Increasing Student Achievement
Through Short Cycle Assessment




First multiple short-cycle assessment options:

Renaissance Learning STAR assessments;AIMS Web, NWEA Map,
etc.

Online administration for immediate feedback, can be
administered monthly, online instructional help

Designed in the first instance to help teachers improve their
instructional practice

Gives formative feedback during the year on how the class is
doing
Short cycle assessments, designed to help teachers be more

effective, can now also be used to measure educator
effectiveness
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About 2/3 of the states enga
be evaluated

All require a combination of indicators including:
Measures of instructional practice — at least 50%
Student achievement data

State accountability test data — 3+ years of data

Other test data, that usually can include short cycle assessment
data

Short cycle can comprise up to 35% -45%of the data on student
learning, so are important options

Many states identifying short cycle assessments that can be
used, such as STAR Enterprise




assessment
being
developed,
aligned to the
PARCC system

data showing stude
parents and educators

identify who is

whether ALL students are *12th-grade bridge
ready for
on-track to college and courses
. college-level
career readiness * PD for educators
coursework

N

3-8

School

SUCCESS IN FIRST-
YEAR, CREDIT-
BEARING,
POSTSECONDARY
COURSEWORK

ONGOING STUDENT SUPPORTS/INTERVENTIONS

>




Partnership Professional . .
K-2 tools Diagnostic
Resource development College-ready
development assessments
Center . modules tools released
begins released
launched released

Fall Spring Spring
2012 2013 2014
Full-scale Ful
Pilot/field testing ilot/field testin administration
begins P  Lesting of PARCC
begins
assessments

PARCC Assessment Implementation




* Multiple efforts across the country — federal, state
and local

* Improve impact/effectiveness of teachers and
administrators — school improvement, use of data
(short cycle, etc.) to improve instructional practice

* Measure degree of effectiveness of educators



Teacher Evaluation

100%

/
Student Achievement
(outputs of learning)
50% of total evaluation

/

Measures of Student Achievement
include:

- Student achievement on state-
approved assessments or performance-
based evaluations, representing 35%-
45% of the evaluation; and

*State-approved school-wide
performance measure, representing 5%
of the evaluation.

*Districts have the option of also
including additional performance
measures.

1

\

Teacher Practice
(inputs associated with learning)
50%o of total evaluation

\

Measures of Teacher Practice
include:

*Use of a state-approved teacher practice
evaluation framework and measurement
tools to collect and review evidence of
teacher practice, including classroom
observation as a major component,
representing 25%-47.5%; and

*At least one additional tool to assess
teacher practice, representing 2.5%-25%.




* Data has never used more heavily in the history of
Bergenfield Public School District.

* Data is linked to teachers, allowing principals and department
chairs to review the scores of different classrooms not once a
year with summative data, rather utilizing a formative
assessment a minimum of four times a year. This insures that
all our students needs are being met on a continuous growth
model. We therefore are not teaching to a test, rather we are
skill building each child at multiple levels of rigor.

* The District is focused on Student Growth vs Proficiency
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+ Added math coaches

* Changed the roles of Reading Specialists to Literacy
Coaches

* Redefined how Basic Skills, ESL, Special Education
services are delivered to be truly inclusive

* Created Extended Day Program and Summer School
for added enrichment



ON THE MOVE: James Fasano, named
principal of Bergenfield High School in January,
says the school is using a variety of methods

to keep students motivated, such as busing

them to universities for campus tours.

BERGENFIELD
HIGH SCHOOL

SCHOOL OFFICIALS IN BERGENFIELD, a
working-class, largely immigrant commu-
nity tucked among the wealthier boroughs
of Bergen County, have been striving for
years to improve academic performance
at the high school. That hard
work seems to be paying off.
Bergenfield High School
was the fastest rising school in
this year's New Jersey Month-

ly survey of the Top Higl i 82 Uberty Glrsoy Gp

Schools, jumping nearly 100
spots, from 234 to 136.

our backs,” says Bergenfield
schools superintendent Mi-
chael Kuchar, “We've really
revolutionized the place.” 106 162

Originallysettled by Swed-  ~
ish and Dutch immigrants,
Bergenfield later attracted

56 September 2010 NJMONTHLY.COM

new arrivals from Italy and Ireland. To-
day, the town of 25,600 residents is mainly
home to families with children who are on
their way to being first-generation college
students. The high school’s population of

Top 10 Most Improved High Schools

SBegiel

Hillside
vid Brearl
] MethAieges
56 Dumv'nt”

56  North Warren Reglonal (Blairstown)

“We've been breaking :.2_2.‘_..%9.2_...7.‘_..F.'?‘.".".T‘i‘.‘!'!'.’?f'.“.’!'!'!‘.“.‘.‘f’,‘.‘????F’,’?"?E?..

Making up Ground in
BERGENFIELD [~&~

1,250 students is 30 percent Filipino, 30
percent Hispanic, and about 30 percent
white, says Kuchar, “Their parents want
the best for their children,” he says. “They
want them to have a part of the American
dream.”

Despite big cuts in state aid

anincrease in enrollment,
Bergenfield High School has
managed to reduce class size,
achievebetter test scores, have
fewer kids drop out, and send
more students to four-year

_Essex  colleges since the last survey,

published in 2008.

How did they do it?

Over the past few years,
school officials have fo-
cused intensely on academic
achievement, creating pro-

(Continued on page 79)
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Success Index
Last 30 days

74%

SIORnts Who Aveaged
at least 82% on tests

Probable Readers

Schodl year 10 Jate

100
Rl

K=3 stodents with
GE of 1.9 and above

Renaissance Place

DASHBOARD

Participation
Last 30 days

Participation
Schodl year 1o Sate

K3 students with 3t least

one STAR Early Laeracy
or STAR Reading test

Engaged Time
School year 1o Sate

51%

students who avenaged
at least 85% oo quczes

Participation
Last 30 cays

Engaged Time
School year 1o cate

estmated average
meutes

Totals
School year 10 cate

Levels Mastered
20,553

Facts Practiced

2,824,987

Sased on practioes
g tasts

Totals
Schodl year 10 date

Books Read
32,176

Words Read

728,419,039

based on Reading
Practice Cuczas passed




“If it is not measured, it will
not be accomplished.”

Dr. Michael Osnato



+* Too much to cover in one hour so we will focus on
Math Assessment.

# Chris Tully will show us how to access and use
available data from Formative Assessment.
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State-aligned computerized
adaptive assessments that provide
accurate, useful information about
student achievement and growth

Tailored reports give educators
information to guide decisions

Ren Learn classroom resources
help teachers directly apply
assessment results to instructional
planning



* For 2011-2012, the district decided to gather even
more data, as the district will be expanding use of
Renaissance Learning products to assess reading,
math and early literacy. Grades 1-11 will all have
formative assessments.

* These brief assessments have been proven to be
extremely accurate and will provide even more
flexibility within the classroom.
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*% Annual Progress Report
) Printed Wednesday. May 26. 2010 3:14:25 PM

School: Liberty Elementary School Reporting Pericd: 0/01/2000-6/11/2010

Class: HR101 Beeman
Grade: 4
Teacher: Beeman, Alice

1400

:> Growth Trends
:> Universal Screening
:> Progress Monitoring

ol J
Sep02 Oct09 Nov-02 Dec09 Jan-10 Feb-10 Mar-10  Apr-10  May-10  Jun-10

2009-2010

onal 9 For ional information, see the STAR Reading
Technical Manual, found in the software.

Test GE PR PR Range NCE IRL zPD
1 0/132000-00V152000 p-] 375 33 k<] 20-35 407 32 2738
2 10M14/2000- 101162000 2 398 34 38 3041 424 34 2839
3 11/1272000- 1171472000 2 423 37 40 33543 444 35 2042
4 12/102000-12/12/2000 2 an 36 k] 047 420 35 2841
5  01/122010-01/14/2010 2 451 40 40 3548 4438 37 3045
8  02082010-02/102010 b} 502 48 54 40-50 521 42 3251
7 03082010-0%11/2010 2 490 45 48 42.52 488 41 3250
8  04/132010-04/152010 22 52 48 54 48-60 522 43 3352
@ 05/M112010-05132010 2 538 5.1 54 40-5% 523 44 35565

-
~
-
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Which students
aren’t reaching
benchmark?

State Screening Report

STAR

W Reading

New Jersey ASK

Screening Report

Printed Tuesday, December 13, 2011 1:57:27 PM

1of4

School: East Elementary School

Report Options

Reporting Parameter Group: All Demographics [Default]

Grade: 3

Reporting Period: 9/1/2011 - 9/15/2011

(Fall)

1400

1200

1000

800

600

400

STAR Reading Scaled Score

200

0
Students
) Current Benchmark
Categories / Levels Benchmark? Number Percent At Time of State Test
Proficient
' Advanced Proficient At/Above 615 SS 2 5% At/Above B77 5SS
' Proficient At/Above 319 SS 23 82% At/Above 414 SS
Category Total 25 688%
Less Than Proficient
D Partially Proficient Below 318 SS 12 2% Below 414 SS
Category Total 12 32%







¥ STAR Math Jon Brewer, Teacher 2010 - 2011

Home > Reports > Instructional Planning Manuals | Help | Log Out
Q Live Chat Support
Instructional Report Groupings s Available

Change groupings as desired

Sehoal: El tary Sch

Report: Instructional Planning - Class Report

Class or Group [Grm S, Class A, 2010-2011 v]

Benchmark [ColoradoGAP i v} Legend

et (Includes STAR Math Enterprise Test
Testing End Date  |9/13/2010 | O] . uc up to 30 days before this date)

[2) Reset students into default groups

Update

| concel | | preview Report | | Next> |

How can | best e s

w
<

Instructional Groups:

1 2 3 Unassigned

Larry Duffy W 80955/95PR ® () (@) @)

- - ? Holly Young W 79155/93PR ® [®) (®) @)
target |nStrUCt|0n . Patrick Black W 76955/89PR ® (0] (3 o)
Jack Bond B 766 SS/88 PR ® O O (@)

Christy Mann W 75455/85PR ® (@) @) ®)

Instructional Grouping MarcoMendez | Ml 0SS/ | © | O | O | O
Dale Ayala W 730S5/76 PR O ® o) o)

Cody Hull W 716SS/70 PR O ® ®) (®)

Renee Frank W 702S55/64PR O ® O O

Alfonso Barber W 690SS/59 PR O ® (@) O

Stanley Morse W 663SS/46PR (@] ® (o) (o)

Charlotte Lane  644SS/38PR (@) ® O ®)

Audrey Langley [ 625SS/30PR O O ® (o)

Sabrina Brewer 7] 605Ss/24 PR (@) (@] ® O

Erika Blackwell [0 s88ss/19PR O (@] ® O

Angelo Ray [] s78ss/16PR (@) O ® @)

Drew Battle ) se6ss/14PR @) (@) ® @)

Josephine Lang 0] sssss/11pPR O (@) ® (®)

Lisa Holman [ ss1ss/11PR @) O ® 0]

Brittany Owen [0 s37ss/8PR O (@) ® (o)

Brandon Poole [0 s52185/7PR (@) (@) ® O

Mattie Simmons [ so18s/5PR (e (®) ® o

Gabriel Mcbride M 460ss/2PR (@) @] ® 0]




What are my
students ready
to learn next?

Instructional Planning
Report

Instructional Planning Report

for Lisa Stone
Printed Monday, September 13, 2010 10:03:15 AM

Schoot: Oakwood Elementary School Teacher: Mrs. M. Adams
Grade: 4

STAR Math Enterprise Test Results

Test Date: 09132010 Current SS (Scaled Score) 802 Projected S5 %or 05/10011: 634
Algebra Readness: Liza has not yet met e end of year 3igebra grace level for grade 4.

Lisa's Current Performance

Dsr it Benchmark

C

a
Promcied
Zomms Lz - a0 ®d al L b ™
W Urgert ivenvertor  imeoergor @ On Awich @ Azcve Derchruen

Skills to Learn
Skiis lizted beiow are supgesiad sKis Lisa should work on based on her last STAR Math Enterprize Test These sklis

should be chalenging. But not O IMicut for Liz3. Combine this Information with yOur Can kncwiedpe of the student and
uze your professionyl judgment when Sesigning 3n INSTUCEONY progra™.

Numbers and

Liza understands iarger numbers, Including place value, mmnﬂ:mummmm
mult=IigR nuTbers. Liza should continue pracsiang and f3cts until
kil to Leamn

1. € Mutiply 3 3- Or 4<gR whole number by 3 1-dgR whoie numbder
2. &» Mumply 3 2-0git whole number by 3 2-Jigit whole rumber

3 Moty 3 3-0igit whoie number by 3 2~Jigt whoie number

4 Mutply Sree 1= and 2-igit whoie numbers

S. € WP: MuEDYy & mUti-igit whole number by a 1At whole number

mm.mmcwmmmwmmmmm

growing and g PuTber. . and pictorial paterns.
Skilic fo Learn

1. € igenafy amissingterm in 3 a%on or 3 pazem
2 Extendagroang o < pamem

3. e» lcentfy amissing igure I 3 Qroaing pictonal of NONNUMErc patiem
4. € identfy a mizzing figure In a repeating pictoral or nonnuMerc patem
§. € Generate 3 tadie of pared numbers based on 3 ruie

and Measuremsnt

Liza has an understanaing Of shapes, Ines, and angies. Liza shoud p of Y aNd meric units uEing
WhOle NUTDers.

Skilkc fo Learn

Conven betaeen CUSIOMAry NS Of CIPSCTY UING WRGIE NUMDErS
Conver: between Customary unts of weight uzing whole numbers
Convert between melric Uitz of COPICEy LZING Whole numBers

w o

€ Desigraies a core skl Core salis entfy the most critcsl sills 10 leam of sech grade kevel




A Accelerated Math - Base Prompt - Microsoft Internet Explorer

Objective 96

Print or Save

hhh,
PROBLEM.

resources for the sk
A plastic container is in the shape of a rectangular prism. Its base has an area of 40

square inches. Its height is 10 inches. Twice, the plastic container is filled to the top with
? . water and emptied into a fish tank. The fish tank has a base that Is 22 inches by 12
inches, and it has a height of 13 inches. How much more water would be needed to fill the
L

fish tank to the top?

Fish Tank

Plastic Container

Learning Progressions

13in.
12 in.
22in.
1
Calculate the volume of the plastic container.
V = lwh -
'/ ) . ) ) = =40 in? <10 in.
Learning Progressions for Instructional Planning - Windows Internet Explorer = |[B2][¢] =400 I
Math Learning Progressions ADMIN YATOR USER, District 2010 -2011 Ead
sTER 2

Search for Instructional Resources Find the volume when the plastic contalner s filled twice.

Detailed definitions, skill prerequisites 2

worked/urworked examples to help with Instructional planning 400 In? x2 = 800 in’

Libraries & Learning Progressions  Keyword sTep3
Search by keyword (ie. integer, subtract) Calculate the velume of the fish tank.

volume Libraries | 2E Grade 7 ¥

2 Objective 96 - Microsoft Internet

Results for - volume WPE: Solve a problem involving the volune of a geometiic solid

S A R e A oS 1. A plastic container is in the shape of a rectangular prism. Its base has an area of 30 square
inches. Its height is 7 inches. The plastic container is filled to the top with water and emptied

= into a fish tank. The fish tank has a base that is 21 inches by 9 inches, and it has a height of

13 inches. How many times in all would the plastic container have to be filled and emptied into

2E Grade 7 2 Core Objectives

4 Determine the volume of a rectangular or a triangular prism

= WP: Solve a problem involving the volume of a geometric solid the fish tank to fill the tank to the top?
Terminology and Concepts volume, rectangular prism, cylinder Fish Tank
= write a number sentence from text; find a missing dimension of a rectangular
Skills . x :
prism; find a missing dimension of a cylinder Plastic Container
Prerequisite Terminology, formula for the volume of a rectangular prism; formula for the volume of a .
Concepts, and Skills cylinder; multiply; subtract 13in
‘4'
Prerequisite Objectives « Denotes Core Objectives Ea Din.
5 2lin.
2E Grade 7 - Determine the volume of a cylinder =] L
« 2F Grade 7 - Determine the volume of a rectangular or a triangular prism . <& [B] 81 [C] 11 D] &

(]

m ] i -




How well are
my students
responding to
Intervention?

Student Progress
Monitoring Report

(Tully)

AR Student Progress Monitoring Report tor2

Printed Friday, December 3, 2010 6:31:24 PM

Reporting Period: 9/1/2010-1/21/2011
(Semester 1)

School: South Elementary

Timmerman, Megan
Grade: 3 Class: G3 - HM 101
1D: MV98234 Teacher: Davis, J.

Home > Screening, Progress Monitaring & Intervention

Set up an Intervention and Goal

Define an rterverion and set 2 599

School:  Oakwood Elementary School
Student: Castro, Juan

Latest Test Score Goal Growth Rate
9/2/2010 400SS/22PR - yted ate
Intervention Details

Interpretation & Recommendations

Intervention Name

Successful Reader
Appears in report detads .

Goal End Date (172172011 =+
Used for SS/week calauation

Starting test: 9/2/2010 - 400 SS /22 PR
(Sets intervention line; starts trend and goal lines)

Reference points to help you select a goal type:
= Maintain 22 PR throughout the school year = 1.8 $S/week
= Reach 40 PR benchmark by end of school year = 4.3 SS/week

Goal

Select a goal 1 (based on studerts who wored umilary®
Expected growth rate and score type: ( o e Smiorty®)

(®) Moderate: 2.3 SS/week = 44555/ 23 PR
O Ambitious: 4.1 SS/week = 482 SS/ 32 PR

Or define a custom goal:

O ‘Gemhlh(e V| |0.0 | SS/week = 0SS /0 PR
*National data show that S0% of students who started the schodd year at the 22 PR were able to achieve a Moderate growth rate
or better, while 25% were able to achieve an Ambitious growth rate or better. Set an approgriste goal and adjust 83 AeCessary

Cancel Calculate Goal | |  Save




AN

STAR Reading™ Performance Report 1of3

Printed Thursday, March 18, 2009 2:47:13 PM

District: Renaissance District
Report Options

Last Consolidated: 3/18/2000 12:01 AM
Reporting Period: 08/02/2009-03/18/2010 (Outiook RF)

Student Performance Qutlook” STAR Reading
On the March 2010 State Reading Accountability Assessment Participation
Less Than Proficient Proficient 02/0272000-03/18/2010
Academic Waming  Approaches Standards | Meets Standards Exceeds Standards Exemplary Tested Not Tested
Grade Total % Total % Total % Total % Total % Total % Total %
3 84 18 135 24 131 22 130 22 89 15 570 €5 2 5
- @8 19 72 14 121 223 124 24 105 20 520 o4 3B 8
5 18 20 n7 12 131 22 106 17 130 22 6803 97 21 3
8 117 23 72 14 g3 18 120 25 105 20 516 o4 8
Summary 428 10 308 18 476 22 480 22 420 19 2218 05 121 5
North Elementary
Student Performance Outlook STAR Reading
On the March 2010 State Reading Accountability Assessment Participation
Less Than Proficient Proficient 02/0272000-03/18/2010
Acagemic Waming  Approaches Sancards Meets Standards Exceeds Standards Exemplary Tested Not Tested

Grade Total % Total % Total % Total % Total % Total % Total %
3 73 15 2 18 107 22 2 18 138 27 400 97 17 3
- 7314 4 10 10 22 133 28 7 10 500 95 28 5
5 e 17 a7 18 103 20 133 25 15 22 528 05 28 5
8 100 23 135 29 73 18 78 17 70 15 485 06 20 4
Summary 345 17 410 20 33 20 436 22 417 2 2,001 98 80 4

embewnwbemuuﬂ'mym;d. )

tests change, see Interpreting Performance Reports under STAR resources.

1of1

Year)

CSAP information was last updated on 11/W2010. State assessments are subject to change. For guidance Interpreting data when state

pr2011




Are my students
mastering
State Standards?

State Standards Report

¥ VAR State Standards Report - Student

Common Core State Standards
Printed Friday, September 10, 2010 12:04:02 PM

School: Eastside Elementary School

Grade: 4

Baxter, Alicia
1D: BAXTA Class: G4 (Andrews)
Teacher: Andrews, M.

Estimated Mastery of Common Core State Standards

STAR Math Scaled Score (SS)

CC4.0ACY
CC4.0AC2
CC40AC3
CC 4NBT.C1
CC4NBTC2
CC4aNFC1
CC4NFC2
CC4NFC3
CC 4. MD.C1
CC 4 MD.C2
CC4MDC3
CC4GC1

How STAR Math Estimates Mastery of State Standards

STAR Math provides an estimate of the student’s mastery of standards by aligning them to the same 1400-point difficulty
scale used to report STAR scores. mo&muammnmlmaunddmewhmmewnpﬂm
or above mastery. Monitor students in this range to confirm their g of the

Est. Mastery Levels for Standards in Grade 4
[l Above Est. Mastery Range [ Est Mastery Range [0] Below Est. Mastery Range

STAR Math Test Results

= 4 Current Scaled Score: 670 Percentile Rank: 76 Grade Equivalent: 4.9
Test Date: 9/9/2010

~ 4 Projected Scaled Score: 719  Based on research, 75% of at this s level will
End of Year: 6/10/2011 this much growth.

Il Above Estimated Mastery Range on Current Test
CC40AC3 G and yze p
CC 4NBT.C1 Generalize place value understanding for multi-digit whole numbers.

] Within Estimated Mastery Range on Current Test
CC4.0AC2 Gain familiarity with factors and multiples.
CC4ANBT.C2  Use place value g and prop of op 1o perform multi-digit arithmetic.




¥ STAR Reading
Home > ... Longitudinal

Longitudinal Report

After changing your viewing options, click Update to refresh the data

School |East Elementary School v

Grade |All Grades v | Or Select Multiple Grades

() Cross Sectional (Same grade year to year - ex: G3, G3, G3)
® Growth (Same students over multiple years - ex: G2, G3, G4)
[V Only include students who tested in all timeframes

Are my students | —

n
growing from o vt
East Elementary School - Growth
School Year Percent of Students by Total | ] | ] () n
e ar to e ar? Grade Apr 15 - Jun 15 (Spring) District Benchmark Category  Students 40+ PR 25-39 PR 10-24 PR 1-9 PR
- T . | ool ol Il B
2009 - 2010 Grade 1 123 53 38 24 8
Grade 1 -
Longitudinal Reporting S e [ B
2009 - 2010 Grade 2 111 58 25 22 6
48% 27% 19% 6%
Grade2 3008-2009 Gode: (NN N 53 30 21 i
[ = gl (ool B s
2009 - 2010 Grade 3 101 59 25 11 6
55% 22% 16% 7%
Grade3  2008-2009 Gade2 [N s6 22 16 7
54% 18% 21% 7%
2007-2008 Grode: [NENNTTE o %% 2 7
. | il el 1K
2009 - 2010 Grade 4 102 58 30 10 4
56% 27% 12% 5%
Graded  2008-2009 Grade: NN B 57 28 12 5
[— I | ol Rl il
2007 - 2008 Grade 2 102 54 28 14 6
] il sl - 0l B
2009 - 2010 Grade 5 95 57 21 14 3
58% 24% 14% 4%
GradeS  2008-200 Groces NN . Cor W1 .
L . | ol ol Bl Bl
2007 - 2008 Grade 3 95 51 23 17 K
Done ] Print




Are we

making Probable Read Participati
robapie meadaers arucipation
adeq Uate School year to date School year to date
progress
with students | ... | 1%
. Summary 75
!oecomlng = s N
Independent 25 l
readers? B s 92%
K-3 students with at least
K-3 students with one STAR Early Literacy

GE of 1.9 and above

or STAR Reading test



+ Bergenfield has 5 Elementary Schools, 1 Middle
School and 1 High School. All 7 Schools qualify for Title
One Funds as over 40% of all students qualify for free
and reduced lunch. More than 80% of the student
population is in @ minority sub-group as defined by
NCLB. Bergenfield is not a privileged community.



The data speaks volumes



Over 34% increase




° 2008 2009 2010 2011
m Partially Proficient 3.2 5.4 12.8 1.9
M Proficient 33.9 50 38.5 51.9
m Advanced Proficient 62.9 44.6 48.7 46.2

W Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient ~ ® Advanced Proficient
Partially Proficient down to 1.9%. Advanced Proficient steady after
decrease from 2008



0

2008 2009 2010 2011

m Partially Proficient 4.3 6.5 5.3 5.2

B Proficient 38.6 37.1 27.6 37.7

1 Advanced Proficient 57.1 56.5 67.1 57.1
W Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient ~ ® Advanced Proficient

5% Partially Proficient- Data mining uncovered issues i.e. teacher preparation




0

2008 2009 2010 2011
m Partially Proficient 5 14.5 1.4 8.3
B Proficient 55 52.7 34.3 36.1
m Advanced Proficient 40 32.7 54.3 55.6

W Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient ~ ® Advanced Proficient

Over 15% increase in Advanced Proficient



0o

2008

2009 2010 2011

M Partially Proficient 8 12.8 7.3 5.3

H Proficient 52 51.3 40 28.9

m Advanced Proficient 40 35.9 52.7 65.8
M Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient ~ m Advanced Proficient

Over 16% increase in Advanced Proficient




0

2008 2009 2010 20M

| Partially Proficient 5.4 10 10 12.7

H Proficient 40.5 42 50 34.5

m Advanced Proficient 54.1 48 40 52.7
m Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient ~ m Advanced Proficient

Data mining uncovered issues i.e. teacher preparation




70

60

50

40

30

20

10

0

2007

2008

2009

2010

2011

W Partially Proficient

1.5

4.9

10.7

14.3

2.4

M Proficient

67.2

44.3

50

36.7

31

m Advanced Proficient

21.3

50.8

393

49

66.7

| Partially Proficient

M Proficient

Over 45% increase in Advanced Proficient

m Advanced Proficient



0

s,
i

2008 2009 2010 201

W Partially Proficient 8.1 15.5 12.7 12.8

M Proficient 37.1 50.7 49.2 42.6

m Advanced Proficient 54.8 33.8 38.1 44.7
H Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient  ® Advanced Proficient

Advanced Proficient increased 11% after decrease from 2008




s

° 2008 2009 2010 20M
| Partially Proficient 13.1 6.5 19.2 5.9
M Proficient 54.1 51.6 47.9 45.6
m Advanced Proficient 32.8 41.9 32.9 48.5

W Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient ~ m Advanced Proficient

Importance of establishing patterns: Increase of over 16% Advanced Proficient



50.00%

40.00%

30.00%

20.00%

10.00%

0.00%

2009 2010 2011

M Partially Proficient 32.30% 34.70% 19.40%
M Proficient 50.60% 55.20% 50.70%
m Advanced Proficient 17.10% 10.10% 29.90%

| Partially Proficient

M Proficient

m Advanced Proficient
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2009 2010 201

m Partially Proficient 38.10% 39.90% 34.10%

M Proficient 45.60% 41.80% 45.90%

1 Advanced Proficient 16.40% 18.30% 20.10%

m Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient ~ m Advanced Proficient
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2008 2009 2010 20M

M Partially Proficient 28.3 38 36 25.7

M Proficient 51.3 42.9 40.9 46.3

m Advanced Proficient 20.4 19.2 23.1 27.9
M Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient ~ m Advanced Proficient
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2008 2009 2010 20M

M Partially Proficient 21.3 26 23.7 19.5

H Proficient 65.8 59.5 60.9 59

m Advanced Proficient 13 14.5 15.4 21.5
| Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient ~ m Advanced Proficient




NJASK Grade 6 Langua
Assessment Results
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2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 201
H Partially Proficient 27.00% 20.40% 46.30% 32.20% 45.30% 27.00%
M Proficient 65.50% 72.00% 51.50% 64.80% 52.10% 65.90%
m Advanced Proficient 7.50% 7.60% 2.20% 3.00% 2.60% 7.10%
m Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient  ® Advanced Proficient
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NJASK Grade
Assessment Results

0.00%
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 201
H Partially Proficient 31.90% 19.70% 32.10% 32.30% 34.70% 19.40%
M Proficient 59.70% 69.70% 53.30% 50.60% 55.20% 50.70%
m Advanced Proficient 8.40% 10.60% 14.60% 17.10% 10.10% 29.90%
m Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient  ® Advanced Proficient
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NJASK Grade
Assessment Results
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0.00%

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 20M
H Partially Proficient 33.90% 29.60% 44.90% 38.10% 39.90% 34.10%
M Proficient 52.40% 60.40% 42.20% 45.60% 41.80% 45.90%
m Advanced Proficient 13.70% 10.00% 13.00% 16.40% 18.30% 20.10%
m Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient  ® Advanced Proficient
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NJASK Grade 8 Langua
Assessment Results

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

H Partially Proficient 22.3 20.6 23.9 29.9 29.8 16.3 16 20 13.3

M Proficient 75.7 76.7 72.4 68.2 64.9 75.4 79.2 67.5 731

m Advanced Proficient 2 2.7 3.7 2.7 5.3 8.3 4.9 12.5 13.7
m Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient  ® Advanced Proficient




NJASK Grade ”
Assessment Results
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2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 201

| Partially Proficient 41.6 31.3 29.9 35.8 30 28.3 38 36 25.7

| Proficient 44.9 44.9 55.5 49.2 49.7 51.3 42.9 40.9 46.3
m Advanced Proficient 13.5 23.8 14.6 15 20.3 20.4 19.2 23.1 27.9

W Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient ~ m Advanced Proficient
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NJASK Grade
Assessment Results
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2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

H Partially Proficient 5 3.8 1.5 1.8 6.8 6.7 4.2 2.1

M Proficient 38.8 38.5 41.8 50.9 45.9 44 20.8 16.7

m Advanced Proficient 56.2 57.7 56.7 47.3 47.3 49.3 75 81.3
m Partially Proficient ~ m Proficient  ® Advanced Proficient







Good Is the
enemy of great.

JIM COLLINS

AUTHOR, GOOD TO GREAT
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Focus on Student
Growth has had a
profound impact of
changing school
culture and putting
focus on Academic
Rigor and a
collective belief that
“failure is not an
option!”



Total AP Courses

17

15

13

11

12
11
10 10
9
8 8
| I I
6
5 - T T T T T T T

2004-2005 2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012

1

56



% of Total AP Students with Score 3+
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High School Dropouts
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4 Year College Attendance Rate
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QUESTIONS?

Copy of Presentation
Available(@

www.bergenfield.org/njasa



