
FINAL DATA REPORT: BCCS

iReady measures student growth in terms of typical growth and stretch growth (Curriculum Associates [CA],

2020b).  Typical growth refers to “the average growth of students at each grade and initial placement level”

while stretch growth refers to “the growth recommended to put students who are below grade level on a path

toward proficiency and students who are on grade level on a path to advanced proficiency levels (CA, 2020b, p.

1).  After the initial diagnostic assessment at the beginning of the year, students are assigned a normative

score based on national percentile, and they are assigned a criterion-referenced grade level equivalency.  This

initial placement helps determine typical and stretch growth for the year.  Table 1 indicates expected (typical)

growth for students in mathematics based on their beginning score and placement.  According to the table

(below), a 6th grade student who performs three grade levels below on their mathematics diagnostic would be

expected to grow 14 points over the course of the year to meet their typical growth, and 30 points to meet

their stretch growth and to put them on track for grade-level proficiency.

Table 1

With each diagnostic, reports can be run to determine how students are progressing towards their stretch and

typical growth.  For example, the report below exemplify one way we can monitor progress for after each

diagnostic.  The first report is showing progress as of our diagnostic in December 2021.  This report indicates

that our 7th grade ELA students were not on pace to meet their typical growth after they took this diagnostic

test in December.  At that point in the year, they were only 28% of the way towards achieving their expected

(i.e., typical) growth for the year.  At this point in the year, we would expect the grade level to hit the 50% mark

on the diagnostic.  The benefit of seeing this data throughout the year is that it gives us a chance to analyze

the root cause for performance or lack of performance, and pivot to ensure growth in the next semester.  Our
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efforts this year paid off, as is demonstrated in the second report.  This one indicates that on our diagnostic in

May, the same group of students demonstrated 165% typical growth, meaning they exceeded the expectation

for learning for the school year.  The same results can also be run for small groups and classes, as well as

individual students.  This allows educators to analyze the progress students are making towards their goals

throughout the school year.
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When reviewing individual student scores, teachers can provide reports to students to discuss performance

across the scope of the school year, so they can work with students to set goals and areas of focus for

improvement.  Student A, below, is on track to meeting goals for the end of the school year.  In December

he/she was at 50% of his typical growth.  Because this student was classified as “Mid On Grade Level” at the

beginning of the year, his/her typical growth for the year is set at 12 points.  After the December assessment,

this student had grown 6 points, or halfway towards his/her typical/expected growth for the year.  Student B

has surpassed expectations and as of December, he/she has already grown 96 points!  This 7th grade student

started the year at a 3rd grade reading level, and by December he/she had soared to an early on grade level

placement.

It is important for teachers to have all of this data because proficiency can be measured by grade level

equivalency, but it is also important to consider how much students have grown over the course of the year.

Moreover, having the norm referenced data so teachers can understand how their students are progressing

compared to other students in other states helps them determine whether or not a student’s growth is

sufficient.  It is unfair to expect a student reading at a first grade level to be at a 7th grade level by the end of

the year, and having the norm-referenced data helps teachers know how much growth is appropriate and how

to set reasonable goals with students.

STUDENT A:
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STUDENT B:
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2021-2022 Results

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.
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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.

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

EL AND RECLASSIFICATION

Last year, our school reclassified 7 students, resulting in a reclassification rate of 6.25%.  While this is below

previous performance in reclassification for our school, it is on par with the state average of 6.9%.  One of the

biggest hurdles to reclassification for our students, and the reason for the high rate of LTELs is the lack of a
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proficient or grade level score on a standarized exam.  In the past 2 school years, we have not taken the

CAASPP.  In addition, many of our students come in to our school far below grade level.  While most of our

students demonstrated growth on our internal assessment, the iReady diagnostic, and many students

improved one or more performance bands, in many cases this was not enough to bring them up to grade level

proficiency.

For example, the following screenshots are of our 6th grade (incoming for the 2021 school year) students for

the 2021-22 school year.  As you can see, many of the far exceeded their typical growth expectations and grew

between placement levels.  However, many students have gaps that will take several years to make up, thus

delaying reclassification.
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This data clearly shows that students at BCCS are making academic progress, but they are not quite hitting the

levels of proficiency necessary to reclassify.

To combat these deficiencies and to ensure students are growing towards grade level proficiency and

reclassification, our team took a 3 pronged approach that was outlined in the previous section.  We focused on

rebuilding a strong school culture, supporting teachers through aligned and focused professional development

and coaching, and focused on using meaningful data when discussing student performance and growth goals..

In terms of PD and teacher support, much of our discuss was based on subgroup performance and strategies

that would help ensure growth for these students. Click here to go back to the detailed explanation of these

efforts from this school year.
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