Objectives

e  BOE members will understand the ELA and Mathematics EQY data
from I-ready

*  BOE members will understand the importance of a consistent
assessment plan to address student achievement
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Orientation to the Report

I Overall Placement I
Students Assessed/Total: 12,780/14,777

9% 119

299

189

@ Mid or Above Grade

® Early On Grade Level One Grade Level Below @ Two Grade Levels ® Three or More Grade
Level Below Levels Below
1,180 Students 1,404 Students 3,677 Students 2,264 Students

4,255 Students




Why

e Ability to compare like measures

e Aligned curricular decisions

* Improve use of consistent materials (scope and sequence, texts,
tasks and standards)




Who is Included in the Analysis?

Mathematics

Winter Performance 12,432 students
Spring Performance 12,905 students

&
Y Growth 11,732 students

Personalized Instruction 10,454 students
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f’txsowg How Do the District’s Placements Compare to the Benchmarks?

Mathematics

Spring Placement Distribution for District and Benchmarks

35%

EL

33%
29%
National National
Norm YID CGCs Rochester
Students g 501819 Spring21-22 1,398,980 12,905

Assessed

® Mid or Above Grade Level
© Early On Grade Level
1 Grade Level Below
© 2 Grade Levels Below
® 3+ Grade Levels Below

i-Ready Spring 18-19 National Norms are based on a nationally
representative sample that reflects the makeup of the US student
population along key demographic characteristics.

The National Spring 21-22 year-to-date population includes 8,176,090
students who completed a Diagnostic from March 2 to June 28. This
data may not be representative of the student population.




National Norms and CGCS Placement Distribution By Grade as of 06-26

Grade K Grade 1 Grade 2
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Grade K Grade 1 Grade 2
National In School 815,286 906,006 958,531
CGCS In School 165,760 170,148 182,024
Rochester 1,532 1,411 1,541
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Mathematics




Mathematics

National Norms and CGCS Placement Distribution By Grade as of 06-26

Grade 3

Grade 4 Grade 5

22%

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
National In School 966,046 946,889 944,936
CGCS In School 180,813 175,967 173,148
Rochester 1571 1,534 1,608
21




viathematics

National Norms and CGCS Placement Distribution By Grade as of 06-26

Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8
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Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8
National In School 779,205 678,960 623,482
CGCS In School 128,751 118,462 103,907
Rochester 1,500 1,272 936
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Who is Included in the Analysis?

Q Winter Performance

12,567 students
Spring Performance 12,780 students

&
Y Growth 11,697 students

Personalized Instruction 10,615 students

Reading




National Norms and CGCS Placement Distribution By Grade as of 06-26

Grade K Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade K Grade 1 Grade 2

National In School 674,507 757,121 818,283

CGCS In School 143,866 151,390 163,533
Rochester 1,427 1,297 1,414




National Norms and CGCS Placement Distribution By Grade as of 06-26

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5
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Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
National In School 861,467 837,536 833,922
CGCS In School 176,947 168,293 165,542
Rochester 1,586 1,537 1,602




National Norms and CGCS Placement Distribution By Grade as of 06-26

Grade 6

Grade 8
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Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8
National In School 697,395 621,647 600,494
CGCS In School 123,747 116,520 115,430
Rochester 1,486 1,191 1,240
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“7i-Ready Growth Measures
Typical v/s Stretch Growth
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How Are Students Progressing Toward Typical and Stretch Growth?

% Students Who Met Typical and Stretch Growth

® % Students Met

Typical Growth 05 36% 37% 42% 39% 35%
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K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
® % Students Met
Stretch Growth 14% 15% 14% 14%
9% 8% 7% 10% 12%
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K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Students Included: 1,314 1,216 1,335 1,505 1,449 1,487 1,390 981 1,020




)[4 CGCS Data

How Are Students Progressing Toward Typical and Stretch Growth?

% Students Who Met Typical and Stretch Growth

® % Students Met

55% 55%
o l 5 .48% 53l% I I i i .
3 4 7 8
® % Students Met 34%
Stretch Growth . 25% 20% 24% 25% 24% 24% 25% 24%
1 2 3 4 6
Students included: 143,133 155,106

164,117 161,326 157,232 154,266

113,420 103,233 90,548



How Are Students Progressing Toward Typical and Stretch Growth?

% Students Who Met Typical and Stretch Growth

® % Students Met

Typical Growth 38%
33% 31%
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® % Students Met
Stretch Growth
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Students Included: 1,390 1,313 1,442 1,474 1,448 1,494 1,425 1,044 702
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How Are Students Progressing Toward Typical and Stretch Growth?

% Students Who Met Typical and Stretch Growth

® % Students Met
53% 55% 55%
Typical Growth i 45% 48% l I I 52% 50% 50%
K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

® % Students Met

34%

Stretch Growth . 25% 20% 24% 25% 24% 24% 25% 24%
K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Students Included: 143,133 155,106 164,117 161,326

157,232 154,266

113,420 103,233 90,548






