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Student Growth Chart

Reading

Student Growth Summary - Fall 2011 to Spring 2012

District: Mineola UFSD
School: JACKSON AVENUE SCHOOL

*( Small Group Summary Display is OFF)
Count Percent

Reading I Fall 2011 | Spring 2012 Growth Moan Meeting Meeting
" ‘ Mean Std | Mean Std Std Sampling| Growth Growth Percent of Growth  Growth
Grade (Spring 2012) Count | RIT Dev| RIT Dev [Mean Dev Error |Projection Index Projection Projection Projectior
Grade 2 132 175.0 15.2 191.4 136 164 96 0.8 13.8 2.5 118.4 82 62.1
Grade 3 208 189.8 14.9 201.4 129 116 92 06 9.3 22 123.9 125 60.1
Grade 4 69 200.6 13.2 209.5 111 89 90 11 6.8 21 130.6 42 60.9
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Analysis
Reading Growth Chart

In second grade, the average growth was 16.4,
which is 18.8% above the projected average
growth of 13.8.

In third grade, the average growth was 11.6
which is 24.7% above the projected average
growth of 9.3.

In fourth grade, the average growth was 8.9
which is 30.9% above the projected average
growth of 6.8.

In each grade, over 60% of students met their
projected target growth in Reading.



Above

Projected Proficiency

Below

Quadrant by School - Reading

Growth Index

Below Above

* 60.9% of students met target
growth (green and )

* 92% achieved growth
(average RIT growth 12.66)

« Asof Fall2011, 55.6% met
proficiency criteria (
and green)

« As of Spring 2012, 68.3% met
proficiency criteria (
and green), 22.8% growth

 |nthe Fall of 2011, 32.1% of

students did not meet target
growth or proficiency

* Inthe Spring of 2012, 17.4%
did not meet target growth or
proficiency 45.7% reduction




Above

Projected Proficiency

Below

Grade 2 - Reading Quadrant

Growth Index

Below Above

* 62.1% of students met
target growth (green
and )

* 97% achieved growth
(average RIT growth
16.29)

* 64.4% met proficiency
criteria ( and
green)

« Of SpEd students, 30%
fall in green and 30%
In




Above

Projected Proficiency

Below

Grade 3 - Reading Quadrant

Growth Index

Below Above

* 60.1% of students met target
growth (green and )

* 91% achieved growth
(average RIT growth 11.59)

* Inthe Fall of 2011, 55.1% met
proficiency ( and
green)

* Inthe Spring of 2012, 70.7%
met proficiency ( and
green) 28.3% growth

* Inthe Fall of 2011, 35.8% of
students did not meet target
growth or proficiency

* Inthe Spring of 2012, 17.3%
did not meet target growth or
proficiency 51.6% reduction

« Of ESL students, 28.6% fall in
green and 28.6% fall in




Above

Projected Proficiency

Below

Grade 4 - Reading Quadrant

Growth Index

Below Above

* 60.8% of students met target
growth (green and )

« 84% achieved growth (average

RIT growth 8.87)
« Inthe Fall of 2011, 56.7 met
proficiency ( and green)
* Inthe Spring of 2012, 68.1%
met proficiency ( and

green) 20% growth

* Inthe Fall of 2011, 20.8% of
students did not meet target
growth or proficiency

* Inthe Spring of 2012, 16.4%
did not meet target growth or
proficiency 26.8% reduction

* "62% of ESL and 50% of SpEd
students fell in . They
exceeded target growth but
have not achieved proficiency




Student Growth Chart
Mathematics

Student Growth Summary - Fall 2011 to Spring 2012

District: Minecla UFSD

School: JACKSON AVENUE SCHOOL

*( Small Group Summary Display is OFF)

Count Percent

Mathematics I Fall 2011 | Spring 2012 Growth i Mecting Mesting
" ‘ Mean Std | Mean Std Std Sampling)| Growth Growth Percent of Growth  Growth
Grade (Spring 2012) Count | RIT Dev| RIT Dev |Mean Dev Error | Projection Index Projection Projection Projectior
Grade 2 130 178.5 121 194.1 105 156 7.9 07 13.1 25 119.0 87 66.9
Grade 3 210 1917 13.5 2062 128 145 9.2 06 11.0 35 1316 139 66.2
Grade 4 69 203.9 136 217.1 127 132 82 1.0 8.7 4.5 1521 48 69.6
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Analysis
Math Growth Chart

In second grade, the average growth was 15.6,
which is 19.1% above the projected average
growth of 13.1.

In third grade, the average growth was 14.5,
which is 31.8% above the projected growth of
11.0.

In fourth grade, the average growth was 13.2,
which is 51.7% above the projected growth of
8.7.

In each grade, over 66% of students met their
projected target growth in Mathematics.



Above

Projected Proficiency

Below

Quadrant by School - Math

Growth Index

Below Above * 67% of students met target
growth (green and )

* 97% achieved growth
(average RIT score 14.73)

« As of Fall 2011, 61.9% met
proficiency criteria (
and green)

« As of Spring 2012, 78.5% met
proficiency criteria, 26.8%
growth

* |Inthe Fall of 2011, 28.7% of
students did not meet target
growth or proficiency

* Inthe Spring of 2012, 11.2%
did not meet target growth or
proficiency 60.9% reduction




Above

Projected Proficiency

Below

Grade 2 — Math Quadrant

Growth Index

Below Above

 67.2% of students met
target growth (green and

)

* 98% achieved growth
(average RIT growth
15.71)

« 78.7% met proficiency
criteria ( and
green)

« *80% of SpEd students
fall in green. 20% fall in




Above

Projected Proficiency

Below

Grade 3 — Math Quadrant

Growth Index

Below Above

* 66.2% of students met target
growth (green and )

* 95% achieved growth
(average RIT growth 14.61)

* Inthe Fall of 2011, 63.5% met
proficiency ( and
green)

* Inthe Spring of 2012, 77.6%
met proficiency ( and
green) 22.2% growth

* Inthe Fall of 2011, 30.0% of
students did not meet target
growth or proficiency

* Inthe Spring of 2012, 12.4%
did not meet target growth or
proficiency 58.6% reduction

« 42.3% of SpEd students fall in
green




Above

Projected Proficiency

Below

Grade 4 - Math Quadrant

Growth Index

Below Above

* 69.6% of students met target
growth (green and )

* 97% achieved growth
(average RIT growth 13.25)

* Inthe Fall of 2011, 65.6%, met
proficiency ( and
green)

* In the Spring of 2012, 81.2%
met proficiency ( and
green) 23.7% growth

* Inthe Fall of 2011, 28.5% of
students did not meet target
growth or proficiency

* Inthe Spring of 2012, 7.2% did
not meet target growth or
proficiency 74.7% reduction

« Of SpEd students, 37.5% fell in
green and 37.5% fell in




