4th year)

| would say trying to discuss our interests (4th year) .

| wish they had more clubs (3rd year)
Having the same format of classes becomes boring |
need something that will engage me (4th year)

L]
More learning supports or better teaching
e Quiet spaces to work (1st year) °
e An after school club that solely helps students practice
for the SAT's (4th year) .

Help me with assignments | don't understand (2nd year)
Work in groups so we can all understand (4th year)
Some teachers don't really explain material (3rd year) .
Some teachers get so annoyed when you ask for help .
over and over again...it makes students not even want to °
ask for help (3rd year)

Give more time not everyone going to be on top of they

hw not everything we say is an excuse (1st year)

Many students said the school is already doing well

Nothing because I'm already succeeding (1st year)
Nothing much it's all [up to] me to succeed (2nd year)
| cannot think of anything because the way they do
teach helps me understand (1st year)

| can't think of any changes. It's pretty fine right now.
(3rd year)

Suggestions to strengthen student support

More language inclusion especially letters sent home
(1st year)

Individual meeting times with students for support (2nd
year)

Frequent check-ins (4th year)

Other common suggestions

Fix the Wifi (3rd year)

To be able to leave for lunch (3rd year)

Making the late bell ring [2 or 2.5] minutes after the first
bell. The amount given right now is too little and requires
running in the hallways which is a classic school rule of
"no". (1st year) 7
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Questions with the most vs. the least positive responses

Most positive: 2) How fairly do the adults at your school treat the students?

Least positive: 4) How well do people at your school understand you as a person?

2) How fairly do the adults at your school treat the 4) How well do people at your school understand you as a
students? person?

Not at all fairly Do not understand me. .

Extremely fairly e
19.9%

Completely understam...
8.7%

Understand me quite a...
19.4%

Understand me a little
22.0%

Understand me some.
38.7%

Quite fairly
70.4%

s
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6) Individual Student Reports for Families,
Students and Teachers

District Public can help you deliver personalized reports
to keep students and families informed and engaged
about student learning. Deliver information by mail or
email, with student attendance, learning progress,
grades, or any other information you would like to
include - building on the systems you are already using.

I Grads: ath Grade

Class: 401

Diear Farnily Members of:

This repart is to inform you how [l has done in scheal this year, to help you best support him to succeed. Please review the
information carefully and let = know if you have any guestions. Blanks mean there is no infarmation. Thank you!

Attendance

As of 3/11/23, the rumber of days this school year that IR D s thin whesl yaar
has been absent i 8. That is the same amount his classmates. . =
You can have a big impact on [ Attendance by ensuring
that be is in school every day. Tiypical Student 8

I 1 v rcn Hislory Seheol Altmdince

201192000 20H)-J021 TOFE-200T year bodats M03E-202T yaar to date

Dy At 18 13 & & typical days tmart
Amendance Rate 4% 8926 9.7 SO0 typical sttensacce rase

Reading and Math Skills

-n-uk several assessments measwning his skills in reading and math. MAP measures achievement and progress in reading and math
far grades 3-8 Fountas & Pinnell measures resding skills in all grades, and Acadience measures sarky reading skills in grades K-2. These results

are used by t=a<her to design lessons so he progresses with theses skills.

Reading
MAF Assessment (Grades 3-8 only) Fountas & Pinnell Assessment Acadience [Grades K-2 only)
Achievenent Quintie Independant Reading Status Reading Composite Score Status
Winrter 2022: Average Winter E L1 - Bebow Standard ‘Winter 2022: Dl mt rinkef
Fall 2021: Average Fall 2: Dl mt rinkef
On the MAP Winter Reading Assessment, N Thet FEP Independependent Reading Status Leved The Reading Composite Scone Status
scored as well as or better than 46 percent of tels us how veelll IR = read without comgares [N reading skills to

benchamarks in reading we expect him
o meet.

Stusdkents in his peer group in reading across the SLPDOT.
country.

Yeu can help [ with reading by:
— Allowing him to choose his own books to nead and encouraging him to read often.
— Talking to him abouwt whatever book, magazine, graphic novel or cther material he is reading. Ask questions abaut it.
— ke sure NN comes to schoal every day!

Math
MAP Azzsessment (Grades 3-8 only)
Achievement Quintile
Winter Z0EE Low-Awerage

Fall 2021: Average

O thir MAP Winter Math fssesement, [l scored 2 well asor
better than 39 percent of students in his peer grown in math across the
COUnry.

You can help IEEEith math by:
— Playing games inwolving numbers like Monopaly or 24,
— If you feel anxiaus about math, try not to bet it show tn-. - #=tching you for cues shout how to feel and staying positive
will hedp him.
— Myllaios sure _:Dln:s- to school every day!
Flease let us know if you have any questions abaut this report.
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Grading:

7) Equity Analysis

How do you know if your school is grading students fairly and equitably? District Public can provide an analysis that shows
how students have been graded compared to what we would expect based on their performance on standardized
assessments (e.g. MAP). This analysis can help inform conversations among teachers and leadership about grading and

equity.

Estimated differences in course grades attributable to disability status, language learner status, and gender

SWD vs. Otherwise Similar Students

0.9 English
0.9 Social Studies
3D Math
-2.9 Science
-1.0 Electives (avg)
-6.0 -4.0 2.0 0.0 2.0

Estimated difference in course grades

-6.0

ELL vs. Otherwise Similar Students

-0.6
-0.6
i/
=0
15
-4.0 -2.0 0.0 2.0

Estimated difference in course grades

4.0

English

Social Studies

Math

Science

Electives (avg)

-6.0

Boys vs. Otherwise Similar Girls

-5.0 -4.0 -3.0 -2.0 -1.0
Estimated difference in course grades

0.0

English

Social Studies

Math

Science

Electives (avg)

Left chart shows average difference in marking period 2 grades between SpEd and GenEd students who are matched on 2019 test score, 2019-20 grade level, 2019-20 attendance (through March 2020), ELL

status, and gender. Middle and right charts are analogous.

Charts show the estimated differences due solely to disability status, language status, or gender, which means that these estimates are additive. In other words, we estimate that a boy who is both SWD
and ELL was graded, on average, 8.1 points lower in science than a typical girl who is neither SWD nor ELL (but has the same 2019 test score, has the same 2019-20 attendance, and is in the same grade

Grey bars represent estimates that are very uncertain. This means there's a good chance that there's no real difference in average grades for this subject between the two groups being compared.
No meaningful differences were observed in any subject attributable to students' free lunch eligibility or housing status.

Students were matched on 2019 ELA exam scores for comparisons of English, Social Studies, Science and Elective grades. Scores from the 2019 math exam were used for comparisons of math grades.
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Subgroup analysis:

We can also compare subgroups to their counterparts as a way of identifying which students it might be beneficial to focus on
in your inquiry work. This example displays screener results by subgroups requested by one of our schools.

On the Math MAP assessment™, the greatest gap (17 points) was between
economically disadvantaged students and non-economically disadvantaged
students.

Of the subgroups listed, all had a 10 point or greater gap with their comparison group on their average math RIT score.

Math MAP Fall 2021

220
215

@ 215 213 213
8 211
vy
— 210
o
@
% 205 203
o 201 202
< 200

195

190

) N A B o S 2 5\ "
"”@ Q\@ @ o & .\\(? & \T'@ &
& 3 Ny o & P S\ & &
6.“;\ ) S ‘%{b QJ\'D 'bcl_ (}‘Q -{O% \_’b%
J S oy > 3 & &
o 4 S ‘bb
‘.‘xo Qf;b 6&
a2 '?}\-5.
-\LQ' &
g &
& &
Q’L ‘-QS"
*MAP Math assessment was given to 3-8™ graders in late October and early November 2021. <
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Whatever subgroups and trends you would like to learn more about, we can make it happen. Here is an attendance analysis
displaying trends from pre-pandemic to current day.

Looking at race alone, multi-racial students’ attendance has dropped the
most, while Asian and American Indian students are attending at higher rates
than they were last year

Attendance by racial subgroups
100%

95% 95%

54%
o 93% 9% 93% 93%
92% 32% ;e

90% 90%

90% 89%
87% 87%

85%
80%
75%
70%
65%
60%

Schoolwide (689) Black (246) Hispanic (91) White (257) Asian (30) American Indian (11) Multi-racial (37)

® 2021-2022 YTD attendance as of 11/12 = 2020-2021 2019-2020 (pre-pandemic)
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8) NYSESLAT Analysis

There continues to be a strong and growing focus on multilingual student and their progress. How is each grade doing in
general and across modalities with ELL students? Subgroups within? What are individual students’ strengths and
weaknesses? Our NYSESLAT analysis can help you better understand your students’ progress or decline over time in each
modality, by placing each on a comparable scale.

schooiwide  School Summary - Current ELLs aswdems PP

Results by school, grade, and subgroup are provided an ELL level equivalent (e.g. Entering, Emerging, Transitioning, etc) for each modality. Current ELLs are all ELLs
enrolled in 2021-2020, including any currently enrolled student who took the NYSITEL in 2021 and scored lower than Commanding, plus any student who took the 2021
NYSESLAT and scored lower than Commanding level. Former ELLs are students who reached Commanding level on the 2017, 2019, or 2021 NYSESLAT. 1st Year Former
ELLs are those who reached Commanding on the 2021 NYSESLAT. Performance by Modality considers only currently enrolloed students who took the NYSESLAT in 2021.

Performance by Modality* - 2021 NYSESLAT Takers
M Expancing - All values are expressed as percentage of possible points, by taking the scaled score (minmum of 30,

maximum of 90) and converting it into percentage of possible points. For example, a scale score of
€0 is represented as 50% of possible points.

Group #of2021
Current ElLs N:::T Total Listening Speaking Reading Writing
Schoolwide 122 58 51% 47% 77% 47% 34%
Kindergarten 15
Grade 1 19 9 53% 50% 64% 57% 43%
Grade 2 18 11 36% 31% 66% 35% Co12%
Grade 3 22 12 54% 48% - 81% 46% 35%
Grade 4 26 14 51% 6% o o82% 42% 32%
Grade 5 23 12 61% 60% . 80% 57% 48%
Females 56 27 57% 52% . 80% 52% 43%
Males 66 31 46% 43% 74% 43% 26%
Special Ed 10 4 43% 43% . 78% 40% o o10%
General Ed 112 54 52% 47% 77% 48% 36%
>=3 Yrs as ELL* 39 38 55% 51% . o83% 49% 36%
<3VrsasELL 83 20 44% 39% 64% a4% 29%

* Students with no NYSITEL data available are not included in this calculation.



Year
Initially
Tested
Student Name SWD [NYTL)

Class 302 (23 Students)

2018
2021
2017
2017
2018
2019
1 2018
1 2018
2018
2018
2021
2017
2021
2021
2021
2021
2018
2018
2017
2021
2017
2021
2021

Starting
Level
(NYTL)

Class 302 - Current and Former ELLs

Legend m Emerging  Transitioning Expanding |Commanding

ELL Level
2019 2021
EX TR

EM
EX
TR
EX EM
EM
EM
EX TR
EX o'}
EX EX
TR EM
EX
TR
EX
TR
EX EX
EM
TR EM
EM
EX EX
TR

2019

61%

a0%
66%

60%
52%

67%

75%
68%

57%
2%
57%
72%
53%
66%

56%

a5%

78%

59%

Total

2021

56%

58%
42%

30%

58%

T70%

45%

78%
40%
36%

7%

+f-

5%

18%

9%

+9%

+2%

12%

+11%

20%

0%

2019

65%

58%
58%

a45%
55%

72%

72%

67%
67%
67%
72%
67%
67%

55%
52%

62%

Listening

2021

51%

55%
37%
35%

T

Performance by Modality

14%

15%

23%

5%

3%

18%

12%

20%

5%

2019

61%

63%
70%

57%
4%

52%

55%

5T%
63%

57%

70%

Speaking
2021

g5

8 3§ B¢

§ §%§

+f-

+27%

+32%

+32%

+17%

+37%

+33%

+40%

+20%

+8%

2013

2%

37%

AAF IR

58%
55%

2%

Reading

2021

48%

30%
30%

57%

92%
62%

33%

30%
30%

70%

+/-

24%

57%

20%

+15%

25%

33%

T

28%

7%

23 Students

2019

48%

Writing
2021

37%

B60%

52%
43%

67%

55%

38%
67%
38%
67%
55%
52%

52%

e
L
27%
a2%

68%
55%

75%

60%

33%

62%

DP

11%

33%

25%

+8%

+0%

30%

+23%
52%

+2%



9) Executive Summary
Do you have all your data in one place and still can’t easily make sense of it? Allow us. We put together top-level reports for
principals regarding attendance, test results, SEL surveys and any other data sources you would like to make meaning of.

Fewer students than in the Fall have very high attendance, and fewer have very
low attendance

66% of students are attending school over 90% of the time. This marks an 11 percentage point drop from the fall. However nearly 0% of
students are attending under 50% of the time, an improvement from the fall.

Fall 21-22 Winter 21-22

34, 5% 2,0% 33,5%

37,
5%

86, 13%
190, 29%

434, 66%
537, 77%

= Under 50% 20-75% 75-90% Over 50%
» Under 50% 50-75% 75-90% Over 90% 3

*Attendance as of 11/12/21 *Attendance as of 2/25/22
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There are 42 students
who are chronically
absent this year who
were NOT chronically
absent last year.

This is an increase of 26 students from
the fall. What might have changed for
these students that is keeping them out
of school?

aaaaaa

BT

B

ET%

nnnnnnnnn

R

%

]
2%

‘.Ji.

gEEs 18
F A e

PR3 85

B

EXTRE

ra%
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Attendance for all grade levels has dipped from years prior with 3rd graders dipping the
most from an average of 90.9% in 20-21 to an average of 86.7% YTD.

#2021-2022 ¥TD attendance is as of 2/15/22
Attendance Rate, currently enrolled students™®

95 7% 96.1%

93 7% 93.6% 34.5% 93.9% AT
92.7% : 92 3%
91.7% 91.3% 91.2%

89.7%
e 88.2% 87.8% 88.0% g7 g9

91.2%
89.0%

A%
90.7%  91.2%

87.6%

Schoolwide (197) Grade 0K (16)  Grade 1(15) Grade 2 (19) Grade 3 (20) Grade 4 (21) Grade 5 (29) Grade 6 (23) Grade 7 (28) Grade 8 (26)

2019-2020 pre-pandemic 2020-2021 2021-2022 YTD (as of 2115/22)

*This analysis is by cohort, not yvear over year. For example, data on Gth grade attendance for 2020-2021 and 2019-2020 refers to the current 6th graders
when they were in 5th and 4th grades, nof students who were 6th graders in 2019-2020 and 2020-2021

[=3]
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10) Reading Assessments

District Public has experience analyzing F&P, DRP, and any other reading assessment you are using. Our reading assessment
reports can inform ELA, small group, and pull-out instruction. We pair our reports with impactful inquiry guidance to guide
school teams on not just what to improve, but how.

Overall, 60% of students are at benchmark or above,

according to Acadience, for the four domains highlighted

below.

Group

Composite Score

First Sound Fluency (FSF)

Phoneme Segmentation
Fluency (PSF)

Correct Letter Sounds
(CLS)

Whole Words Read (CLS)

Oral Reading - Words
Correct (CR)

Oral Reading - Retell

Oral Reading - Retell
Quality

Pet of St;l:::r::.::kur above ELA Winter - Pct of Students at each Benchmark Level
# Took
+/ Pctmeeting  Acadience | well below below at above

'.:ra: +_ Fall Winter benchmark Legend  benchmark benchmark benchmark benchmark

inter _

300 58% 57% -1% 26% 17% 19% 38%

56 75% 64% 11% 16%  20% 46% 18%

56 16% 52% 36% 23% 25% 39% 13%

117 21% 46% 25% 34% 20% 21% 26%

61 64% 57% 7% 26% 16% 26% 3%

244 48% 66% 18% 23% 1% [17% 50%

166 63% 64% 1% 17% 18% 4% I0%

166 62% 93% 31% 0% 93% 0%
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Students made progress on the DRP from Fall to Winter, but

most are still reading well below grade level

Students who took both the Fall and Winter DRP ticked up .3 raw score points but had about the same percentage (~27-28%) approaching or
reaching grade level (high level 2 or higher). 6" grade had the largest percentage of students approaching or at grade level (33% in winter), and
grew more in raw score points than the other grades - but the percentage of them reaching high level 2 or higher dropped slightly from 36% in Fall.

DRP Growth*

# Took Fall DRP Fall % on or Winter  Winter % on ar Grow th
Group # Students DRE FaII*+ Avg Score approachinﬁ DRPAvwy approaching (Change in

Winter grade level Score grade level DRP Score)
Schoolwide 536 236 57.2 28% 57.5 27% +0.3
6th Grade 53 45 50.5 36% 51.9 33% +1.4
7th Grade 60 47 54.5 28% 54.3 30% -0.2
8th Grade 59 45 54.7 22% 54.3 18% -0.4
9th Grade 130 36 58.2 58.1 -0.1
10th Grade 99 63 65.3 65.9 +0.6

* This analysis considers only students w ho have scores for both Fall and Winter 21-22 DRP. Analysis that considers DRP levels
applies only to the Gth, Tth, and Bth graders, w hile analysis considering raw scores includes 9th and 10th graders as well. This is
because at the time of analysis there w as no conversion table that assigned levels to each score for 9th and 10th graders.

8th graders stagnated
on the assessment,
dropping points from
Fall to Winter, with
only 18%
approaching or
above grade level.
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F&P by grade: On the Winter F&P assessment™*, 33% of students are reading at or above
grade level. Grades 3 and 5 have the largest percentage of students at or above standard.
Grades 4 and 7 have the lowest.

Winter F&P Level by Grade

0% 10% 20% 30% 0% 50% 80% 70% 80% 80% 100%

Schoolwide (243) 48% 19% 24% 8%

Kindergarten (31) 26% 61% 13%
Grade 1 (27) 59% 15% 4%
Grade 2 (24) 58% 29% 13%
Grade 3 (32) 47% 16% 16%
Grade 4 (27) T4% 15% % 4%
Grade 5 (30) 37% 27% 23% 13%
Grade 6 (40) 48% 13% 38% 3%
Grade 7 (32) 72% 13% 13%

L1 - Below Standard L2 - Approaching Standard L3 - Meets Standard L4 - Exceeds Standard

*Based on the F&P data that was available in the F&P tracker on 4/12/22. Because Winter F&P data had only letters, and not levels (e.g. “1level
below”), we used the January TC benchmarks for F&P published in 2017 to determine how students letter scores correspond with their levels.
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11) District Offerings

Are you a superintendent and responsible for large amounts of schools? Do you wish it weren’t so difficult to get specific,
customized information about your district and make meaning of it? We are here to help. We can take any information
publicly available data or that which you provide and work with you to create and understand what is happening in your
district.

4 year August graduation rates ranged from 49.2% (09X404) to 96.9%
(09X365) for the 2016 cohort in Districts 7/9/12.

Over half of 09X250 graduates earned an advanced Regents diploma. By contrast, while 09X231 had a graduation rate nearly
as high (85.3% compared to 87.6%), no students at this school earned an advanced Regents diploma.
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09X329, 09X412, and 12X550 had the highest graduation rates for
ELLs among the D7/9/12 high schools.

07X221, 12X478, and 09X231 had the highest graduation rates for SWDs — each graduated over 80% of SWDs among the
2016 cohort (as of August 2020).

Graduation rates - 2016 cohort 4 year August - ELLs vs. SWDs vs. All Students - D7/9/12
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There is no clear pattern of change in the distribution

of English Language Learners and students with |IEPs
among D13 schools

District 13 Schools - Pct ELL - Distribution over time District 13 Schools - Pct IEP - Distribution over time
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12) Data Trackers and Teacher Summaries

Tired of flipping between systems to find data on students’ progress? District Public can bring your disparate data sources
together into one, custom built, easy-to-navigate tool so you can see your key student data all in one place. We provide
focused, easy-to-consume data to inform decisions at the school level, specifically where to focus your inquiry efforts.

StudentName

StudentMame

Student grade, class, and demographics Attendance &P Fall 20; F&P Winter 2022 MAP ELA (3-5) Fall 2021
Winter Test
21-22 Fall 2122 2122 Duratio Understand Understand
21-22 Attendanc  20-21 19-20 Instructio Instructio n Rapid Overall Overall Dverall Key ldeas. Language,
S5TH Housing Grade 21-22 erate as Attenda Attenda nal Score nal Score Instructional Score 2 [minute Guessi RIT  Percent Achievement Details. and Craft, and
Status SwWD ELL Gender Ethnicity Level Class of 3N nce rate nce rate 2 Status Test Date 5] ng Score ile Quintile Connections  Structure
Y STH_Deca ~ swD_ T ELL_{ ¥ | Gend ¥ |ETH Decc ~ ldeled ™ Plass| ™ | ¥ l122 w71 ¥ |2021) ¥ 1920 ¥ | ¥ instrug ¥ aI_Scori ~ Y17 leaTest) T a1 Y [mar Y eac ¥ [Fad 7 |ELA Overa T |FLA_Under T |ELA Under| T
F Hispanic 04 401 100.0% 98.3% 100.0% a 10/7/2021 52 25 191 37 Lofvg LoAvg Lofveg
M Hispanic 04 402 96.3% P 10/7/2021 21 200 188 30 Lofvg LoAvg LoAve
Shelter Y M Black 04 503 714% 44 6% 67.0%
Y F Hispanic 04 401 B85.5% 92.0% 92.2% o] 10/7/2021 40 0.0 181 18 Low Low Low
F Black 04 402 98.1% 100.0% 96.5% L 10/7/2021 74 25 185 46 Avg Avg Avg
Shelter M Black 04 402 94.1%
F Black 04 402 99.0% 94.9% 99.1% o] P L2 - Approaching Standard 10/7/2021 77 0.0 196 48 Avg Ave LoAve
Y M Black 04 403 90.1% 90.9% B7.8% A
F Hispanic 04 401 98.1% 98.3% 93.0% N P L2 - Approaching Standard 10/7/2021 30 5.0 193 41 Avg Avg LoAvg
Y M Black 04 503 98.1% 93.1% 99.1% E G L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 22 7.5 165 3 Low Low Low
Avg LoAve LoAve
M Hispanic 04 401 94.5% 98.9% 93.0% (o] a L3 - Meets Standard 10/7/2021 80 0.0 194 a4
Y F Black 04 503 66.6% 40.6% 53.0% K M L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 105 0.0 193 41 Avg LoAvg Lodvg
Shelter F Black 04 401 88.2% 85.7% B4.3% N (o] L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 82 00 209 77 HiAvg HiAvg High
Shelter Y M Hispanic 04 401 98.1% 82.0% 99.1% L N L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 37 50 180 16 Low Low Low
Shelter Y M Hispanic 04 401 89.1% 97.7% 93.0% L o L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 30 5.0 187 28 LoAvg LoAvg Low
Y M Black 04 401 82.7% 97.1% Q4 3% H H L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 28 0.0 161 2 Low Low Low
Shelter M Hispanic 04 401 20.9% 56.0% 97 6% A B L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 11 100 150 1 Low Low Low
Y M Hispanic 04 401 62.5% 66.3% 99.1%
Other temp hou F Black 04 402 100.0% 1000% 98.3% o] L2 - Approaching Standard 10/7/2021 62 0.0 154 44 Avg HiAvg LoAve
Y Y F Hispanic 04 401 95.4% 989% 94 8% c L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 64 83 176 11 Low Low Low
Doubled Up F Hispanic 04 402 98.1% 96.6% 90.3% K 10/7/2021 49 0.0 182 19 Low Avg Low
F Hispanic 04 402 89.1% 92.6% 86.1% L M L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 71 0.0 202 62 Hidvg HiAvg Hitwg
M Black 04 401 88.2% 92.6% B86.1% 1 L L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 50 0.0 184 23 LoAvg LoAvg Lodvg
Shelter ¥ Y M Hispanic 04 401 94.5% B89.1% 94.8% L N L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 45 0.0 195 46 Avg Avg Avg
F Black 04 401 99.0% 92.0% 98.3% 1 K L1 - Below Standard 10/7/2021 36 0.0 180 16 Low Low Low
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Teacher summaries serve as data trackers at the classroom level to inform instructional decisions.

Class 301 - 2021-2022 Winter - Teacher List - ELA 18 students DP'

- o G~ I
Par [UmET LT wE TSN N - W Attendance: > $6% S086% 5090% | 0%

F&P MAP ELA - Fall 2021 MAP ELA - Winter 2021 Attendance
FEP FEP Overall Key Overall Key Fall to Winter Fall to Winter -
Temp Instructional Instructional Rapid OwerallRIT  Achisvement  Meas, Details, Language, Crak, Acguisition and Rapid Overall T Achievement  Ideas, Details, Language, Crak, Acquisition and  Growth{RIT Growth AttendanceYTD Attendance
Student Name IEP ELL Housing Level Fall  Lewel Winter Guessing Score Quintile and Connections  and Structure Use Guessing Score Quintile and Connections  and Structure Use Paints) Quintile® (= 0f3/11/22) 2020-2021
Class 301 174 183 a 87% 6%
P
K
Y H s
v " S
L M 25 179
¢ s
L
v . o m
N 188
« -
.

* MAP growth Per i ted by quintile. vth i ich di de fr Fall to Winter relativeto peers who started with the same Overall RIT Score.



13) Customized Solutions

Are you seeking the answers to other questions? Spending much too much time wrangling Google Sheets and Google Forms?
District Public can help. Whatever the task — big or small — let us help you. Contact us to schedule a videoconference or phone
call.
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