
VERIFIED DATA 12/14/2021

For the state approved list of Verified Data on Academic Indicators (Assessments) and Postsecondary
Indicators, please see the following CDE website: https://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/ch/verifdatacrit.asp

Also:

Verified Data FAQ’s

Note: High Schools can opt to complete the Verified Data (Assessments) Section and/or Postsecondary Outcomes Section

Verified Data (Assessments)

1. Please complete the table below including each state-approved verified data assessment the school is
using, include the academic area (English Language Arts and Math), grade level assessed, participation
rate and the frequency of administration of each assessment.

Verified Data (Assessments)

Verified Data

Assessment

Grade

Levels

Assessed

95% Participation

Rate

(Met/Not Met)

Frequency of

Administration of

Verified Data

Assessment

1. iReady Reading

Diagnostic

5-8 ✘Met   ☐ Not

Met

Administered 3 times per

year

2. iReady Math

Diagnostic

5-8 ✘Met   ☐ Not

Met

Administered 3 times per

year

https://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/ch/verifdatacrit.asp
https://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/ch/verifdatafaqs.asp
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2. If a 95% participation rate was not achieved on any assessment, please provide a plan of action to meet
the 95% participation rate.

95% completion rate was met for the final assessment (taken in early May 2022).  To hit this threshold, we
simply discussed the importance of hitting 95% with the instructional team and asked teachers/proctors to
follow up with their students to finish in the days following our iReady diagnostic.  Teachers provided a
quiet space during advisory classes to allow students to finish and our admin team supported by
continually checking our completion rates and updating the entire team on our status as a school and by
grade level.

3. Please provide the publisher’s growth report (e.g., iReady provide iReady’s Typical Growth Measure;
NWEA provide Measures of Academic Progress; etc). For a complete list of growth reports, please
review the following CDE document: November 2020 SBE Agenda Item 14 (pages 23-29). Based on the
report(s), please provide the following:

https://view.officeapps.live.com/op/view.aspx?src=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.cde.ca.gov%2Fbe%2Fag%2Fag%2Fyr20%2Fdocuments%2Fnov20item14.docx&wdOrigin=BROWSELINK
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This document provides a summary of the growth expected on the iReady diagnostics.  A more detailed
and in-depth explanation of this information is provided below.

a. School wide (if available) and disaggregated subgroup data.
1. Describe how the data submitted shows growth in student achievement. What do you attribute
that led to that growth?
2. For data that did not demonstrate growth, please provide a root cause analysis and plans for
improvement.

Our students demonstrated growth across the board this year.  Each subgroup and grade level demonstrated

growth on their diagnostic, and we are excited about the level of growth we are seeing from our students.

Reading:

As an entire school, our students’ median typical growth (the metric recommended by iReady for tracking

group progress) was 172% of their annual typical growth expectations.  Our students excelled at all grade

levels, demonstrating growth from 165% to 200% growth.  Moreover, our students moved up in their

performance bands.  We grew from 13% of students being on grade level to 24%, 15% of students one level

below to 24%, and in the lowest performance bands, we dropped from 72% performing 2 or more levels below

to only 52%.  In the breakdown below, it is clear that all of our students surpassed our expectations and grew

significantly.

https://nc02213593.schoolwires.net/site/handlers/filedownload.ashx?moduleinstanceid=50494&dataid=39432&FileName=iready-faq-using-growth-proficiency-data-2019.pdf
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Our goal for iReady when we started the year was 100% typical growth and 50% stretch growth.  Again, we

surpassed this in all grade levels.

In addition to analyzing our schoolwide, it is also important to ensure we analyze how individual students and

subgroups are performing.  After each diagnostic, we break down how everyone is performing and meet with

each teacher to discuss performance.  As part of the subgroup analysis, we look at how our ELs and our

Students with Special needs are performing in comparison with the general population.  Schoolwide, our

English Learners grew an average of 31 points on their diagnostic over the course of the year compared to 25

points of growth on average for our general population.  Students with special needs increased 36 points on

average compared to 25 opints for the general population.  This shows that although our student subgroups

start at a lower scale score, our team and our students are making up the academic gap over the time they are

with us at our school.
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The image above represents performance on our final diagnostic using two metrics.  First (in the boxes with

the green title banners), we can see overall scale scores for groups of students by grade level.  Scale scores are

generated based on the correct and incorrect responses on the test.  In the table below, you can see the

breakdown of scale scores for each grade level.  For a 6th grade student to score at the sixth grade level, they

must have a scale score of 495 to 564.
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The average scale score schoowide was 571.  As expected, our English learners and students with special needs

did not score as high on their average scale score as the general education students.  However, the exciting

part of this data is the second section (under the orange title banners).  This data shows average growth by

subgroup and grade level.  The numbers represent the total number of points students increased their scale

scores over the course of the year.  On this table we can see that EL student growth and growth for students

with special needs exceeded that of our general population.  This indicates that our students in special

populations are not being left behind and they are making up the difference in their learning gap so they can

catch up to their general population peers.
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Math:

Just as they did in reading, our student exceeded expectations in math.  Schoolwide, our students hit 122% of

their annual typical growth, and every grade level contributed that that overall success:

Again, our goal was to hit 100% typical growth and 50% stretch growth.  Our students surpassed the typical

growth goal and all grade levels but one passed the goal for stretch growth as well (8th grade was close with

42% stretch growth).
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Just as was discussed for reading, we also take careful steps to analyze performance across all student groups

for our mathematics diagnostic.  Our initial assessment indicated that a large percentage of students were

performing below grade level.  The great thing about the iReady assessment is the focus on growth rather than

reaching for a specific score.  A grade level scale score is between 580 and 680, so we will continue to strive for

a higher average scale score for each grade level.  However, we are very proud of the growth our students have

demonstrated and that our students exceeded typical growth expectations across the board.  Schoolwide, our

English Learners grew an average of 17 points on their diagnostic over the course of the year compared to 28

points of growth on average for our general population.  Students with special needs increased 33 points on

average compared to 22 opints for the general population.  In ELA, both of our these student subgroups

out-performed their general education peers in terms of growth.  In math, our students with special needs

outgrew the general population, but our English Learners did not.  This will be an area of growth for next year

so our ELs grow as much in math as they do in ELA.

Here, you can see again that our English learners and students with special needs to not have quite as high

scale scores as the general population, but they are demonstrating growth across the board.  Our students

with special needs are exceeding the growth of the general population in most grade levels.  Our English

learners are growing in solid margins, but they are not quite keeping up with their peers.  This year, we worked

with our teachers to integrate ELD strategies and standards into their classrooms, and it worked very well for

our reading results (this will be discussed more in depth in subsequent paragraphs).  While we are proud of the

growth our ELs demonstrated across the board, we will continue to work on integrating and implementing

these strategies more effectively in our math classes.

4. Were the assessments administered as intended, consistent with the test publishers’ administration and
test security procedures? Please describe the protocols used to ensure that the assessments were
administered as intended.
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Our assessments were all administered as intended.  We run a testing schedule so students have ample
time to complete their assessments.  Prior to diagnostic testing, our teachers review student data and
goals that were discussed after the previous diagnostic.  All students are assigned their reading and math
assessments through their advisory teacher and teachers monitor testing to ensure students are focused
on their task.  At our school, our teachers actively monitor by walking around, but they also use a program
called Go Guaridan that allows them to monitor student activity from their teacher computer.  Any
student who is flagged by the system as rushing will be pulled and talked to, and perhaps given a break so
they can come back to the test when they are ready to focus.  Once testing is completed, teachers provide
a quiet activity so students can work quietly without distracting those who are still taking their test.

If the assessments were not administered as intended, please share the facts and how they will be
addressed moving forward. (N/A)

5. If verified data is not submitted, please explain why. In addition, please provide a summary of student
academic performance in ELA and/or Math if not included in your verified data responses. Provide
school wide (if available) and disaggregated subgroup data.

a. Describe how the data submitted shows growth in student achievement.
b. What do you attribute that led to that growth?
c. For data that did not demonstrate growth, please provide a root cause analysis, and plans for

improvement.
Verified data was submitted, so this question is not applicable.


