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ANNUAL REPORT ON SCHOOL PERFORMANCE PARCC RESULTS: SPRING 2015 AND SPRING 2016 ADMINISTRATIONS



Measuring College and Career Readiness



MAPLE SHADE DISTRICT SEPTEMBER 28, 2016
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NEW JERSEY’S STATEWIDE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM ◼ 2016 marks the 2nd administration of the Partnership for Assessment of Readiness for College and Careers (PARCC) and the first opportunity to compare year-to-year results as the following slides will show. ◼ Students took PARCC English Language Arts and Literacy Assessments (ELA/L) in grades 3 – 11. ◼ Students took PARCC Mathematics Assessments in grades 3 – 8 and End of Course Assessments in Algebra I, Geometry, and Algebra II.
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PARCC PERFORMANCE LEVELS ◼ Level 1: Not yet meeting grade-level expectations ◼ Level 2: Partially meeting grade-level expectations ◼ Level 3: Approaching grade-level expectations ◼ Level 4: Meeting grade-level expectations ◼ Level 5: Exceeding grade-level expectations
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COMPARISON OF NEW JERSEY’S SPRING 2015 AND SPRING 2016 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY



Not Yet Meeting Expectations (Level 1)



Partially Meeting Expectations (Level 2)



Approaching Expectations (Level 3)



Meeting Expectations (Level 4)



Exceeding Expectations (Level 5)



% Change in Level 1 and Level 2



% Change in Level 4 and Level 5 (College and Career Ready)



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



Grade 3



15.1%



13.5%



17.8%



16.0%



23.7%



23.0%



38.6%



41.3%



4.9%



6.2%



3.4%



4.1%



Grade 4



7.8%



8.2%



14.5%



13.5%



26.6%



24.8%



39.4%



40.8%



11.7%



12.7%



0.6%



2.4%



Grade 5



7.2%



6.7%



15.1%



14.7%



26.1%



25.3%



45.1%



46.4%



6.4%



6.9%



0.9%



1.7%



Grade 6



7.9%



7.5%



15.5%



14.1%



27.8%



26.2%



39.7%



41.3%



9.1%



11.0%



1.9%



3.5%



Grade 7



10.8%



9.5%



14.5%



12.5%



23.1%



21.6%



33.9%



35.6%



17.7%



20.7%



3.3%



4.7%



Grade 8



11.5%



10.1%



14.6%



13.0%



22.3%



21.7%



39.1%



40.7%



12.5%



14.5%



3.0%



3.6%



Grade 9



17.6%



12.9%



19.0%



15.0%



23.6%



23.1%



30.3%



35.8%



9.5%



13.2%



8.7%



9.2%



Grade 10



25.3%



20.9%



17.7%



14.2%



20.3%



20.4%



25.6%



31.0%



11.0%



13.4%



7.8%



7.7%



Grade 11*



16.7%



18.5%



18.7%



18.1%



23.5%



23.3%



30.1%



31.7%



10.9%



8.4%



1.1%



0.9%



*Grade 11 does not include students who took an AP/IB test. Notes: Data shown is preliminary. Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.
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COMPARISON OF NEW JERSEY’S SPRING 2015 AND SPRING 2016 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS MATHEMATICS Not Yet Meeting Expectations (Level 1)



Partially Meeting Expectations (Level 2)



Approaching Expectations (Level 3)



Meeting Expectations (Level 4)



Exceeding Expectations (Level 5)



% Change in Level 1 and Level 2



% Change in Level 4 and Level 5 (College and Career Ready)



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



Grade 3



8.3%



8.1%



18.5%



15.9%



28.3%



24.3%



36.9%



39.0%



8.0%



12.7%



2.8%



6.8%



Grade 4



7.2%



8.0%



21.9%



18.6%



30.3%



26.8%



36.3%



41.2%



4.3%



5.4%



2.5%



5.9%



Grade 5



6.1%



6.2%



20.7%



18.3%



32.1%



28.2%



34.9%



38.4%



6.1%



8.8%



2.3%



6.2%



Grade 6



7.6%



8.9%



21.4%



19.1%



30.2%



29.1%



34.8%



35.6%



6.0%



7.3%



1.0%



2.2%



Grade 7



7.7%



9.0%



22.3%



20.1%



33.3%



32.3%



33.0%



33.5%



3.8%



5.2%



0.9%



1.9%



Grade 8*



21.9%



21.5%



26.2%



25.3%



28.4%



27.5%



23.0%



24.9%



0.5%



0.7%



1.3%



2.1%



Algebra I



13.8%



12.8%



25.3%



21.3%



25.0%



24.8%



32.9%



37.3%



3.1%



3.9%



5.0%



5.2%



Algebra II



31.7%



33.5%



24.5%



22.6%



19.9%



18.8%



22.3%



22.7%



1.6%



2.4%



0.1%



1.1%



Geometry



12.4%



10.5%



35.6%



31.1%



29.7%



31.4%



19.5%



23.2%



2.9%



3.8%



6.3%



4.6%



*Approximately 30,000 New Jersey students in grade 8 participated in the PARCC Algebra I assessment. Thus, PARCC Math 8 outcomes are not representative of grade 8 performance as a whole. Notes: Data shown is preliminary. Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.
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COMPARISON OF NEW JERSEY STUDENTS TESTED SPRING 2015 AND SPRING 2016 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY



Students Tested



2016



2015



Year to Year Increase



Grade 3



99,045



95,227



3,818



Grade 4



96,823



93,769



3,054



Grade 5



95,760



94,599



1,161



Grade 6



96,896



92,578



4,318



Grade 7



95,979



90,227



5,752



Grade 8



94,266



88,421



5,845



Grade 9



93,830



81,574



12,256



Grade 10



84,903



71,659



13,244



Grade 11*



68,862



61,768



7,094



TOTAL



826,364



769,822



56,542



*Grade 11 does not include students who took an AP/IB test. Note: Data shown is preliminary. “Students Tested” represents individual valid test scores for English Language Arts/Literacy.
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COMPARISON OF NEW JERSEY STUDENTS TESTED SPRING 2015 AND SPRING 2016 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS MATHEMATICS



Students Tested



2016



2015



Year to Year Increase



Grade 3



99,846



95,932



3,914



Grade 4



97,620



94,484



3,136



Grade 5



96,449



95,293



1,156



Grade 6



97,546



93,128



4,418



Grade 7



93,114



87,300



5,814



Grade 8*



60,768



58,078



2,690



Algebra I



106,118



91,740



14,378



Algebra II



74,643



58,026



16,617



Geometry



84,589



71,137



13,452



TOTAL



810,693



745,118



65,575



*Approximately 30,000 New Jersey students in grade 8 participated in the PARCC Algebra I assessment in place of the 8th grade Math assessment. Notes: Data shown is preliminary. “Students Tested” represents individual valid test scores for Mathematics.
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COMPARISON OF MAPLE SHADE SCHOOL DISTRICT’S SPRING 2015 AND SPRING 2016 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY



Not Yet Meeting Expectations (Level 1)



Partially Meeting Expectations (Level 2)



Approaching Expectations (Level 3)



Meeting Expectations (Level 4)



Exceeding Expectations (Level 5)



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



Grade 3



28%



23%



24%



24%



24%



30%



22%



23%



1%



0



Grade 4



9%



10%



22%



18%



31%



28%



35%



39%



4%



5%



Grade 5



11%



7%



27%



16%



34%



36%



23%



36%



4%



5%



Grade 6



11%



5%



13%



18%



33%



36%



42%



33%



1%



8%



Grade 7



14%



15%



21%



15%



37%



31%



26%



30%



3%



9%



Grade 8



10%



10%



16%



22%



34%



36%



36%



30%



4%



2%



Grade 9



13%



9%



16%



17%



26%



26%



40%



44%



5%



4%



Grade 10



19%



16%



20%



20%



25%



22%



30%



34%



6%



8%



Grade 11*



14%



12%



9%



14%



21%



19%



43%



41%



13%



15%



*Grade 11 does not include students who took an AP/IB test. Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.
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Percent of students that met or exceeded expectations ELA grades 3-8



9



Percent of students that met or exceeded expectations ELA grades 9-11
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COMPARISON OF MAPLE SHADE SCHOOL DISTRICT’S 2015-2016 SPRING PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY



% Change in Level 1 and Level 2 MAPLE SHADE SCHOOL DISTRICT



% Change in Level 4 and Level 5 State



MAPLE SHADE SCHOOL DISTRICT



State



Grade 3



52%-47%



5%



3.4%



23%-23%



SAME



4.1%



Grade 4



31%-28%



3%



0.6%



39%-44%



5%



2.4%



Grade 5



38%-23%



15%



0.9%



27%-41%



14%



1.7%



Grade 6



24%-23%



1%



1.9%



43%-41%



2%



3.5%



Grade 7



35%-30%



5%



3.3%



29%-39%



10%



4.7%



Grade 8



26%-32%



3%



3.0%



40%-32%



8%



3.6%



Grade 9



29%-26%



3%



8.7%



45%-48%



3%



9.2%



Grade 10



39%-36%



3%



7.8%



36%-42%



6%



7.7%



Grade 11*



23%-26%



1.1%



56%-56%



SAME



0.9%



*Grade 11 does not include students who took an AP/IB test. Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. - An up arrow indicates an increase of the % change from the previous year where a down arrow shows a decrease of the % change from the previous year.
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SUMMARY OF ELA DATA ➔ Focus on Grade level curriculum: Improvements / Growth : ❖ Grades 4,5,6 and 7 ❖ Grade 10 was in line with state results ❖ Grade 11 we exceeded state results ❖ Grades 3,8, and 9 remained consistent from 2015 to 2016 ➔ Evidence in growth for Class of 2017, 2018,2019, 2022, 2023, 2024, 2025 12



COMPARISON OF MAPLE SHADE SCHOOL DISTRICT’S SPRING 2015 AND SPRING 2016 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS MATHEMATICS



Not Yet Meeting Expectations (Level 1)



Partially Meeting Expectations (Level 2)



Approaching Expectations (Level 3)



Meeting Expectations (Level 4)



Exceeding Expectations (Level 5)



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



2015



2016



Grade 3



22%



13%



33%



33%



29%



32%



17%



21%



0



1%



Grade 4



10%



14%



40%



26%



35%



34%



15%



26%



0



0



Grade 5



5%



6%



32%



33%



38%



33%



22%



26%



3%



2%



Grade 6



9%



5%



21%



22%



37%



43%



32%



24%



2%



7%



Grade 7



11%



13%



25%



23%



40%



40%



21%



24%



2%



1%



Grade 8*



16%



34%



27%



35%



28%



24%



28%



7%



0



0



Algebra I



18%



11%



29%



21%



34%



34%



18%



32%



0



1%



Algebra II



29%



50%



19%



22%



17%



14%



14%



0



0



Geometry



10%



7%



43%



36%



38%



7%



12%



0



0



35% 47%



*Some students in grade 8 participated in the PARCC Algebra I assessment in place of the 8th grade Math assessment. Thus, PARCC Math 8 outcomes are not representative of grade 8 performance as a whole. Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.
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Percent of students that met or exceeded expectations MATH grades 3-8



14



Percent of students that met or exceeded expectations HIGH SCHOOL MATH
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COMPARISON OF MAPLE SHADE SCHOOL DISTRICT 2015-2016 SPRING PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS MATHEMATICS



% %Change Changein inLevel Level11and andLevel Level22 MAPLE  DISTRICT



% %Change Changein inLevel Level44and andLevel Level55



State State



MAPLE  DISTRICT



State State



Grade 3



55%-46%



9%



2.8%



2.8%



17%-22%



5%



6.8% 6.8%



Grade 4



50%-40%



10%



2.5%



2.5%



15%-26%



11%



5.9% 5.9%



Grade 5



37%-39%



2%



2.3%



2.3%



25%-28%



3%



6.2% 6.2%



Grade 6



30%-27%



3%



1.0%



1.0%



34%-31%



3%



2.2% 2.2%



Grade 7



36%-36%



SAME



0.9%



0.9%



23%-25%



2%



1.9% 1.9%



Grade 8



43%-69%



26%



1.3%



1.3%



28%-7%



21%



2.1% 2.1%



Algebra I*



47%-32%



15%



5.0%



5.0%



18%-33%



15%



5.2% 5.2%



Algebra II



64%-69%



5%



0.1%



0.1%



14%-14%



SAME



1.1% 1.1%



Geometry



57%-50%



7%



6.3%



6.3%



7%-12%



5%



4.6% 4.6%



*Some students in grade 8 participated in the PARCC Algebra I assessment in place of the 8th grade Math assessment. Thus, PARCC Math 8 outcomes are not representative of grade 8 performance as a whole. Notes: Data shown is preliminary. Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. - An up arrow indicates an increase of the % change from the previous year where a down arrow shows a decrease of the % change from the previous year.
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SUMMARY of MATH DATA ➔ Improvements/ Growth in Grades 3 and 6 and Algebra 1 ➔ Consistent Scores in Grades 4 and 5 ➔ Evidence in Growth: Class of 2023, 2024, and 2025
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COMPARISON OF MAPLE SHADE SCHOOL DISTRICT’S STUDENTS TESTED SPRING 2015 AND SPRING 2016 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY



Students Tested



Difference



2016



2015



Grade 3



182



182



SAME



Grade 4



166



161



+5



Grade 5



165



184



-19



Grade 6



175



156



+19



Grade 7



160



150



+10



Grade 8



148



154



-6



Grade 9



151



130



+21



Grade 10



125



126



-1



Grade 11*



128



117



+11



TOTAL



1400



1360



+40



*Grade 11 does not include students who took an AP/IB test. Note: “Students Tested” represents individual valid test scores for English Language Arts/Literacy.
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COMPARISON OF MAPLE SHADE SCHOOL DISTRICT’S STUDENTS TESTED SPRING 2015 AND SPRING 2016 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS MATHEMATICS



Students Tested



Year to Year Increase



2016



2015



Grade 3



182



160



+13



Grade 4



167



161



+6



Grade 5



167



184



-17



Grade 6



177



156



+21



Grade 7



159



154



+5



Grade 8*



101



128



-27



Algebra I



174



141



+33



Algebra II



115



112



+3



Geometry



134



112



+22



TOTAL



1376



1317



+59



*Some students in grade 8 participated in the PARCC Algebra I assessment in place of the 8th grade Math assessment. Thus, PARCC Math 8 outcomes are not representative of grade 8 performance as a whole. Notes: “Students Tested” represents individual valid test scores for Mathematics.
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MAPLE SHADE SCHOOL DISTRICT 2016 SPRING PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS GRADES 3-11 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY Count of Valid Test Scores



Not Yet Meeting (Level 1)



Partially Meeting (Level 2)



Approaching Expectations (Level 3)



Meeting Expectations (Level 4)



Exceeding Expectation (Level 5)



Male



684



106



151



206



190



31



Female



715



62



105



212



284



52



Hispanic



264



55



64



79



59



7



African American



208



36



45



64



58



5



Economic Disadvantage



586



104



135



168



160



19



Students with Disabilities



324



112



104



80



27



1 20



MAPLE SHADE SCHOOL DISTRICT 2016 SPRING PARCC ADMINISTRATION GRADES 3-11 MATH Count of Valid Test Scores



Not Yet Meeting (Level 1)



Partially Meeting (Level 2)



Approaching Expectations (Level 3)



Meeting Expectations (Level 4)



Exceeding Expectation (Level 5)



Male



685



121



194



220



136



14



Female



690



85



189



244



164



8



Hispanic



266



53



94



89



29



1



African American



208



50



70



62



26



0



Economic Disadvantage



583



112



199



177



92



3



Students with Disabilities



321



111



132



57
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NJASK SCIENCE



NEW JERSEY BIOLOGY COMPETENCY TEST



UPDATE on CLASS of 2017 24 Seniors have not met graduation requirements as of Sept 2016 8 of these need to pass English Language Arts 20 of these need to pass math 4 need to pass both ELA and math ***PSAT in October, ASVAB in January, encouraged to take SATs ***Portfolio process will begin in January
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QUESTIONS TO GUIDE PARCC DATA REFLECTION ◼ How will we use PARCC data to identify strengths and gaps that exist in our curriculum and instruction? ◼ How will we use PARCC data as a tool to address areas in need of improvement or enhancement? ◼ How can we provide additional resources and support for our educators to meet the learning needs of all our students?
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THE PLAN



DISTRICT WIDE --FOCUS on READING ★ ★ ★ ★ ★



All content areas prek-12 All teachers creating SGOs (Student Learning Objectives) that will focus on READING Common Assessments and Benchmark Assessments Using data from assessments to drive instruction Strengthening our PLCs (Professional Learning Communities) (teams working together to research best practices and implement in classrooms )
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The Plan



READING LEADERSHIP COMMITTEE AT YOCUM *SCHOOL GOAL IS 100% of kindergarteners reading on grade level by June *strategic targeted small group instruction every day in every class *training aides in supporting development of early foundational skills *everyone working towards same goal (including administrators, special area teachers and classroom teachers) 31



THE PLAN --adopt the CAR model
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Professional Learning Communities in Action
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Building Teacher Leadership District Achievement Gap Team working with the New Jersey Network to Close the Achievement Gap Beth Norcia, Bobbie Behnke, Valerie Jones, Michelle Haynes, Jen Krause,Amanda Lieber, Chad Kramaroff, Vanesa Henhaffer, Jamie Carll, Kaitlyn Wisniewski, Carrie Bauer, Beth Radano



Student Achievement Partners working with Achieve New Jersey Josh Zagorski, Amanda Morgan, Lisa Palena and Scott Henriksen



CAR/ BOLM Team working with Department of Education and NJPSA/FEA Michelle Haynes, Val Jones, Kaitlyn Knoedler, Aaron Moseley, MaryBeth Danowski, Michelle Gambino, Greg Ransom, Yvonne Reitz, Michele Ginley, Sarah Mayo, Colleen Angelone, Carolyn Hewins, Kristie Dappolone
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ADOPTING THE GROWTH MINDSET
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RESOURCES ◼ Information on the new 2015-16 PARCC Student Reports: www.state.nj.us/education/assessment/parcc/scores/ ◼ Understanding the student score reports (with translations): understandthescore.org/



Sample report
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