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Enrollment Data A

- Focus on Children

Objective: To show what your school's incoming student population fooks [lke

Used for: Beginning of year planning
Not used for: Planning after the year has started

Why? : Boston's individual school population tends to change greatly throughout the year, so this data will likely
change and therefore. be out of date

To access up-to-date information in the future, login to BPS Data Warehouse here:
hitps://bpsdepot.mybps.org/dw/ Select the 'Leading and Lagging Indicators' report; select your school

Guiding questions: How have the populations.of my school’s subgroups trended over the last 5 years? In what
ways has my enrollment changed? How am | addressing our enrollment trends?

Boston - Paul A Devér
43100 '

Enroliment Trends by Grade: The Past 5 Years
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Enrollment Trends by Selected Populations: The Past 5 Years : ]
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L Enrollment Trends by Race/Gender: The Past 5 Years
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f“% BOSTON | offee st . . ” .. Dever Elementary [4180]
f Public Schools | R Leading and Lagging Indicators SY 2043 - 2014
Focug on Children | Evaluation . .

Overview

This interactive data inguiry tool provides key indicators on students enrolled in school. The summary information on key indicators includes demographic
characteristics, discipline, learning outcomes in core academic areas, perionmance on MCAS, and other measures, Detailed information on each student
can be-obtained via dynamic drill-through opfions an each interactive chart.

Leading indicators are based on the most up-to-date data becoming available as the school year progresses. These indicators provide information for

on-going monitoring of student engagement, performance, and progress during the school year. Lagging indicators are based on student academic
profiles fram the prior school year as well as off-track history since grade 6 for students in grades 7 through 12.

This interactive tooi is intended for use in school and classroom plaﬁning, student progress monitoring, and to support data inquiry. School administrators
and teachers are encouraged to use the information to identify students with various levels of challenges and to design appropriate intervention programs

to address the varying needs. :

All Students 601 100.0% Students with Disabilities 7 88 Mate
" Black 155 .8% Mainstream 42 7.0%  Female . 287 47.8%
White 17 28% Substantially Separate 46 7%  Younger Than Expected Age 287 47.8%
Astan 44 3%  ELLFLEP 301  504%  ExpectedAge 295 49.1%
Hispanic 372 8le% English Language Leamer 275 45.8% 1 Year Above Expecied Age 19 32%
Native American 1 2% (B
MxedorOther 12 2p%  Cormer tiRed inish a A
Low Income (Free/Reduced) 420 £9.9%
Free Lunch 406 - 67.6%
Reduced Lunch 14 2.3%

Elg

All Studenis 84 107 107 103 96 78

Male 11 48 B8 50 52 45 3¢ M4
Female . 14 35 39 BT 51 51 40 287
Black 1 24 14 23 38 23 32 188
White 4 2 3 2 4 2 17
Asian 4 5 9 3 I I 9 M
Hispanic 18 50 B0 76 54 B0 34 aArz
Native Ameriean 101
Mixed or Qther 2 1.2 2 2 2z 1 1z
Mzinstream 8 £ 8 1 8 5§ 42
Wot SPED _ 25 75 91 90 B4 B2 g6 - 513
Substantially Separate 3 8 8 12 8 §& 48
Never a LEP 7 40 44 E 65 46 46 200
Lirited English Proficlent (LE) ﬁ 44 63 58 34 34 26 28
Former Limited English Proficient (FLER) 3 68 I 28
Free tunch 18 73 8 78 B2 6% 408
Not Low Income 25 85 33 18 21 11 8 181
Reduced Lunch 1 4 4 3 2 1
Younger Than Expected Age 16 39 54 58 45 36 41 281
Expected Age 2 45 48 51 55 54 32 205
1 Year Above Expected Age 4 i & & 19

Leading and Lagging Indicators Aug 13, 2013 12:30:29 PM






English Language Learners SY 2012-13

Data &s of 06/14/13 allwithtests.xisx" ONT fle and 06/13/13 MyBPSSELD Tab.

. What is the enrollment of LEP students at the Dever Elementary, and how
does that compare to BPS K2-12 and Network C?

LEP FLEP

B Never LEP

" Dever Elementary
Network C

BPS.

I T ; ) T T T

0% 20% 40% '60% B0% 100%|

Dever Elementary .

Note: FLEP here includes former Limited English Proficient students in the 2-year monitoring period and
beyond.

What is the ELD level distribution of LEP students at the Dever Elementary,
and how does it compare to BPS K2-12 and Network C?

B ELD Levels 1, 2,3 or Blank B ELD Levels 4 &5

Dever Elementary

Network C

BPS &S

0% . 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Dever Elementary

BPSIOELUReseaféh and Instruction Team, August 2013, SY 2012-13 annual data report



English Language Learners SY 2012-13

What is the ELD level of LEP students at the Dever Elémentary, by
grade?

ELD Blank

ELD 1 ELD 2

K2
All Grades

T | ! B 1 1

0% 20% 40% 50%  80% . 100%

Note: The numbers included in each bar indicate the numberuof étudents at a given ELD level. In
addition, if there are no LEP students in a given grade, that grade is not displayed in this chart.

What is the first language of LEP students at the Dever Elementary and,
how does that compare to BPS K2-12 and Network C?

School

Networkr'c‘

BPS K2 - 12

BPS/OELL/Research and Instruction Team, August 2013, SY 2012-13 annual data report



English Language Learners SY 2012-13

Data as of 06/14/13 ‘alfwithtests.xlsx’ OIT file and 06/13/13 MyBPS>ELD Tab.

Dever Elementary

Programs

Network C Network C

SEI Program

: 52% 2%
Two-Way Bilingual
Program ' 1% T
Regular Education
Program ' 13% 80%
Substantially Separate
Program 1% 6%

Note: Only programs available at the school are shown in ‘this table. For instance, if the school does not
“offer SEI but other schools in its Network do, SEI is not d:splayed in thls table.

Note: This school offered a two-way bilingual program in SY 20 2-13, whcih may not be fully captured in
BPS data systems

BPS/OELL/Research and Instruction Team, August 2013, SY 2012-13 annual data report






Dever Elementary

. | o 8, ;
SPED Enrollment Data - Chart #1: By Grade Level = BOSTON |
- f Public Schools |

1. Anticipated Uses of This Chart
- Start of year planning and programming o
- 2013-2014 anticipated m.aﬂo__im:ﬂ.,nmc..mm may shift significantly during the first few months of the schoal year

Foens on Children

2. Guiding D:m.m»mo.:m. for Interpretation S
- How many wEn.m:H with disabilities were enrolled in each grade level [ast year?
- How are those numbers projected ta shift this year?

3. To Obtain Data ,._..,ﬁ_a_m..me in the Future

- Navigate to :m_um"\\_uumn_mnoﬂ.3<uum.o_.m\m§\. Log in. Select "Student nmuoa (For Administrators)".
a. For aggregate data, select "5tu-1008 - Student Demographic Counts".
_ b. Farstudent-level data, select "Stu-1001 - Student Demographic Report”. Use the “Sped Group® and/or "Sped Code" criteria.

NOTES
Dever Elementary
Number of Students with Disabilities by GRADE
2012-2013 vs. Anticipated 2013-2014
. {Last updated on August 8th, Ncuw._ , .
25 -
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Dever Elementary |
SPED Enroliment Data - Chart #2: By Level of Need

1. Anticipated Uses of This Chart ,
- Start of year planningand programming )
- 2013-2014 anticipated enrollment figures may shift significantly during the first few months of the school year

. 2. Guiding Questions for _:nm%_.mwmzo:

- How many students with each level of need were enrolled last year?
- How are those numbers projected to shift this year?

3. To Obtain Data Like This in the Future

- Navigate to rﬁum\\_uumamuoﬁ3<¢nm.0qm\aé\. Log in. Select "Student Reports (For Administrators)".
a. For aggregate data, select "Stu-1008 - Student Demographic Counts",

b. For student-levei data, select "Stu-1001 - Student Demographic Repart". Use the "Sped Group" and/or "Spad Code" criteria.

Total All Levels 0.1 0.2
Level of Need

R 20122013 | 2013-201
Dever Elementary —
Number of Students with Disabilities by LEVEL OF NEED 3 33
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Dever Elementary
SPED Enrollment Data - Chart #3: By Type of Disability

1. Anticipated Uses of This Chart
- Start of year planning and programming )
- 2013-2014 anticipated enrollment figures may shift significantly during the first few months of the school year

2. Guiding Questions for Interpretation

- How many students with each type of disability were enrolied last year?
- How are those numbers projected to shift this year?

3. To Obtain Data Like This in the Future

- Navigate to https://bpsdepot.mybps.org/dw/. Login. Select "Student Reports (For Administrators)".
a. For aggregate data, select "Stu-1008 - Student Demographic Counts”.
b. For student-level data, select *Stu-1001, - Student Demographic Report”, Use the "Sped Group" and/or "Sped Cade" criteria,

@. .
22 BOSTON
f Public Schools

Focus on Childeen
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Dever Elementary

[Code: 4100 ] Network: C

School Year:

2012-2013]

Chronic Absenteeism. by Grade

100% 100% -
90% 80% -
30% 20%
70% 70% -
60% 60% -
50% 50% A
40% 40% 4
30% 320%
20%
10%
0% *
2 3 4 5 6
T : ADATLD : Atfendance Latagp o 3 0 ADsSE
B ade Bp S Dt =0 BT Y R gb:55cE iy Lo ehiRass og ‘| S Esrist
K1 ) 21 383 2498 91.0% 90.7% 92.3% 0.0% 2509 33.3% 42.9% 4.8% 0.0%} 9.7% 7.1%
K2 105 806 4728 90.9% 91.3% 92.9% 2.9% 21.9% 38.2%) ©  21.9% 6.7% 8.6% 9.4% 6.6%
1 112 876 4809] - 94.0% 92.6% 93.6% 0.5% 45.9% 38.7% © Ba% 1.8% 4.5%} 6.4%| 5.0%
2 102 768 4369 93.8% 93.4% 94.5% '3.9% 41.2% 37.3% 11.8% 3.9% 2.0%. 5.3% 3.8%
3 - 106 804 4353 93.7% 93. 7% 94.8% 4.7% 44.3% 23.3% 14.2% 5.7% 2.8% 3.9% 3.0%
4 i) 720 4283 93.7% 54.3% 94.9% 8.4% 48.9% 23.9% 14.8% 2.3% 5.8% 4.3% 2.8%
5 79 585 3626 93.9% 94.0% 94.8% 6.3%| . 45.6% 24.1% 16.5%, 7.6% 0.0% 4.7% 4.4%
& 0 659 3850 0.0% 94.3% 54,19 ) 0.0% 5.2% A.9%
ADA/ADM by Sex ‘Chronic Absenteeism by Sex
100% - 93.6%  93.4%  g3.2% G2.8% 92.8%  01.8% 100% -
.BU% - BD% -
B0%E 4 60% -
40% 40%
20% 3 20% 1% 10.1% 10.1%
0% :
Female Male
y AIATED AHENdEH e CaTeRs i & OHIG A HEE
BYy5e e Y T At B0 etk RS aley b b5 o0as Giigat: T 0 BA%; 56 NGRS R s
Female 204 3347 290598 93.6% 93.4%].  92.2%)| 3.4%[. 43.2% 33.7% 12.6% 2.7% 4.4% 5.6% 9.1%;
Male 318 3635 31331 92.8% 92.8% 91.8% 3.5% 37.4% 31.1% 17.9% 6.3% 3.8% 6.6% 10.1%
All 5tudents 6512 6932 650429 93.2% 93.1% 92.0% 3.4% 40.2%| 32.4% 15.4% 4.6% 4.1% 6.1% 9.6%

Data Definitions

A.DuA. is Average Daily Attendance. This is the count of pupils "attending”, or present each day, divided hy the numiber of schoo! days.

A.D.M. is Average Daily Membership, This Is count of pupfis "enrolled”, whether present or absent each day, divided by the number of school days.
ADA/ADM Is the attendance rate and can be found by dividing A.D.A. (actual attendance} by A.D.M. (potential attendance).

Chronic Absentee refers to a student whose ADA/ADM is 80% or less for the year.

Data Source: All charts are based on data from the BPS Data Warehouse for 5Y 2012-2013 [report Att-4001),



Dever Eiementary

Code: 4100 Network: € School Year: 2012-2013]
ADA/ADM by Race Chronic Absenteeism by Race
100% - P5.8% 52,8% 93.0% 52.8% 95.1% 93.7% 100%
B0% a0%
60% 0%
20% 40%
20% 20% _
- e 0% nom .
Asian Black Hispanic Mixed or Native White Asian Black Hispanic Mixed or Native White
Other American ) Other Amerjcan.
Bniz DATAD b i e A O 3 AbcE
i Bt i ST T o L e R e BB BO A = R
Asian 37 520 5078 95.8% 95.5%, 95.9% 8.1% 56.8% 27.0% 2.7% 5.4% 0.0% 2.9%[ 40%
Black 155 2861 22125 92.8% 93.5% 91.6% 3.9% 41.3%, 23.9% 17.4% 6.5% 7.1% 5.1% 11.0%,
Hispanic 389 2707] 23958 93.0% 92.5% 91.3%| 2.6% 38.0% 36.8% 15.4% 3.9% 33%] . . 5.6%|  10.2%
Mixed or Other 10 183 1321] 92.8% 92.1%|  91.5% 10.0% 20.0% 20.0% 20.0% 0.0%) 10.0%] - 656% 10.0%
Native Amierican 1 26 159 96.1%| 90.5% 90.5%] 0.0%]  100.0% 0.0% 0.0%, 0.0%] . 00% 19.2% 10.7%
White 20 685 7777 93.7% 92.8% 92.7% 5.0% 50.0% 20.0% 20.0% 5.0%] 0.0% 6.0% 7.5%
All Students 612 6982 60429 93,2% 53,1%, 52.0%) 3.4% 40.2% 32.4% 15.4% 4.6% 4.1% 6.1% 9.6%;
ADA/ADM by SPED Group Chronic Absenteeism by SPED Group
100,0% - 92% 93% 919 91% 91% ggy 94% 93% 93% 100% - : : . :
80.0% - ; B0% |
| 60.0% - 60% 4
40.0% 40% A
20.0% - 20% 4 0%
2% B v
0.0% | 0% oo SR : : _
Mainstream Sub-Separate Non-SPED Malnstream Sub-Separate Noh-SPED
A 5 ADATAD pHanda eph o ] D ARSE .
By SPED Gioug 6 L e DS Eh It o e s R DS BliEs T T TP 858575 BIEBA% e eiworKE i sy
Malristream 53 804 5910 92.1% 928%]  o13% 0.0% 28.3%: 39.6% 24.5% 5.7% 1.9% "5.5%, 10.5%]
Sub-Separate 45 650 6096] " o08%|  oosw BB.0%] 2.2% 20.0% 40.0% 22.2% 13.3% 2.2% 9.5% 17.3%)
Non-SPED 514 5528 48423 93,5% 93.5% 92.6% 3.9% 43.2% 30.9% 13.8% 3.7% 4.5% 5.6%) 8.6%
All Students 512 G6982] 60479 93,2% 93.1%, 92.0% 3.4% 40,25 32.4% 15.4% 4.6% #.1% 6.1% _9,6%
ADA/ADM by Lunch Code - Chronic Absenteeism by Lunch Code
100% - 03% 93% gix S7% 96% o5y 95% 94% pa% 1010% - '
80% - 80% -|
60% 60%
40% - 40%
20% 20% 11%
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oo P 8% 6%
0% 4 ekl 5
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= S =R TAL d 3 T34, 0 | 0 ADLE
B atle oD et e 60 SENG BistLiohy 00% CryOn0 85.55°% 8542 60 e DIstreE
Free 522 5557 42688 52.9% 92.8% 91.3%| 2.7%) 37.8% 33.9% 17.2% 5.0% 3.8% 6.3% 10.7%
Reduced 15, 233 3155, 95.6% 95.5%) 94.5% 0.0% 813% 12.5% 6.3% 0.0% 0.0% 1.7% 4.7%
Non-FRPL 74 1192 14588 94.7% 94,2% 93.6% 9.5% 51.4% 25.7% 4.1% 2.7% 6.8% 5.8% 7.5%,
All Students 612 5982 60429 93.2% FERTA 92.0% 3.4% 40.2% 32.4% 15.4%] 1.6%) 4.1% 6.1% 0.6%




Dever Elementary '

[code: 4100 Network: c School Year: 2012-2013
ADA/ADM by LEP Status Chronic Absenteeism by LEP
100% 96% ' 05% pay 93% 94% g3y 93% 03% g1y 100% - ‘
g R
B80% B80% -
60% - 60% -
40% - 40%
20% - 20% 4 11.0%
2.9% 1.9% ,_6'9% sax 5% B0% sz 7.2%
o% i 0% - S s
FLEP LEP NLEP FLEP LEP NLEP
HE A .. NTAD A i [ T B O o] AR
BUIED 59 DF L B T Ties i) it i Wiy B55007 ta5% B5580% SN:8A% 6o Ebwarie e R
FLEP ESR 534 7782 96.0% 95.8% 93.4% 8:6%]. - 6B.6% '17.1% | 2.9% 0.0% 2.9% 1.9% 6.9%|
LEP 251 2249 17382 §3.1% 93.5% 92.8%] 3.4% 38.1% 34.7% 15.8% 4.8% 3.1% 5.1% B.0%
NLEP 286 4199 35265 92.9% 92.6% 91.3% 2.8% 38.8% 31.8% 16.4% 4.9% 52%]  7.2% 11.09%
All Students 612 G982 60429 9325 931% 92.0%] 3.4% 40.3% 32.4% 15.4% 3.6% 4.1% 6.1% 9.6%
ADA/ADM by ELD Level - Chronic Absenteeism by ELD
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ELD 1 2 179 1718] “o1a% 92.8%|  93.5% 0.0% 34.5% 44.8% 10.3% 3.4% 6.9% 6.7%| - . B38%
ELD 2 1L 57 495] o2y 92.2% 92.5%] 9.1%| 18.2% 27.3%] 27.3% 18.2% 0.0%] 5.3% 7.5%
ELD 3 14 90 574 88.1% 934wl oo7% 0.0% 7.1% 21.4% 42.9% 21.4% 7.1% 5.6% 13.2%
ELD4 12 og 581) BB.3% 94.0% 89.8%) 0.0% 0.0%]  41.7% 41.7%) B.3%] 8.3% 6.1% 13.6%
ELD 5 3 A8 301 BBO%[T  924%| 89.0% 0.0% 8.0% 33.3% 33.3%[ - 33.3% 0.0% 4.2%| . 13.0%f .



Dever Elementary

Code:

4100 Network:

[o

School Year;

25%

20% -

15%

10%

5%

0%

% Suspended by Grade

18%

Days Suspended by Grade

49

K1 .21 383 2498 0.0% 0.0%, 0.3%) &) 0. 9
N L] 105 806 4728 6.7%, 2.0% 1.4% 15 40 178
1 111 876 4309 4.5%) 2.7% 1.7%, 12 54 201
2 102 768 4369, 9.8% 6.1% 2.9% 33 162 350
3 106 804 4353 12.3% 7.2% 3.9%| 54 185 451
4 38 720 4283 19.3%]| 6.4% 4.2% 49 134 447
5 79 505 3626 15.2%;) 8.1% 5.7%| 63 135 =37
6 4 659 3850 0.0% 12.6% 10.3%i ] 297 13051 -
% Suspended by Sex -Days Suspended by Sex-
18% - : C 17k 250 4 L
16% 201
143
12%
10%
8%
6%.
A%
2% "
0% -
: Famale “Mala
e % panded *E pengdog
By Sen 55 SO L i Lo SEREDL S N Ehao e B T [ SEhGD A | O BEr e
Female 254 3347 29098 3.1%, 4.6% 3.9%) 25 445 . 3659
Male 313 3635 31331 17,0% 10.0% 7.9% 201 1373 8351,
IAII Students 612 6982 60429, 10.3% 7.4%, 5.9% 226 1818, 12010

Data Definitions

% Suspended indicates the percentage of students who were suspended at least once throughout the school year. Students are not counted more than once.
Day suspended is the total number of scheal days in which students were absent due to suspension, This is a total for all students suspended In the school. -

Data Source: All charts are based on data from the BPS Data Warehouse for SY 2012-2013 {report Att-4001).




Dever Elementary

[code: 4100 Network: C : School Year: 2012-2013]
% Suspended by Race Days Suspended by Race
25% - . . 1490
20%
20% - - 120
100
15% 80
10% - 60
5% i i e ‘o
% sl o % O30 o 5 o 0 o
- 0% 4 = S s . % D : : . T )
Asian Black Hispanlc  Mixed or Qther Native - White Asian Black Hispanic Mixed or Native White
{ American Other Ameriean
a 0 4] aen D3 Benaid
Asiari - 37 520 5078 2.7%) 2.3% 1.2%, 5] 40 156
Black ] 155 2861 22125 20.0% 10.3%| 9.2% 127 1139 7267
Hispanic 389 2707 23959 8.0% 6.2% 5.0% 94 544 3840
Mixed ar Other 10 183 1321 0.0% 9.3% 6.3% 0 37 226
Native American 1 26 1g9] . 0.0%] 115% 6.5% 0 5 24
White 20 sy 7777 0.0% 3.1% 2.4% 0 53 488
All Students §12 5982 60428 10.3% 7.4% 5.9%) 226 1818 12010
% Suspended by SPED Group : Days Suspended by SPED Group
80% " 3
1% 120 107 102
50% 100 4
49%. 80 -
30% - &0 -
20% ‘ 40
; 9% 9.2% gan % 63% 40
10% e 3% 4.% 20 -
a% 4 %é 3 = 0 — £ - : -
: Malnstream Sub-Separate Non-5PED Mainstream Sub-Separate Won-SPED

f el
Mainstream 53 804 5910 9.4%) 9.2% 8.1%) 17 274 1619
Sub-Separate 45 550 6096 51.1% 14.3% 11.9%) 107 346 2044
Non-SPED 514 5528 48423 6.8% 6.3% 4.9% 102 1198 8147
All Students 612 6982] 60429 10.3% 7.4% 5.9% 226 1818 12010
% Suspended by Lunch Code Days Suspended by Lunch Cede
14% - (25 250 7 219
12% .
200 4

10% -

g A 150 +

&% 100 -

2% - 3% 3.45%

50
2% 4
0% - 0 : T )
Free Reduced Non-FRPL Fraa Reduced Non-FRPL
t g ) ped [) pertd e

B ode oo BLW0 et i b ptwork:): FriEG bo Bito Diet]
Free 522 5557 42686 11.9% 8.3% 7.0% 219 1641 9987
Reduced 16 233 3155 0.0% 3.4%! 3.4%. 0 23 364
Non-FRPL 74 1192 14588 1.4% 4.2% 3.4% 7 154 1659
All Students 612 6982 60429 10.3% 7.4% 5.9% 226 1818 12010




Dever Elementary

[Code: 4100 Network: C School Year: - 2012-2013]
% Suspended by LEP Status Days Suspended by LEP Status
18% . : . 16% 180 -+
16% -’ 160
14% 140 4
12% 120
10% 200
8% 80 4
6% 60
4% 40 -
2% - 20 4 5
o% 0 r . - )
FLEP MLEP
ae o nEnden )3 P 18]
By LER'SHs aple BRI TR e 60 T DR 63 LR S DREHCRT:
FLEP 35 534 7782 290 - 674 a4y 5 ‘136 © . 3129
LEP:. ‘ 291 2249 17382] - 53% 6.0% 4.8%] 59 " 425 2626
NLEP - 786 4199 35265 15.7% 2.3% 6.8% 162] - 1257 8255
Al Students 612 6982 60425] - 10.3%{ - 7.4% 5.59% 226 1818 12010
% Suspended by ELD Level - _ ' Days Suspended by ELD Level
18% - 17% 2.5 q '
16% - 2.
14% 4 2 1
129% A
10% 15 4
8% 4 1 4
6%
0% D% 084 B G [} 0
1% e e ;
0% T e Mt o T ¥ T 1
L ELDZ ELD 2 ELD £ ELID 4 ElD 5 ELD 1 ElD2 ELDS
tents PG Bended DA rendef
Ve D ke Sl ] imetotk [BEETEATTR + School < Netwati e e [ sebot. L Newor e
ELD1 ' 25 179 1713 0.0% 1.7% 1.8% 0 G 113
ELD 2 11 57 495 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 0 0 36
ELD 3 14 90 574 23%| - mow| - sawm 1 50 126] -
ELD 4 : 12 89 581 16.7%, 10.2%) 6.0%] 2 25 97
ELD S 3 48 301 0.0% 14.6% 7.6% 0 34 79
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Dever Elementary

Results of the Bosten Public Schools
2012-2013 Student Climate Survey

-Response rate: - 171/261 =

66%

Averages for School Climate Variables o
' . - ’ Idenfification with
and Overall )
identification with and Overall Perceptions of School Perceptions .of 3.04 2.87 3.18
Schocl
tudent Enthusi; for L i .
g Student Enthusiasm for .earnmg 3.53 Student Enthusiasm
z for Learm 3.53 3.36 3.53
= " Teacher Effectiveness [; or Learning
& L ) Teacher
E , Peincipal Effeqlvepess Effectiveness 347 3.27 3.50
g - ,
E Perception of Schoo! as a Friendly Environiment |3 Principal
£ i Effectiveness 3.31 3.i0 3.33
Feeling of Acceptance at School Percaption of Schaol| -
Schoal Safely [ as a Friendly 2.88 3.04 3.07
. Environment
Strong Structure and Reutine for Studenis . : 3.28 . Feelin g- of . . 514
100 2.00 3.00 400 ||Greptance & 2% | 347 .
Avérage Score School Safety ' 2.94 3.37 3.12
Strong Structure and
Routine for Students 2.94 3.37 3.2
Standardized Climate Scores compared to the Standardized Climate Scores compared to
_District Elementary
Your school's standardized score indicates the extent to which your mean score
devlates (positively or negatively) from tha district average. It is a way to compara Your school'a standardized score Indicates the extent to which your mean score
how well respondents at your school rated each variable compared ta othar deviates {positively or negatively} from the average of all simbar schools
raspandents across the distiict. (elementary; K8, middle, or high). kt is a way to compare how well respondents at
your schaol tated each variable compared to other respondents from simitar
schaals.
2.00 2.00
1.50 1.50
1.00 0 1.00
035 041 g2
’ 0.50
Disttict 0‘1_2 : Elem
Mean (.00 Mean (.00 = —
) -0.02 _ppg -D.02 N
-0.50 027 -0.26 -0.50 | g4 029 021 gz 014
-1.00 | . _ Co72 -1.00
-1.50 -1.50
-2.00 -2.00
=12 Identification with and Overall B Teacher Effectiveness . BB Feeling of Acteplance at Schao!
Perceplians of School B Principal Effectiveness " BB School Safely ‘
Student Enthusiasm for Leaming Perception of School as a Friendly Environment . BB Strong Structure and Routing for Students
My teacher expects me to make good grades: My teacher(s} works hard to help me learn:
. Percentage of student responses Percentage of student responses
Grolps with less than 10 respandents are not reported. “Groups with less than 10 respondents are nof reported.
100% - ! : 100% [
0% + 80% -
80% - 80% +
70% - 70%
60% - B0% -
50% A 5D% A
40% A 40%
30% - 30% -
20% A 20% A
10% - 10% -
0% 4 = 0% -+ ; = . 3
o = |7 F o @ = & %) = [ ) &
e ¢ I I F % § % e &8 § I § § § 3
2 £ Y £ = = = ] 2 £ 5 =4 Z £ £
8 m £ 2 T % ] g .o < a T o
g 2 £ & g o LI
it u B |
@Sirongly Agree *Agree ®isagree A Strongly Disagree a5irongly Agree =Agrag ® Disagres e Sirongly Disagree
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Dever Elementary

Resulis of the Boston Public Schools
2012-2013 Parent Climate Survey

Response rate:

EZ Parception of Teacher Performance

Paresnt Engagement at Home

Averages for School Climate Variables
Perception of Principal Perfarmance -‘ Perception of Principal
w . | Performance . - 0.00 3.27 3.34
-]
= Perception of Teacher Performance .
o Perception of Teacher -
£ i Performance 0.00 3.28 3.37 :
Z Safe and Welcoming School Environment
] Safe and Welcoming
[ iy 0.00 3.33 3.30
}% Parent Engagement at Home School Environment : :
1 | Parent Engagement
Parent Participation at School at Home 7 0.00 3.46 3.53
T T I " 1
1.00 200 3.00 4.00 Parant Participation 0.00 2.32 2.38
Average Score ’ at School ) ) )
Standardized Climate Scores Compared to the Standardized Climate Scores Compared to
District Elementary
Your school's standardlzed score Indicates the axtent to which Your mean scare Your school's fzed score indicates the extent to which your schoof's mean score
daviates (positively or negatively) from the district average. It Is a way to campare deviates (pesitively or negativaly} from the avarage of all slmilar scheols {elementary, K8,
how well respondents at your school rated each variable compared 1o other middle, or hlgh schools). bt is a way to compare how well respondents at your school rated
respondents across the distriet. : each variable compared to respondents fram simitar schools. .
2.00 2.00
1.50 1.50
1.00 1.00
0.50 . 0.50 :
e 0.00 o.0o 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
District 0.00 Elem 0.00
Mean Mean )
-0.50 -0.50
-1.00 -1.00
-1.50 -1.50
-2.00 -2.00
Bl Perception of Principal Performance B Safe and Welcoming School Environment B Parent Participation at School

Pércentage of__ pareri_t responses to selectec_i questions -

This school is a good
ptace for my child to learn

My child's teacher challenges
him/her to do his/her best
and works hard to meet the
needs of my child

My child feels safe at this
school

This school is doing a good job
at preventing bullying and
harassment based on race,

gender, sexual otlentation, and

disabilities

100

*In the 2012-2013 analysis, the responses to the School Safety

Safe and Weslcoming School Environment.

Strongly Disagree
Disagree

B Agree
Strongly Agree

component and the Home-School Relations component combinsd into one component, now called
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Dever Elementary

Resulis of the Boston Public Schools
2012-2013 Teacher Climate Survey

Response rate:

23/33=

Climate Component

Teacher Influence cver Classroom Decisien-Making (]

Seli-Efficacy for Instructional Strategles

Self-Efficacy for Classroom Management

Relatienships with Students & Pars,nls

Averages for School Climate Variables

Schoal Leadarship

Colisglal Work Environment

Coflective Teacher Efficacy

Parent & Student Engagement

%”* S

279

3.02

2.94
SRR 2.87

School Leadershrp |

Tesicher inlfluence-
over Classroom
Decision-Making
Collegial Work
Environment-

Colleciive Teacher
Efficacy

Seli-Efficacy for
Instructicnal
Strategies

Self-Efficacy for
Classroom
Managemesnt

Parent & Student

5 3.22

2,94 3.05 3.00 '

287 3.18 3.22

3.23

323 3.53 3.54

3.26

3.38

3.26 3.28

233 2.7

1.00

3.00

2.00

Average Score

Engagement 2'54
Relationships with
Students & Parents

4,00

3.02 3.23 3.29

i

how well respandents at your schoof rated sach

Disirict

Standardized Climate Scores Compared to the

Your school's standardized score indicates the extent to-which your school's mean
score deviates (pasltively or negatively) from thae district average. it Is a way to compare

Standardlzed Climate Scores Compared to
Elementary

Your schonl's standardized scora Indicates the extent to which your school's mean score
devistes {positively or negatively) from the average of all slimilar schogls (efementary, K8,
middle, or high schools). It f= a way to how well 1 dents at your schaol rated

pared to resp

across the district. each p t comparad to respondents from simitar schools.
2.00 2.00
1.50 1.50
1.00 1.00
0.52
0.50 0.24 0.50
Pt 0,00 . Mean 0.00
-0.06
-0.50 038 -0.36 -0.50
-1.00 -0.66 -0.67 ~1.00 -0.71 -0.67 073
-1.50 -1.50
-2.00 -2.00

..

8 School Leadership
Teacher Influence over Decision-Making
2] Callegial Work Environment

B Collective Teacher Efficacy
| Self-Efﬂcacy for Instructional Strategies
Self-Efficacy for Classroom Management

B8 Parent and Siudent Engagement
Relationships with Sfudents & Parenis

What do you think is the most |mportant factor influencing how much

students learn In school?

(Respandents selected one response)

Family support g

Family income % 5%

Inirinsic motivation of students

Quality of life in stdents' community

School and ¢lassroom discipline

Teachers' knowledge of instructional practice % 10%

Academically challenging lessons ]mﬂ%

Classroom lessons requiring students fo play an active role

Factors under
teachers’ influence

Clear and regutar feedback to students about performance @ 5o

Trends in the way
teachers across the
district responded:

* 26% of teachers selected
family support as the most
important factor.

* Approximately 17% of
teachers selected intrinsic
motivation of students as.
the most important factor.

* 37% of teachers selected
one of 4 responses that are
under teachers' influence.

& District

& Dever

0% 20%

Percent of teachers who selected each response

* These trends mimor the
trends from 2011-2012 and
2010-2011.

40% B80% 80% 100%
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Dever Elementary

Resulis of the Boston P'ubfic Schools
2011-2012 Student Climate Survey

218/231=  94%

Response rate:

Ave’rages for School Climate Variables

identification with arid Overall Perceptions of

School
2 Studerit Enthusiasm fon; Learning
g Teacher Effectiveness |
E Pl_'incipal Effectfvensss
;—_,E- Perception of Scheol as & Friendly Environment

Feeling of Acceptance at School

School Safety

2.84

[dentification with
and Overall
Perceptions of
Schoal

3.05 2.98 3.21

Student Enthusiasm

for Learning 3.36

3.43 3.54

Teacher
Effectiveness 3.50

3.38 3.27

‘|| Priricipal .
Effectiveness 3.26 3-11 3.33 .

Ferception of School
‘|{as a Friendly
Environment

3.00 an 3.12

1.00 2.00 3.00

Average Score

.00
40 Feeling of
Acceptance at
School

243 3.19 3.15

School Safety 2.84 3.30 3.07

Standardized Climate Scores compared to the
District ‘

Your school's standardized score indicates the extent to which yaur mean score

. Geviates {positively or negatively) from the district avarage. It is a way o compars
haow well respendents at your school rated each variahle compared to other
respondents across the district.

Standardized Clim_ate Scores compared to
Elementary Schools

Your school's standardized score indicates the extent to which your mean score
davlates (positively or negativaly] from the avarage of all similar schools

- (elementary, KB, middle, or high), It is a way to pare how well respond
your school rated each variable compared to uther respondents from similar
schools,

at

2.00 2.00
1.50 1.50
1.00 1.00
0.11 0.14 0.24 0.22 0.50
District - - . Elem
Mean (.00 == Mean 0.00 =
~-0.50 -0.50 | pog 24 0.30 011 a7 gag 0.6
-1.00 -0.75 -1.00
-1.50 -1.50
-2.00 -2.00
* |dentification with and Oﬁersll f& Teacher Effectiveness ) i ) Peroéptlon of School asa Friendly Envirenment
Perceptions of Schoot B Principal Effect BB Fesling of Acceptance at Schoo
; ringi S| :
B3 student Enthusiasm for Leaming ncipa e. veness School Safety
My teacher expects me to make good grades: My teacher(s) works hard to help me learn:
Percentage of student responses Percentage of student responsges
- Groups with less than 10 respondents are not reported. Groﬁps with [ess than 10 respondernts are not reported.
100% 100% - ’
90% B80%
80% 80% -
70% 70%
80% &0% -
0% A 50% 4 -
40% A 40%
0% 4 30% 4
20% - ; . Sgus
10% - aE e 10% 1 :
0% - ': iy — P = = e 0% Ly Py = — = = s -
g & g F g ] & g g g g i g s g 5
=T o 1] = ~ - .ﬁ m ol 11 = 1l - - T
2 o 8 S kS 2 & o £ .3 § 5 8 g o =
o Ly 0 (=3 w [
E 5 T d 8 g & © @ g
5 = & o T u
. - o
| Sfrongly Agres = Agree ® Disagres & Strongly Disagree = Slrongly Agras = Agree kDisagree & Strangly Disagree
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Dever Elementary

Resulis of the Boston Public Schools
2011-2012 Parent Climate Survay

261/549= 48%

Response rate;

Averages for School Climate Variables
Perception of Principal Performante g 399 Forception of Principal 3.20 3.26 3.32
g Parception of Teacher Performance PEETIRTaE 332 ;:;?:ﬁ::c:f Teacher 3.32 328 3.37
=
< School Safsty 3.29
o School Safety 3.29 3.30 3.33
g ;
E Parent Engagement at Home 3.49
o Favent Engagement 3.49 3.48 3.53
Parent Participation at School
Parent Participation
Home-Schoot Relations 3.33 at Schoo! 212 227 2.34
1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 Home-5chool
- 3.33 3.27 3.32
Average Scora Relations

Standardized Climate Scores Compared to the
District

Your schoel's st i scaore the extent to which your mean score

Standardized Climate Scores Compared to
Elementary Schools

Your schoal's standardized score indicates the extent to which your school's inean score

deviates {positively or negatlvely) from the district average. it is a way to D
how well respondents at your school rated each variable compared to othar
respondents across the district.

2.00
1.50
1.00

0.50 -
0.05 0.08 0.06 0.10

District () 00
Mean
: -0.02

-0.50 -0.19

-1.00
-1.50

~2.00

(positively or negatively) from the avarage of all-similar schools (elementary, K8,
middie or high schools). It is & way to compare how well respandents at your school rated
each variable compared to respondents from similar schoola.

2.00
1.50
1.00

0.50
0.02
Elem .

Mean

0.00
-0.50

-0.07

=)

-0.08

TGS

-0.08

-0.28

-0.04

-1.00
-1.50 -

-2.00

Perception of Principal Performance
BE Perception of Teacher Performance

ER School Safety
Parent Engagement at Home

B Parent Parficipation at Schoo!
B Home-School Relations

District Dever

Elementary
Schools

Dever
Schaools

This schoal is a good place
for my child to learn

child

Elementary  District

‘My child'steacher
challanges him/her fo do
their best and works hard
-to meet the neads of my

Comparing responses 1o selecied questions across school, school-type, and district

® Strongly Agree
=Agres
s Disagree

m Strongly Disagree

District

Elementary
Schools

Dever

The school is doing a good
job at preventing bullying
and harassment based on

race, gender, sexual
prefarence, and disabilities
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Results of the Boston Public Schools
12011-2012 Teacher Climate Survey

Dever Elementary Response rate: 37/39 = 95%
Averages for School Climate Variables : :
Schaol Leadership 301 3.00 3.06
School Leaderstip Teacher Influence
over Classroom 3.00 3.04 2.87
Teacher Infiuence ovar Classroom Declsion-Making Pecision-Making )
£ ) ) Collegial Work .
§ Collegial Work Envirorment : 3.09 Envirgn rent 3.09 317 3.18 .
=9
E Collactive Teacher Efficacy [simsmeastenmnr, Collective Teacher :
8 Y REat i) i 2.99 Efficacy 7 2.99 3.18 3.23.
..g Self-Efficacy for Instructional Strategies - 3.40 Self-Efficacy for
E : Instructional 3.40 3.55 3.51
S Self-Efficacy for Classroom Management 3.24 Strategies
Self-Efficacy for :
Pare_nt & Student Engagement B Classroom 324 398 .96
o Management : )
Relationships with Students & Parents 3.15
Parent & Student '
— ) T 1 b 224 2.52 2.64
1.00 2.00- 3.00 4,00 Engagement
: Relationships with . .
Average Score Students & Parents 315 - 3.21 3.25
. Standardized Climate Scores Compared fo the Standardized Climate Scores Compared to
. District Elementary Schools
Your sehaol's standardized score Indl the extent to which your school's mean Your school's tardlzed score indi the extent to which your school's mean score
score deviates (positively or negatively) from the district average. It Is a way to eompare || deviates {positively or negatively} from the average of all similar schaols {elementary, K8,
how well respondents at your school rated each component pared to resp s tddle or high schoals). It is a way to compara how well respondents at your school ratad
across the district. each component compared to respondents from similar schaols.
2.00 2.00
1.50 1.50
1.00 1.00
0.50 0.50 0.22
District oo Elem B
Mean 0.00 i B Mean  0.00
© 050 - . -0.50 -0.18 025 027 -0.20
040 032 -D.49 -0.46
, -1.00 -1.00 -0.78
-1.50 -1.50
-2.00 -2.00
H_ School Leadership BB Collective Teacher Efficacy B8 Parent and Student Engagement
¥%: Teacher Influence over Decision-Making | Self-Efficacy for Instructional Strategies : Relationships with Students & Parents
B& Colleglal Work Envirohment BE Self-Efficacy for Classroom Management ’ N

What do you think is the most imporiant factor influencing how much

studentis learn in school?
(Respondents selected one response)

I

Family suppart 259

Family fncome 0%

Intrinsic motivation of students %

Quality of Hfe in students' commumity % 6%

Schonlrand classroom discipline

Teachers' knowledge of instructional practice

Acsdemically challenging lessons F 384
Classroom Jessons requining students to play an active role E&ﬁ%l v

Clear and regular feedback to students about performance

19%

Factors under
teachers' influence

0% 20% 40%

' 60%  80% 100%

& Distri &
District Dever Percent of teachers who selected each response

Trends in the way
teachers across the
district responded:

* 26% of teachers selected
famliy support as the most
lmportant factor

* Approx1mately 17% of
-feachers selected intrinsic
maotivation of students as
the most important factor.

* 38% of teachers selected
one of 4 responses that are
under teachers’ influence.

* These trends mirror the
trends from 2010-2011.
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Boston PUinc_ Schools C!imaté_ Survey Trends
School Years 2010-2011 through 2012-2013

*Data Is not reported for years with a response rate below 30%

4.00 -

3.53
3.43

3.50

3.053.04

\,"".

3.00 -

2.50

2,00 4

1.50 -

Student Perceptions over time: Dever Elementary

1.00 A

Perception of

Identification . Student Teacher Printipal
with and overall enthusiasm for  Effectiveness  Effectiveness - schoolasa
perceptions of learning friendly
school ) environment

2010-2011: Response Rate = 0% x 2011-2012: Response Rate = 94.4%

¥ Y

Feeling of School Safety  Strong Structure
acceptance at and Routlne for
schoot Students

& 2012-2013: Response Rate = 65.5%

*in the 2012-2013 analysis, Strong Structure and Routine for Students is a new component and does not have vafues for prior years.

Parent Perceptions over time: Dever Elementary

~ 2011-2012: Response Rate =47.5%

B 20;0—2011: Response Rate = 5.5%

4,00 +
3.49
3.50 + 329 132 "5
- | ]
";mﬁgﬁ g Bﬁ Eﬁm‘ﬂﬁl
- IBEﬁHE i Elﬂﬁ EBJE
000 e et
[ - 2] -2 ]
15139535 EEEHH Eﬂmﬂlﬂl
[EEEEE ! EB (] HE EE
2.50 - 'a:s: - Eﬂfg “EH
e - By
R BB gE 2.2
|§mﬂﬁ 'B ﬂﬂﬁ‘ e
2.00 4 :azmsﬂ Iﬂ :L*izl i%ﬂ :
l:rzaizm e o B
B R LR BB
! E!!r‘aﬁ \EQJ nw'ﬂaﬁl :EE%}J
1.50 A r;m e @ s ) s
| & M i!i!ly‘lE 5 E ml!l FE = B
E B Pl ) 85 R B B8
l:EEmB IE ﬂmﬂ Hmﬁ! !Eﬂlg
1 00 fﬂﬂﬁfﬁ IB __ﬂf HEEIEEE nnmmaf .
Perception of Principal - Perception of Teacher  Safe and Welcoming School  Parent Engagement at Parent Participation In
Performance Effectiveness/ Performance Environment Home School

2012-2013: Response Rate = 22.4%

*In the 20122013 analysis, the responses to the School Safety component and the Home-School Relations component combined into one component,
now called Safe and Welcoming School Environment. As this is a new component, there are no values for pricr years.
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*Data is not reported for years with a response rate below 30%

Teacher Perceptions over tirhe:_ Dever Elementary

4.00

i

3.50

3.00

N
u

250 -

2.00

.f‘ _f "
A bty )]

150 4

Al

S

o

1.00 +-* :
School . Teacher Collegial Work Coliective Self-Efficacy for’  Sel-Efficacy for Parent & Student Relationships
Leadership influence over  Environment TeacherEfficacy  instructional Classroom Engagement - with Students

Classroom Strategies Management and Parents

Decision Making

& 2010-2011: Response Rate =35% - - 2011-2012: Response Rate = 94.9% B 2012-2013: Response Rate = 69.7%
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OBSERVATIONS |  ARTIFACTS

FORMATIVES | SHMMATIVES
RELEASED RELEASED

RELEASED UPLOADED

growth as ccmpared Wlth the d|5tr|ct

- Edcuators in the dis

. Standerd v

CN-F2

Data accurate as of 6/27/ 13

~N@Nedn

These graphs show the number of educators at your school that ldentlfled each element as a strength and anarea of‘

:'Efd:ﬁcator_s at your school

Educators at your school - SRRy
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Standard [[

“Educators inthe district

EOC Exam

- District Forrative

[

Special Needs

.. Assessment

S Subgroup i
Area Tagged to Student Learnmg Goal

- Sithject . :

- Matheratics -

Sociat Stiidies/History

Data accurate as af: &/27/13

 Educators 'at‘_-‘yj"ou'r's_.,_éhgul:f'

_ ‘-fEdiJ:‘(:.at'qr_s.-at-your school
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Thls graph shows the breakdown of ratmgs on each of the four standards on formatlve assessments this year

Data accurate as of &27/13 .



This graph shows wh|ch elements were tagged to observataons at your schooL as compared W|th the district.

.':'ELEMENTS'TAGGED IN OBSERVATIONS

' __Ohser_vatio;‘_.)jsjs'a_t--‘youir-,;‘s'd'ido_l;‘-;'A S

This graph shows which indicators [(if any) were identified as areas for improvement for educators at your school who
received a rating of less than praficient in one or more standards as compared with the district.
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CONFIDENTIAL — FOR INTERNAL USE BY BPS STAFF ONLY PREPARED BY OFFICE OF HUMAN RESOURCES ~DIVERSITY PROGRAMS —

BPS School Teacher Diversity Analysis {SY 2009-10 to 2013-14%*)

Dever Elementary

Boston Public Schools and our school leaders are committed to building excellent schoals that prepare otr students to compete
and succeed in the 21st Century. In order to cultivate world class global citizens, we commit to recrulting, retaining and
promoting a highly qualified and diverse workforce.

We recognize that diversity is not merely an add on to excellence, but, is, in fact, a critical aspect of what it means to he
excellent. Diversity of people and ideas is at the very center of our core educational purposes. Different points of view that
emerge from diverse cultural heritages and ethnic backgrounds support our students by broadening their perspective,
challenging their interpretations and enriching their intellectual discourse.

As a school feader, what implications does your school's 'teacher diversity trend data have for you as you commit to the

district's goal of building excellent schools?

Percentage of Black Teachers Percentage of Other Minority Teachers
100,0% 100.0%
a0.0% 50,0%
80.0% 20.0%
70.0% 70.0%
60.0% 60.0%
50.0% 50.0%
40.0% 40.0%
30.0% 30.0%
20.0% 20.0% = S -—-::
10.0% 10.0% : :
0.0% 0.0%
2009-2010 20102011 2011-2012  2012-2013  2015-2014 20092010 20102013 20112013  2012-2013  2013-2014
= Dever Elementary —Natwork  ==—eDistrict w—mDever Elementary —wm——Network —eee--District
Teacher Diversity Data
! B i N ¥ _ . D u! ST v, I
2009-2010 D 0 5 8 0 0 28 20.5%| 24.2% 11.5%| 15.6%
2010-2011 0 1 13 5 0 0 15 25.4%) 21.0%) 15.6%| 15.6%
2011-2012 1 1 7] 8 0 0 28 20.0%] 23.5% 12.8%} 15.4%
2012-2013 1 3 5 11 4 0 29 21.5%) 22.9% 13.5%] 15.3%
2013-2014 1 2 5 12 0 1] 24| 44 20.6%) 22.3% 14.4%| 15.5%
All diversity dota is self reported by each teacher
NOTE: All Doter based on BTU3 bullding stoff only
**2013-2014 is preliminary. dote valid as of July 15, 2013
Legend
Yellow 7 7
Category {Outside of shared district goals for a | e il i
_ diverse teaching force) i i
Black 0-12.5% 12.5-75% >25%
Other Minority 0-5% 5-10% >10%




Qua%iificati_ons of ELL Teachers: SY 2012-13

Data tabulated from 5/9/13 HR data file and spring 2013 s'chedu!e file.

Among teachers of ELLs in SY 2012- 13, how many ESL teachers held ESL Ilcensure? Among teachers of ELLs
in SY 2012-13, how many SEl Core teachers were SEI Fully Qualified?

Dever 10({38%) ° : ‘ 20 (71%)
|Elementary :

BPS/OELL/Research and Instruction Team, August 2013, SY 2012-13 annual data report









TRC
Text Reading and Comprehension

- Text Reading and Comprehension (TRC} is an individually administered assessment using leveled readers from a book set to
determine a student’s instructional reading level — the reading level at which he or she is not only performing well, but being

challenged.

During this measure, students are asked to read a henchmark hook and complete a number of follow-up tasks, which may include
Oral Comprehension, Retelling, and/or Written Comprehension. Assessors observe and record the student’s aral reading behaviors
through the administration of a reading record to determine reading accuracy and other metrics. The comprehension components
help assessors determine whether the student understands the meaning of the text. -

DIBELS :
Dynamic Indicators of Basfc Early Literacy Skills

The Dynamié Indicators of Basic Early Literacy Skills {DIBELS) are a set of standardized, individually administered measures of early
literacy development. They are designed to be brief, fluency measures used to regularly monitor the development of pre-reading

and early reading skills.

The measures were developed to assess students in each of the basic early literacy skills, a set of recognized and empirically
validated skills related to reading outcomes. In the area of beginning reading, basic early literacy skiils include phonological

- awareness, alphabetic principle, accuracy and fluency with connected text, vocabulary, and comprehension. Each measure has been
thoroughly researched and demonstrated to be a reliable and valid indicator of early literacy development and predictive of later
reading proficiency to aid in the early identification of students who are not progressing as expected.

Test Subset Description Grades Tested
Initial Sound Fluency {ISF) Can your child hear and pronounce the beginning soundsina | Fall, Winter (K)
word? ' : '
Letter Naming Fluency (LNF) _Does your child know the names of letters? Can your child Fall, Winter, Spring
' recall them quickly and easily, even when upper and lower {K); Fall (1)
case letters are randomly mixed together? :
Phoneme Segmentation Fluency Individual sounds are called phonemes. Can your child Winter, Spring (K);
(PSF) segment or break apart spoken words into individual sounds? Fall, Winter, Spring
Example: mat.../m/ - faf - /t/. (This skill helps children put (1)
sounds and words together in their writing, also.)
Nonsense Word Fluency (NWF) Does your child know the sounds that letters make? Do the Winter, Spring (K);
sounds come to mind quickly and automatically? Can your Fall, Winter, Spring
child blend these sounds together to pronounce unfamiliar (1)

words? This is an important skill because many words
encountered by beginning/emerging readers are not familiar

to them. : .

Oral Reading Fluency (DORF) " | How many words per minute can your child read correctly? EOY 1 grade
Once your child has learned to “sound out” phonetic words through all of 3™
and learned “sight” words {those that must be memorized), grade

do they become instantly recognized words? When a child can
recognize many words easily, reading is much more enjoyable
and text is easier to comprehend

! Both DIBELS and TRC are not necessarily a predictor for how children will perform on the ELA MCAS assessment in grade 3.
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Comparing Populations on mCLASS:Reading 3D
By Grade ‘ Boston Public School..., MA

o = t h e A e i s
hmilhesiviel ot el T R R i Sk &

e 3 R S S SR =
Districts: Boston Public Schools i Students enrclled mCLASS:Reading 3D
School: Dever { on test day i Composite Score
E 12-13 3 Pariods ; -4 Total Students Assessed
i Weli Below Benchmatk
Grade: K,1,2 : i Below Benchmark
Subject: Official Class ; f Benchmark
’ *Refresh date: 07/31/2013 H

|
:
0% 2% 0% 60%  80%  100%

Institutions with no data are not included. Page 13 of 19
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Growth on mCLASS:Reading 3D
By Grade Boston Public School..., MA

Students énrolled H mCLASS:Reading 30
on test day : Composite Score
=l % of students at:
3 Pericds Benchmark

2012-2013

H ROS s
Districts: Boston Public Schools
School: Pever

Grade: K,1,2

Subjeci: Official Class “Refresh date: 07/31/2013

X NoResults/ Restricted

‘ Advanced Filters:
Filter #1:  Assessed in All Periods: Yes
Filter #2: ©  No Filter
Filter #3 No Filter

80 %

- 60%
=
£
o
S
]
"
=
s 0%
=
[=]
=
&
3

0%

o% ‘ -
BOY - MOY EOY EOY oY EOY BOY Moy EDY
' 6r K L Gr Il Gr 2 ]
45% &21% &15%
institutions with no data are not included. Page 13 of 18
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Comparing Populations on mCLASS: Readmg 3D
By Grade _ Boston Public School..., MA

mCLASS:Reading 3D

Dlstrlcis Boston Publ:c Schools : Students enrolled
School: Dever . on test day ; -TRC Proficiency Level
12-13 3 Periods | < Total Students Assessed
i a Far Below Proficient -
Grade: K,1,2 i Below Proficient
Subject: Official Class ; i Proficient
| ‘Refieshdate: 08052013 | B avove Proficient
; ;

456

i
1
|

0% 20% 0% 60 % 80% 100 %

Page 13 of 12

Institutions with no data are not included.

Brinter friendly? \/ '




Growth on mCLASS:Reading 3D
By Grade : : Boston Public School..., MA

Districts: Boston Public Schoois o Students enrolled i mCLASS:Reading 3D,
School: Dever on test day | TRC Proficienicy Level
==l % of students af:

Proficient, Above Proficient

3 Periods
2012-2013

Grade: K,1,2 '
Subject: Official Class

*Refresh date: 08/05/20+3
X ' No Results/ Restricted

Advanced Filters:
Filter #1:  Assessed in All Periods: Yes
Filter #2:  No Filter
Filter #3: Mo Filter

E_ 0%
3
&
o
2
=
E 40% : : = : _
.a- D ) . Y
5 _ il
< . 28%, 26% 2%
@ - - . o N e
=
L 0%
—— .
&
52
0%t ' i -
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Office of Data and Accountability Focus on Children

MEMORANDUM

To: All Principals in Network C

From: Kamal Chavda, Chief Data & Accountability Officer
Linda Chen, Chief Cu.n'iculum_ & Instruction Officer
Rasheed Meadows, Network C Assistant Superintendent

Date: Tune 28,2013

Subject: - SY 13-14 Assessment Calendars

Dear Principals,
Please find attached a copy of next year’s assessment calendars.

This spring, Dr. Johnson convened a group of principals to discuss the district’s formative
assessment system; the overwhelming consensus from that meeting was that schools want B
assessments that support cycles of inquiry within their schools. To achieve this, the district has
revamped the school year 2013-2014 assessment calendar. This memo highlights the changes for
next year.

¢ There will be 3 new curriculum-aligned, paced interims. These will assess standards-
based instruction based on BPS scope and sequence pacing, and inform reteaching in
order to ensure students meet expected competencies. All schools, those using ANet as
well as non-ANet schools will administer these assessments in a similar timeframe on
similar content, as identified by the BPS Office of Curriculum & Instruction, as mandated
by your Network Assistant Superintendent.

o ANet schools will administer ANet paced interims (However, all students
enrolled in 8% grade Algebra must take the 82 grade Algebra BPS paced
interims.). '

. o All other schools will administer BPS/AT] paced interims.
The Office of Data and Accountability will provide support through Inquiry Facilitation
to an additional 20 schools, engaging teachers and school leadership teams in evidence-
based collaboration. Additionally, all Lead Teachers will receive training on data systems
and inquiry.
e There will be no district mid-year assessment. Most schools were not using the
assessments for course grades and the paced interims will provide more regular check-ins

for teachers and students,



¢ The predictive assessments help assess readiness toward standards aligned to MCAS
blueprints, as released by the Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary
Education (DESE). First, at the beginning of the year to adjust year-long pacing and
instructional planning; and, second in the middle of the year, closer to the MCAS to fine-
tune necessary instruction prior to MCAS.

® The end of year assessments, while still a curriculum-aligned assessment, are closely
enough aligned with the MCAS to also be on the same scale as the predictives. Schools
can-use the scaled scores from these assessments to show growth over the entire school
year. These assessments are also used for grading and for informing program selection
and evaluation. .

 The predictive and end of year assessments must be administered by all schools. BPS
will be using them to meet the requirements of the state’s educator evaluation
specifications for district determined measures (DDMs).

This year the district, in its efforts to prepare for the PARCC assessments, will periodically
include PARCC-like items on these assessments. These items will not be included in the overall
scoring/scaling; they will provide teachers with an early indication of student performance on
new item types. - ' ‘ -

All BPS principals and headmasters are invited to apply for Inquiry Facilitation by downloading,
completing, and submitting the attached application document. Schools will be selected for
Inquiry Facilitation via a process that prioritizes schools based on (a) need and (b) demoristrated
structural readiness for inquiry. Turnaround and High Support schools will receive special
consideration, as will schools that show through their applications that they are committed to
collaborative, evidence-based improvement. Schools with an ANet partnership are considered to
have less need for this support which will be reflected in the review process. Completed
applications must be emailed to Mary Dillman at mdillman@boston.k12.ma.us by 9:00am on

Wednesday, July 10, 2013.

If you have any questions or concerns about the content of this memo, please contact the Office
of Data and Accountability or your Network Assistant Superintendent.

Sincerely,

Kamal Chavda
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2 BOSTON jomes 2013-2014 BPS Assessment Calendar
Public Schoo[_s) D FOR GRADES 3-8

FFocus on Childeen

Accountabifisy

September 2013
Sept 23-27 " SUPERA [AWC) Gr3-5 ELA Math {Spanish}
October 2013
Sept30-0ct8 TeraNova [AWC} Gr3-5 ELA, Math  [English)
OCt 2204 L Inferims?; Gr a8 ELA; ok, History (68 0nl).

December 2013
rimst 7 GE3E | ELAMBh Hory (68 0nW).

CDeg 1012

: F'ebruaryl 2014

- Paced Inferims™ " Gr

March 2014

*Science Predictives are required for grades 5 and 8, opfional for grades 3-4 and 6-7

ANUARY 2074 *=F§rsf/LasiDayofSchool (or diay 180)
s 1iwlm|r]s
5
12 | : 3 ' | Advanced Work
— ] ; Class (AWC)
19
26 29 |30




ﬁ?\BOS ONlon..  2013-2014 BPS Assessment Calendar
(i

Pacus un Childien | Aceountabilie
September 2013
October 2013
Oct 14 PSAT/NMSQT Grio-11
‘Get2lp5 - TemaNova {AWC) . - Gresil ELA, Math, History -
November 2013
() (B & s
sim]Tiw|lm
Tlzf3 December 2013
‘Dec9-13" . " Paced Intefims™ - GroaT
Janvary 2014
30|31
February 2014 SIM|T[W]THIF|S
st7ztslolw]i]i2
March 2074 13[14]35 |16 17 ‘19
20 il 26
27 (28]29 [30

*All students should fake the predictives In the subject orea they are taking the MCAS or

MCAS refest this year.
= First/Last Day of School or day 180)

11213
4lslel7l8fo}r0
1 i 1617
8|19 20 |21 [22]| 23 | 22







K-5 Instructional Inquiry Cycles 2013-2014

#=_BOSTON
¥ Public Schools

Focus on Children

To better inform instruction aimed at ensuring all students meet proficiency and beyond, the
Curriculum and Instruction Office, in conjunction with the Office of Data and Accountability, has
developed Instructional Inquiry Cycles designed to make better use of assessment data in
classrooms. To that end, the school year has been divided into four of these Instructional Inquiry
Cycles that include these assessments while providing space for re-teaching and flexibility for
pacing within each cycle across the year. Based on results of the assessments below, aligned
resources will be tailored to ensure system-wide support and monitoring, including: coaching, data
inquiry, and walkthroughs as well as network-based professional development. -

“necessary:

Alignmeiit of Instruction with Assessments:

Throughout the year, there are benchmarks to determine system-wide
learning needs in grades 3-5:

Predictive Assessments provide data to identify readiness toward standards
aligned to MCAS in grades 3-5. The first predictive, administered at the
beginning of the year, lets teachers use the predictive data to adjust year-long
pacing and instructional planning. The second predictive is administered in the

“middle of year, closer to MCAS, so teachers are able to fine-tune the organization
of critical instruction prior to MCAS. [Admm:stered in .S'eptember January]

Paced Interim Assessments address previous standards-based instruction
aligned to the BPS scope and sequence pacing, and allows teachers to plan for re-
teaching in order to ensure students meet expected campetenmes [Administered
in October, December, February]

ddition, other assessments and assignment vide data to guide

instruction toward expected student o es:

Performance Tasks are curriculum-embedded assignments (e.g, Common
Writing Assignments) that mirror PARCC performance-based assessments, are
scored by teachers, and used to capture evidence of si;udent léarning to inform
additional adjustments to instruction. [Administered throughout cycles]

Diagnostic Assessments are scheduled throughout the year to provide

" systematic data regarding K1- 2 [Admm:stered in September November, February,

May/fune]

Collaboration and Support:

Common Planning Time should be scheduled throughout the year to ensure time
is reserved for overall unit planmng, analyzing student work, and planning for
adjustments to instruction. Itis recommended that schools engage in a regular cycle
of inquiry beyond the weeks identified. 'The weeks identified as Common
Plapning Time in each Learning Cycle should be dedicated to analyzing recent
assessment resuits and to sirategize ad]ustments

BPS Office of Gurriculum and Instruction - 28 Court Street, Boston MA 02108 — (617) 635-7958 — bpscurriculumandinstruction.weebly.com



K-5 Instructional Inquiry Cycles 2013-2014

[ CYCLE 1: September 4 - November 8- - 47 days'= 42 instructional + 5 ré-teaching days .

> Predictive assessment
o September 10-12: Administer (results: by September 14)
o September 16-20: Common Planning Time to analyze assessment results and to
' strategize adjustments
> Paced interim assessment
o October 22-23; October 15-24 (ANet): Administer (results by October 26)
o October 28- November 1: Common Planning Time to analyze assessment results and
to strategize adjustments
v’ Other assessments during this unit window: DIBELS, TRC, LAP-D, TerraNova Supera

| CYCLE 2: November 12 - January 3 .30 days =27 instructional + 3 re -teachinig days -

> Performance task
o November 12-14: Administer :
o November 18-22: Common Planning Time to analyze asmgnment results and to-
strategize adjustments
» Paced interim assessment
¢ December 10-11; December 2-12 (ANet) Administer (results by December 14)
o December 16-20: Common Planning Time to analyze assessment results and to
strategize adjustments
v'_Trimester ends: Nov 27; Report Card Grading Window: Nov 18- December 6

| CYCLE:3: January:3: March o 44 days=39 instructional +5 re- teaching days ;.

> Predictive assessment A
o January 28-29: Administer (results by February 1)
-o  February 3-7: Common Planning Time to analyze assessment results and to
strategize adjustments :
» Paced interim assessment
o February 25-26; February 10-14, 24-26 (ANet): Administer (results by March 1)
o March 3-7: Common Planmng Time to analyze assessment results and to strategize
ad]ustments '
v Other assessments during this unit window: DIBELS, TRC, ACCESS for ELLs

v"_Trimester ends: March 14 Report Card Gradmg Wmdow March 6-21

| CYCLE4:. March 18 - June

> Performance task (curriculum-embedded, performance based)
o May 13-15: Administer
o May 19-23: Commeon Planning Time to analyze assignment results and to strategize
adjustments . : :
» End of Year assessment
o June 2-5: Administer (results by June 7)

"o Culminating Pro;ect/ Portfolios
v Other assessments durmg this unit window: MCAS ELA (March 18-31); MCAS Alt, MCAS Math

and Science (May 5-20), DIBELS, TRC, PALS, EVT
v Trimester ends: June 19; Report Card Grading Window: june 2- 6

BPS Office of Curriculum and Instruction - 26 Court Street, Boston MA 02108 — (617) 835-7956 — bpseurriculumandinstruction.wesbly.com



6-8 Instructional Inquiry Cycles 2013- 2014

=, BOSTON
/ Public Schools

Focus on Children

To better inform instruction aimed at ensuring all students meet proficiency and beyond the
€urriculum and Instruction Office, in conjunction with the Office of Data and Accountability, has
developed Instructional Inquiry Cycles designed to make better use of assessment data in
classrooms. To that end, the school year has been divided into four of these Instructional Inquiry
Cycles that include these assessments while providing space for re-teaching and flexibility for

. pacing within each cycle across the year. Based on results of the assessments below, aligned
resources will be tailored to ensure system-wide support and monitoring, including: coaching, data
inquiry, and walkthroughs as well as network-based professional development

 Each

days ds
necessary

Alignment of Instruction with Assessments;

Throughout the year, there are benchmarks to determme system-wide
learning needs in grades 6-8:

Predictive Assessments provide data to identify readiness toward standards
aligned to MCAS in grades 3-5. The first predictive, administered at the
beginning of the year, lets teachers use the predictive data to adjust year-long
pacing and instructional planning. The second predictive is administered in the
middle of year, closer to MCAS, so teachers are able to fine-tune the organization
of critical instruction prior to MCAS. [Administered in September, January]

Paced Interim Assessments address previous standards-based instruction
aligned to the BPS scope and sequence pacing, and allows teachers to plan for re-
teaching in order to ensure students meet expected competencies. [Administered
in October, December, February]

1 In additign. other assessments and assignments provide data to guide
instruction toward expected student outcomes:

Performance Tasks are curriculum-embedded assignments (e.g, Common
Writing Assignments) that mirror PARCC performance-based assessments, are
scored by teachers, and used to capture evidence of student learning to inform
additional adjustments to instruction. [Administered throughout cycles)

Diagnostic Assessments are scheduled throughout the year to provide
systematic data regarding K1-2. [Administered in .S‘eptember November, February,

May/fune]

Collaboration and Support:

Common Planning Time should be scheduled throughout the year to ensure time
is reserved for overall unit plaining; analyzing student work, and planning for
adjustments to instruction. Itis recommended that schools engage in a regular cycle
of inquiry beyond the weeks identified. The weeks identified as Common '
Planning Time in each Learning Cycle should be dedlcated to analyzing recent
assessment results and to sirategize adjustments.

BPS Office of Curricutum and Instruction - 26 Court Street, Boston MA 02108 — (617) 635-7458 — bpscurriculumandinstruction.weebly.com



6-8 Instructional Inquiry Cycles 2013-2014

| CYCLE 1: September 4 - Novembér 8 47 days = 42 instructional + 5 re-teaching days

> Predictive assessment
o September 10-12: Administer (results by September 14)
o September 16-20: Common Planning Time to analyze assessment results and to
. strategize adjustments
» Paced interim assessment
o October 22-23; October 15-24 {ANet) Adm1n1ster (results by October 26)
o October 28- November 1: Common Planning Time to analyze assessment results and
to strategize adjustments . :
v’ Other assessments during this unit window: Supera, Terra Nova
v First quarter ends Nov &; Report Card Gradzng Window: Nov 1 - Nov 14

] CYCLE 2: November 12 - Janiary 3 30 days =27, instructional + 3 re-teaching day:

> -Perfurm'ance task . -
-0. November 12-14: Administer
o .. November 18-22: Common Planning Time to analyze assignmentresults.and to
strategize adjustments

. » Paced interim assessment ,
o December 10-11; December 2-12 (ANet): Adrnmxster (results by December 14)

o December 16-20: Common Planning Time to analyze assessment results and to
strategize adjustments

 44days=39 .mSE!:ru.ct_l:ona-l_;f Sre-teachingdays: ;-

| CYCLE 3:. January

> Predlctlve assessment
o January 28-29: Administer (results by February 1)
‘o February 3-7: Common Planning Time to analyze assessment results and to
‘strategize adjustments
» Paced interim assessment
o. February 25-26; February 10-14, 24-26 {ANet): Administer (results by March 1)
o March 3-7: Common Planning Time to analyze assessment results and to strategize
ad]ustments
% Second Quarter ends: jan 31 Report Card Gradmg Window: Jan 24-Feb6

| CYCLE 4: March 18 - ]lme 19 59 days ‘55 instriictional days + 4 re- teachmg' day

> Performance tas_k [currlculum-emhedded, performance based)

o May 13-15: Administer

o May 19-23: Common Planning Time to analyze assignment results and to strateglze

adjustments
» End of Year assessment _
_June 2-5: Administer (results by June 7)

o Culminating Project/Portfolios ,
v Other assessments during this unit window: MCAS ELA (March 18- 31); MCAS Math and
Science (May 5- 20)
Third Quarter ends: April 17; Report Card Gradmg Window: April4-17
Fourth Quarter ends: June 19; Report Card Grading Window: June 9 -19

AN

BPS Office of Curriculum and Instruction - 26 Court Street, Boston MA 02108 — (617} 635-7958 — bpscurriculumandinstruction.weebly.com



@
% BOSTON Office of
" Public Schools | Daa &
" Focus on Children Accountability

SY 2012-2013 Formative Assessment Results

Dever

in school year 2012-2013, BPS required the administration of 4 assessments: 2 predictives and 2 curriculum-afigned (mid and end of
year). This report shows how your school performed on both types of assessments and gives the district scores for comparison,

Predictive Data: How prepared are my students for the MCAS?

~ Predictive assessments are aligned with DESE’s released MCAS blueprints and reflected the district’s transition to the Common Core
State Standards. The content on the first predictive, which served as a pretest, included some standards from the previous grade as
well as standards that were to be assessed on the current grade’s MCAS. The 2nd Predictive, which served as a posttest, also gave
teachers valuable standards-based data about what students had learned thus far in the school year (December for ELA, February for

-Math) and in what areas they were still struggl:ng Combined, the predictive assessments provided a measure of student growth
within grades. This offered teachers an opportunity to address standards that students had not yet mastered before the MCAS were
administered. This also allowed school and district administrators to tailor interventions and professional development to each
school’s specific needs. The data provided by these assessments included student item analysis, developmental level (or scaled)

scores, and predicted MCAS performance Ievels ‘All student reperis were standards based

""rade 3ELA Gl “Grade 3.Math’ o
ATl Recammended Growth*' 35 -~ ATi Recommended Growth* 63
# Predictive #1 Predlctwe #2 Predictive #1 Predictive #2
Tested | - Scaled Score. Scaled Score - Scaled Score Scaled Score | Growth
Dever
Boston
rade 4 ELA Graded Math .= T i
: " ATI Recommended Grawth*' 20 ATl Recommended Growth*: 94
# Predictive #1 |  Predictive #2 ¥ Predictive #1 Predictive #2
Tested | Scaled Sco Scaled Score | Growth| Tested [ Scaled Score Scaled Score | Growth
Dever 78 e : ! 68 117
Boston 3527 34 3330 118
- ATI Recommended Growth®: 30 Anr Recommended Grawth* 48
# Predictive #1 Predictive #2 # Predictive #1 Predictive #2
Tested | Scaled Score Scaled Score Growth| Tested | Scaled Score Scaled Score
Dever 67 q4 24 61 i
Boston 2856 34 2714

= fewer than 10 students tested
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Curriculum-Aligned Data: Are my students learning the BPS curriculum that's been taught so far?

The Curriculum-Alighed assessments were designed to assess students on standards they had already been taught. The Mid Years
were used to evaluate student knowledge relative to standards taught from September to January; End of Years were used to
evaluate student knowledge relative to standards taught from September to June. These were designed co!laboratlvely with BPS’
Curriculum and Instruction Office and BPS' testing vendor, Assessment Technology, Inc. (AT}, in order to closely follow BPS’ scope and
sequence documents and curriculum. These could be used for grading purposes but not for more than 20% of a student’s grade.
These assessments were also used by the district for summer program placement, acceleratlon academies pfacement promotion, and

program evaluation.

"f._?Grade 3 Math',_ _ b

# Mid Year EndofYear | # M:d Year  End of Year
Tested % Correct | Tested | * % Correct | Tested | % Correct Tested | % Correct
Dever : a1 - 49% - 93 - 54% - |94 | - 6% | 1m . 56%
Boston 3593 | . 56% - 3824 - 61% 3723 T 689% S 3927 . 61%

. Grade'4 Math
Mid Year #

Mid Year - End of Year End of Year -

#
o : | Tested | - % Correct. | Tested |- % Correct | Tested | -~ % Correct . | Tested % Correct
Dever . 78 |- 4e% |82 | se% 76 | ea% | 84 69%
Boston 3507 55% | 3578 61% 3592 _69% 3769 61%

Grade 5 —

E f 1

# | MidYear - | | EndofYear | # |- MidYear |

Tested % Correct | Tested | % Correct | Tested.| - %Correct | Tested % Correct
Dever 66 | . . 54% . 68  53% 64 |  68% 71 56%
Boston | e 2944 66% | 2068 1 61% 2647 | . . 70% - -] 2982 61%

-~ = fewer than 10 students tested
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BOSTON Office of
7 Public Schools | Dass &
Focus on Childeen | Accountability

ldentifying High Suppori Schools

What is the quadrant analysis?

Each year we lock at trends in MCAS scores for students in general education, as Well as for students
with disahilities {SWDs) and English Language Learners (ELLs). The quadrant analysis helps us visualize
which schools made more progress when compared to other BPS schools. This allows us to more easily

direct the supports central office can offer.

This is a dynamic, snapshot view of pragress towards goals and is one of many measures we use; it is
merely an indicator that central office should focus greater attention and supports to help school
leaders identify areas that can be improved to drive stronger instruction. Schools in red stand out as
needing additional support. Schaols in blue have successfully “moved up” and improved growth and/or.
overall performance after previously falhng behind.

What is the purpose of the quadrant analysis?
" We need to respond to three key challenges {or “disruptive” events):
1. Consistently low scores at the elementary level, particularly in ELA

2. The needto offer high quality school choices for every famlly This means |dent|fymg where
additional supports/investments are necessary, even as the state implements its new
accountability framework (Progress and Performance Index) which will measure longer-term
progress across aii student populations and is a much more public indicator of overall school

quality.

3. Respond to the call from school leaders for more coherent and better aligned supports from
central office. The quadrant analysis allows us to use data to focus resources where they might

be most helpful.
What is unique about the quadrant analysis?

In its calculations of proficiency rates and student growth, DESE does not make a distinction within our
SWD and ELL populations. In fact, we know from research and our data that students in these groups
have a very wide range of needs. Some students with very high needs are served in specialized strands;
therefore some schools have higher proportions of these students in order to deliver more efficient and
effective services. The progress and achievement of these students is properly assessed as separate
programs rather than including them in an analysis that compares the performance of schools relative to

one another.

Page 1 of 2
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In the analysis, only the following students are included in any given school:

e Students enrolled on or befare October 1 of the academrc year
¢ General education students
e Students with disabllities in resource rooms (R1, R2, or R3). This group represents roughly 50%
- of all SWDs who took the test. Students with Autism, multiple disabilities, etc. are not included.
e ELL students with an English Language Development (ELD) level of 4 or 5 only. This group
represents roughly 75% of all ELLs who took the test. (SIFE students would not be included in

the analysis.)
Which schools will receive customized support?

Schools in the Iower left quadrant that have experienced slow growth and low performance for two
consecutive years (2012 and 2013 prel:mmary data) in one or both content areas (ELA and Math})
relative to other BPS schools will receive customized support. Additional schools may be identified for

support based on DESE’s final refease of the Progress and Performance Index.

What are the next steps?

The quadrant analysis is an overview of academic growth and performance relative to other BPS schools.
For identified high support schools, over the next two weeks, we will invite you to meet with your data

~ liaison to help you examine disaggregated school data (MCAS by student groups, attendance, climate,
formative assessment scores, etc. ). This will be followed by school-based meetmgs to explore root
causes and identify potential prob!ems of practice with school leadership teams; strategy development
work with your Network Superlntendents and liaisons {notably, ELA, Math, OELL, SESS, and ODA) to
identify appropnate strategies and supports for intervention; an opportunity to present school plans to
each other and to network liaisons in small cohorts; and ultimately the adoption of a quality school plan

that details the supports and expectations for this school year,

Page 2 of 2
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2013 List of High Suppaort Schoals
BTU K-8

Channing#*

Chittick+*

Edwards

Grew*

Haley
Higginson/Lewis K-8%
Irving*
Jackson/Mann K-8+
Kenny*

King EK-8*

Leg*

McKay K-8

Mendell#®

Mildred Avenue K-8*
Perkins*

Rogers*

TechBoston 6-8%
Tynan*

Winthrop

Identified for:
Math

ELA & Math
Math

Math

ELA

ELA

ELA

Math

Math

ELA

ELA & Math

Math

ELAR & Math
ELA

ELA & Math
ELA

Math

Math

ELA & Math
ELA & Math

* Indicates High Support School in 2012

Network

mnmmn_mmwwmwwmwmmmmmc

Schaals that moved out of High Support Status:

Condon
Hennigan

"Marshall - Up Academy
Mattahunt - Turnaround

perry
Winship

Young Achievers K-8







Guiding Questions for 2013 MCAS Subgroup Data

A. Overall Performance
s Is scoring Proficient or Advanced?

S o T

WIS T 53

2. For the All Students categor

rformance index)?
ST TR

ups? .
GradeteveNsE

B. Assessing Areas of Strength
1. Which subgroup has the highest percentage of students scoring at Proficient or Advanced?

2. Which subgroup hés the lowest percentage of students in Warning/Failing?
3. Which subgroup has the highest median Student Growth Percentile (SGP)?
4. Which subgroup has the highest mean CPI?

5. Which subgroups had a mean CPIl above 75.07

6. Which subgroup catégory has the smallest achfevement gap in mean CPI between comparison subgroups? (e.g.,
the gap between Low Income and Non-Low Income)

7. Which subgroup category has the smallest achievement gap in median SGP between comparison subgroups?

C. Assessing Areas of Growth
1. Which subgroup has the lowest percentage of students scoring at Proficient or Advanced?

2. Which sﬁbgroup has the highest percentage of students in Warning/Failing?
3. Which subgroup has the lowest median Student Growth Percentile (SGP)? -
4. Which subgroup has the lowest mean CPI? |

5. Which subgroups had a mean CP! below 50.07

6. Which subgroup category has the greatest achievement gap in mean CPI between comparison subgroups?

7. Which subgroup category has the greatest achievement gap in median SGP between comparison subgroups?

Note: For each question, indicate the number of students included in the sample (N). Achievement level percentages are not calculated for groups < 20, For
samples with fewer than 30 students, you may want to seek out additlonol information as differences moy be due to random chance,



e

identifying Racial/Ethnic Achievement Ga
5GP

-« Median

Mean CPI

= N= M=

Nincluded | N= N= N

1. CPI: Which subgroup had the highest mean CPI? Which subgroup had the fowest mean CPI?

2. 5GP: Which subgroup had the highest median SGP? Which subgroup had the lowest median SGP?

For grade levels in which White or Asian subgroups are large enough that they have data, compare subgroups within your
school. For grade levels in which White or Asian subgroups are too small to have data, compare the performance of each
subgroup in your school to the highest-performing racial/ethnic subgroup for that grade and content in the district.

3. Arethere educationally-meaningful CP gaps between any two subgroups (>=15 CPI points)? If so, for which groups
and what is the gap?

4. Are there educationally-meaningful SGP gaps between any two subgroups (>=10 5GP points)? If so, for which
groups and what is the gap?



Mupaschugetis Depalaent of
C BLEMENTARY & SRCONDAWY  Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS District Resuits by Subgroup District: Boston

EDUC- ATION ] English Languags Aris

Grade 03 - English Language Arts

19 67.8 2,303

Lowincome 27 2
g2 8ig

Non-Low Income 54 12

" Students w/ Disabilifes . 8 ) 8 4 49 5.7 B3g
Non-Disabled 38 ) 33 52 10 75 3,287

=T o 14 57 20 58,4 1,236

Non-ELL 40 5 48 13 76.9 2,866
African Amer./Black . 24 2 ’ 23 55 20 gre| . 1,408
Amer. Ind. or Alaska Nat. 9 0 9 82 ] 63.6 A
Asian 50 10 a9 40 i0 80.4 307
Hispanic/Latino 26 2 23 54 20 66.4 1,766
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. 49 11 a8 38 13 76.3 118

" Nat. Haw. or Pacif, lsl, )
White : 63 12 51 31 8 87 506

Male 2 | 3 2% | s 2 58 2,153

: VTitle 1 32 4 28 &0 17 . 70.7 4,114
Non-Titfe 1

High Needs 27 25 53 3,508
Non-High Needs 67 50 32 2 523 :
Former ELL T 6 51 3g 5 843 366 -
Mon-Former ELL 30 4 28 61 19 69.3 3,754

NOTE: Achievemen level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10,

Report Date: August 7, 2013 Massachusetts Departmant nf Elementary and Secondary Educatlon Report: PE304

Edwin Analytics



Wesnsiilteatis Depotarent of

EDUCATION

English Language Arts

Ej_‘,j';hm;\tmnv& SRCONDARY Prehmmary Spring 2013 MCAS District Results by Subgroup

District. Boston

Grade 04 - English Language Arts

" Students w/ Disabillties
Non-Disabled

ELL
Non-ELL

" African Amer./Black
Amer. Ind. or Alaska Nat,
Asian
Hispanic/Latina
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat.
Nat. Haw. or Paclf. tsl.
Wit

Male
) Female

Title 1
Non-Title 1

- H eds Status
’ ig Needs
Non-High Needs

" FormerELL
Non-Former ELL

36
20
29
54
23
36

56

35
28
25
66

54
25

13 43

8 29
4 | 25
0 ! 0
3 | 2
17 1 40
8 [
3 | 2

6 30
2 T
0 26
14 41

.
2 2
3 33

25

39

2
38
35
43
46

29

&8
18

10
33
18

15

30

87

46.7
67.9

80.5
58.7
69.3

80.2

63
63.3

60.4
85.1

B1.8
5e.7

934
3,078

313
1,688
9z

509

3983
15

3,078
430

595
3413

50.0

' 38.0

57.0
38.0
30.0

58.0
58.0

51.0

3,501 |

3,132
383

575

2,840

NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of fess than 10.

Report Date: August 7, 2013

Massachusetts Dapartment of Elermentary and Secondary Education

Edwin Analytics

Report: PE304



Mrspgeiteiis Deparasig of
5 BLEMENTARY & SHOONDARY Prellmmary Spring 2013 MCAS District Resulfs by Subgroup

EDUCATION

English Language Arts

District:

Boston

Grade 05 - English Language Arts

Y Students

Low income
Non-Low Income

Siudents w/ Disabilities
Non-Disabled

African Amer./Black
. Amer. Ind. or Afaska Nat.
Asian

Hispanic/Latino

Nat. Haw. or Paclf, [sl,
White

Title 1
Non-Title 1

Former ELL
Non-Former ELL

‘Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat.

40
63

13

55

36
72
38

58

68

76
39

[ ‘ 34 36 . 24
24 39 20 16

12 T " sa
2 33 12

4 3 T 27
23 4 18 10
5 33 a8 24
14 44 23 18
26 42 20 11

10 as . 33

i7 50 22 2
B 31 a5 26

67.2

88.3
68.7
79.5

531

2,795

73.0
57.5
53.0

)
56.0

2312

o 1,194
80

380

2370

NOTE: Achievernent level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10,

Report Date: August 7, 2013

Massachuselts Department of Elemenary and Secondary Education
Edwin Analyiics

Report: PE304



W Hipetrrhiketic Depataent of . -
ELEMENTARY & §RCONDARY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS District Results by Subgroup

EDUC AT[ON _ E.ng.lish Langyage A_r:ts

District: Boston

Grade 06 - English Language Aris

v

All Students : ) ' S 20091

H

4 3 - 38 25 ) 8.1 2,789 470 2,385
20 43 24 13 836 620 53.0 624

Low Income
Non-Low Income
bility St

 African Amer./Black

Amear. Ind. or Alaska Nat. - 54 0 54 23 23 ’ 808

Asian 63 17 46 28 . 8 84,1 3 63.0 277
Hispanic/Latino 36 4 32 38 27 66.9 1,410 48.0 1,195
iMulti-Race, Mon-Hisp./Lat, 45 12 34 31 23 70.8 77 43.5: 64

Nal. Haw. or Pacif. isl. i 5 4
White i

52.0

Stato
Titie 1
‘Non-Title 1

T Meeds Statii ‘ :
Fiigh Needs I 4 4 1 3 38 26 67.9 3,002 480 2,537
" Non-High Needs B T 29 ) 18 1 929 407 53.5 a72

" Former ELL
Non-Former ELL

!
] s | a 35 26 68.0 2,983

NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 0.

Report Date: August 7, 2013 Massachusefts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: PE304
: Edwin Analytics



Tizpaptmesiis Depataent of
ELBMENTARY&SBGDHBARY Prellmmary Spring 2013 MCAS District Resuits by Subgroup

EDUCATION

English Language Arts

District: Boston

Grade 07 - English Language Arts

All Students

 Lowincome
Non-Low Income

ELL
Non-ELL

African Amer./Black

Asian
Hizpaniciatine

: Nat. Haw. or Pagif. Isl.
White

Male
Female

Title 1
Nen-Title %

High Needs
] Non-High Needs

" Former ELL
Nen-Former EEL

. Amer. Ind, ot Alaska Nat.

Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat.

18
82

36
74
46
60

75

48

70

49

0 17 50 32
4 58 28 9

1

7 21 43
7 20 7
1 A4 33 17
5} 54 32 8
7 [} 19 6

44 T 16

1 68 29 1
3 46 35 16

14
322
1,404
78

528

3,685

13

3,008

488

3,210

48.0
48.0
36.0

41.0

49,0

55.0

47.0

2,542

NOTE: Achlevement level percentages are nof calculated for student groups of less than 10.

Report Date: August 7, 2013

Massachusstts Departiment of Elemantary and Secondary Education
Edwin Analytics

Report: PE304



ffmmasehusetio Dapaiment of
BLEMERTARY & SRUONDARY  Preliminary Spring 2012 MCAS District Results by Subgroup

EDUC ATION : English Language Arts

District: Boston

Grade 08 - English Language Arts _ -

Al Studenis

Low Ingome ' 3 - 8 19 774 2,003 420 2,492
73 12 i 62 . 16 11 938 450 799 §

Nen-Low Inceme

Afncan Arner .’Black

Amer. Ind. or Alasks Nat, 87 6 81 | 11 87.5 18 g 14
Asian ' 78 17 61 12 10 893 380! - 415 300
) Hispanic.fLalino 54 3 51 27 19 771 1,341 440 1,155
Mulii-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. B5 10 55 16 19 B81.7 89 20 B T4
Nat. Haw. or Pacif, |st, : 5 ‘ 3

White

2 783 014 30! 1668

Female

" Title 1 6 B y . 440 2,281
Nen-Title 1 ’ ’ 8 0 B 36 58

High Needs ' T sy 3 48 28 20 76.8 3,180 430
Nen-High Needs 87 : 048 679 485

FormerELL
Non-Former ELL

57 8 51 25 18 78 4,521 43.0 2,689

NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calcutated for student groups of less than 10,

Report Date: August 7, 2013 Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: PE304
Edwin Analytics



ik Menpachitsetie Bapmriaent of
ELRMEONFARY & SROONDARY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS District Results by Subgroup

EDUCATION

English L.anguage Arts

District: Boston

Grade 10 - English Language Arts

All Students

Low Income
Low In

Students w Disabllities
Mon-Disablel

ElL
Non-ELL

- A ncan-Amer.IB aﬁk 7

_Asian
_ Hispanic/Latino

Nat. Haw. or Pagif. Isl.
White

Male
Female

Titie 1
Non-Title 1

Former ELL
Non-Former ELL

Amer. Ind. or Alaska Nat.

Mulli-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat.

76
86

46
86

42

87

88
a8
75
84

=]

75
84

70
31

20
78

19 - 57

43 43
4 . 43 38 16
31 58 " 12 2

2 40 46 12
3 56 10 3

17

20 4
14 71 7
47 41 2
17 58 20 8
34 49 16 1
53 26 8 2
20 55 o 5
32 51 13
26 53 7 4
3 28 a1 38

11 78 9 1
27 - B 17 4

96.5
91.7

2,733

600
2,738

1,298
14
B2
1,085
67

487

669

3,300
29

223
3,115

- 625

52,0

42.0
57.0

54.0
55,0

510

70.0
49.0

57.0

55,0

63.0
54.0

1,789
™

16
2,044

262
2,198

316
758
46

397

1,233

2,443
12

183

2277

NOTE: Achievement leve! percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.

Repon Date: August 7, 2013

Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education
Edwin Analytics

Report: PE304



L Isnsnhlnelts Depardaent of. ) .
" RLEMENTARY & SECONDARY  Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS District Results by Subgroup

"EDUCATION

Ehglish Language Arts

District Boston

All Grades - English Language Arts

All Students

Low Incormne
" Non-Low Income

udents wi Disabllittes
Non-Disabled
Aglish La

" Non-ELL

African Amar./Black
Amer. Ind. or Alaska Nat,
Asian

‘Hispanic/Latino

Nat. Haw. or Pacif. fs),
White

Male
Female

Title 1
Non-Title 1

High Needs
Non-High Needs

© FormerELL
Nen-Former ELL

Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat,

87

15
56

69
40
85
36

M

54

48

82

a7
45

a7 38 21
48 22 11

i 15 36 49

T 3 23
20 49 i 2 8
4 36 ! 38 22
12 P 30 15
3 33 47 17

8 36 26 | 2

25 57 g 2

59 30 | s
8 37 a5 f 20

722
85.5

GB.6

75.5
B7.3
70.6
78.2
72.2

20,158
5,582

5,589

8,220
100
2,250
10,067
505

26
3463

25,593
147
3,707

2,949
22,791

134345
12,320

18,018
47

15,360
2,703

2,439
15,624

NOTE: Achievement level percentages arg not calculated for student groups of less than 10.

Report Date: August 7, 2013

Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Educstion
Edwin Analytics

Report: PE304



£ Messnohugetis Depariarent of . ‘ .
ELEMENTARY & SROONDARY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS District Resulis by Subgroup

VEDUCATION

Mathematics

District:

Boston

Grade 03 - Mathematics

. Low Income

Non-Low Income

ét_u&enlé.wf blsaiailiﬂes
~ Non-Disabled

ELL

. African Amer./Black
Amer, Ind. or Alaska Nat.

- Aslan
HispanicLafino
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat,
, Nat. Haw. or Pacif. Isl.

h:Needs’Status:
High Needs
Neon-High Needs

Former ELL
Non-Former ELL

42
66

19

54

35
52

36
36
75
42

53

45
49

47

42
7

69
45

12 30 33 25
31 35 20 i4
4 15 20 52
19 35 31 - 15

8 27 6 20

8 28 34 29
9 27 36 27
39 37 18 B

12 30 34 25
22 31 31 16

14 at 3 24
A7 31 30 21

16 B R
12 20 23 25
40 a7 17 5

27 @ 24 7
15 30 a1 2

70
83.5

56.5
6.8

66.3

66.3
61.4
90.8
69.9
779

72,1
734

0.2
828

71.3

824

838
297

1,248

1412
11
308
1,772
120

2,154
1,981

4126

3,500
524
389
3,764

NOTE: Achlevement level percentages are not calculaied for student groups of less than 10.

Report Date: August 7, 2013

Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education
Edwin Analytics

Raport: PE304



Missnthlgato D s, o
BLEMENTARY & SECONOARY Prelrmlnary Spring 2013 MCAS District Results by Subgroup

EDUC ATI ON Mathemétlcs

District: Boston

Grade 04 - Mathematics

" All Sludents

Low me
Non Luw Income

" Students w/ Disabilities " g 2 8 40 51 534 l g4z 20 [ 728
Nan-Disabled a8 11 77 49 13 719 3,100 400 2810

| Affican AmerBlack 18 a1 s 50 a1t eoad 1.387

45.0
Amer, Ind. or Alaska Nat. 43 5 38 29 7 87.9 21 "
Asian ' 71 29 a2 25 4 89.8 3143 58O 282
Hispanic/Latino P 5 I = 52 2 4.8 1,713 48.0 1,525
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. a1 13 18 47 22 6.7 {460 © B4
MNat. Haw. or Pacif. Isl. 8y ' 7

White 57 21 35 35 8 83.1 511 52,0 458

" High Needs ' 28 8 21 48 24 . 3616 4801 3,183
Non-High Needs 61 ‘ | 52.0 384

FormerELL Slat Uk i

535 576

Fon'ner ELL 55 38
Non-Former ELL L 7 20 25 B4.9 3,452 48.0 | 2,871
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less thar 10.
Repori Date: August 7, 2013 Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: PE304

Edwin Analylics



Firssahimedis Dparisen of
ELEMENTARY & SRCONDARY Preltmmary Spring 2013 MCAS District Results by Subgroup

EDUCATION

Mathematics

District:

Bosfon

Grade 05 - Mathema

tics

All Students

Low Income
Non-L.ow Incoma

Non-ELL

Aftican Amer./Black

Nat, Haw. or Pac, sl
Whit

Female

Title 1
Non-Title 1

High Nesds

Amer. Ind. or Alaska Nat.

37
63

_Siu ents w/ Disabifities 18
Non-Disabled

51

28

Asian . 82
Hispanic/Latino 38
Mulé-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. 47

70

a8

13 . 24 33 29

35 28
4 2 2 61
29 33 17

52 30 13 8
12 26 34 23
23 2 29 25

4 29

19 25 33 23

27

14 24 32 30

65.8

51.4
74

59.1

92.5

66.1
T8

66.2

2,671
672

781
2,555

970

1,148

285
1,382

66.0
58,0
57.0

58.0

Non-High Needs 77 47 20 7 8a.4 372 65.0 341
' FommerELL b 35 37 2 7 866 532 63.0 513
Non-Former ELL, 37 14 23 3z 31 653 2811 57.0 2,375

1,188

NOTE: Achievernent level percentages are not calculated for student groups of Jess than 10.

Report Date: August 7, 2013

Massachusetts Department of Elemeritary and Secondary Education
Edwin Analylics

Report: PE304



[bscdnnectis: Roparda st of

ELEMERTARY & SBOONDARY

\EDUCATION

Mathematics

Preliminary Sprihg 2013 MCAS District Results by Subgroup

District: Boston

Grade 06 - Mathematics

—

All Biudents
“Lovi Tricoms Stafiss
" Low Income
Nen-Low Income
Students wf Disabilities

Non-ELL

Afﬁcan)Aﬁ'lér.IBIack -
Amer. Ind. or Alaska Nat.
Asian

Hispanic/Latino

Nat. Haw. or Pacif. isl.
White

Male
MNon-Tltle 1

High'Negds
High Needs

Mulii-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat.

46
B2
38
46

67

38

B | a0

15 31
55 27
10 | 28
10 3s

35 32

12 26

18

23
13
31
27

18

30

17

3
27

15

92.4
65,5
68.6

3,009

622

304
1,411
78

527

59.5 280
47.0 1,201
5.0¢ 64

T4

48.0

NOTE: Achievement leve! percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.

Report Date: August 7, 2013

Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education
Edwin Analylics

Non-High Needs 1 82" 47 35 15 4 913 406 62.0 372
" FormerELL [ b4 23 | M e | s 8456 | 426 520 401
Non-Former ELL {40 15 i 28 i 3z 86.5 * 2,989 51.0 2,516 |

Repaort: PE304



FMispsatntstie Depamiaient of
ECEMENTARY & S0npary Preliminary Sprlng 2013 MCAS District Results by Subgroup

EDUCATION

Mathematics

. District: Boston

Grade 07 - Mathematics

All Students

Low [ncome
Non-Low Income

‘ Sfudenté \M Dlsabllltieél
Nen-Bisabled

Affican Amer./Black
Amer. Ind. or Alaska Mat.
Asian

Hispanic/Latino

Nat. Haw. or Pacif. Isl.
Whi

Female

Tile 1
Non-Titee 1

ﬂigh Needs

Mulii-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat.

31
65

24
14
78
30
42

59

37

6 25 31 38
21 34 23

2 ] 21 73
33 32 24

3 C 33 44

0 14 36 50
a1 45 15 g
5 25 32 38
18 27 22 36

20 39 24 18

0 ] 100

433
888

§5.4 |
518

89.1
5¢.3
67.3

2,879
B65

77
2,977

40.0

4105 .

38.0
41.0

39.0

49.0
40.0
315

Non-High Meeds 68 27 4 41.0
" FormerELL 52 9 42 ' a8 13 768 480 46.0 458
Non-Former ELL 34 25 20 3 616 3,254 39.0 2,558

2,424
602

578
2447

NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not cafcufated for student groups of less than 10,

Report Date: August 7, 2013

Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education
Edwin Analytics

Report: PE3D4



bmpasrhiusetts Depesiaont of

RLAMBNTARY & §8CORDARY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS District Results by Subgroup

EDUCATION

‘Mathematics

District: Boston

Grade 08 - Mathematics

“All Students

Low Incorne
Non-Low Income

Students wf Disabilities
Non-Disabled
'Lgﬁ

ELL
Non-ELL
Ethle|
' African Amér. laék ‘
Amer, Ind. or Alaska Nat.
Asian
Hispaniciatino

" Nat. Haw. or Pach. Isl.
White

el
“Non-Title 1
‘High Neets Status ™
. High Needs -
Mon-High Neads
. it S
" Former ELL

Non-Former ELL

- Multi-Race, Mon-Hisp./Lat. -

31
55

15
43

18

81

31
42

65

a7

36

7 24 - 30
21 34 24

13 30 29

6 12
36 45 11
7 24 3z
14 28 32
20 36 25

11 a7 2

7 24 29

35
10 26 28

2 13 28

39
22

71

56
29

35

37
26

19

34

40

Kl

60.4

8.2

47.5
G8.6

603
o0.9
80.4
68.8

77.89

2,820
940

863

3,824

3,178

3,541

47.0

46.0

2,623 )

2,895 |

625

304
1,177,
88 |

| 3322

2703 |

3,031

MNOTE: Achievement fevel percentages are not calculated for student groups of [ess than 10.

Report Date: August 7, 2013

Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education

Edwin Analytics

Report: PE304



ansachingaie Deperiaent of
FiEMBRTARY & $800WDARY Preliminary Sprmg 2013 MCAS District Results by Subgroup District: Boston

EDUC AT’ION Mathematics

Grade 10 - Mathematics

All Students : [ 64 CHEE 18 80.8 470

LowIncome _ 60 32 ' 18 . 785 2,426 420 1,788
Non-Low Income 75 54 20 15 10 86.7 216 703

38 11 22 28 39 60.2 801 30 273
70 44 2 19 1 853 2741{ 400 2218

 African Amer./Black 54 25 29 26 21 78 1308 awo! e
 Amer. Ind. or Alaska Nat, 7 43 2 14 14 " 624 14 13
Astan o2 77 16 3 5 9.6 380 63.0 322
. HispaniciLatino _ 57 28 29 25 18 774 1,080 30.0 772
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp.fLat +oer o 26 18 15 - 807 86 8.0 46
Nat. Haw. or Pacif, [sl. 4 2

Titfe 1 1 s 28 2 21 15 E'ER 2,480
Non-Titke 1 12 12 0 22 ) 453 11

" High Needs ' ) ' 27 24 18 772 2,642 410 1,908
Man-High Needs

* FormerELL T 6o 34 35 25 8 83| . 217 51.0 185
Non-Farmer ELL 63 38 T 25 20 16 804 3,125 47.0 2,306

NOTE: Achievement level perceniages are hot calculated for student groups of less than 0.

Report Date: August 7, 2013 Massachusetts Department of Eiementary and Secondary Education Report: PE304
Edwin Analytics



Fpsagrhiustis Deapsedaeni of

RLEMERTARY & $rchnDaRy  Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS Digtrict Results by Subgroup District: Boston

EDUC ATION Mathematics

All Grades - Mathematics

25,901

" pll Students

) de Inbo e‘
Noa-Low Income
Disaity Stus
" Students wf Disabilifes T 3 10 27 80 506 5,627 41.0 3,501 |
" Non-Bisabled 51 20 st i s | 17 745 20,274 500 14,511 |

TEL - 25 5 18 25 aa 57.2 67031 400
Non-ELL ' :

RacelEtmichy™ "
" African Amer./Black

gzrel

Amer. Ind, or Alaska Nat, - 13 24 3 22 7.6 .98 480
Asian 80 8 1 3 14 6 91.9 2,258 80.0
HispaniciLating 37 T . 26 35 8 66 10,141 470
 Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat, 46 19 27 30 23 ¢ 718 506 4.0
Nat. Haw, or Pacif. sl. 37 8 LY 28 34 65.7 a5 475] ‘22

White

Female
Status g
e 1
Non-Title 1

15,487
2,716

FomerELL 81 22 30 31 | s 827 2,098 55.0 2,445
" Non-Former ELL 40 15 25 31 ! 29 6786 22,936 480 15,767
NOTE: Achievernent jevel percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10,
Report Date: Auusi 7, 2013 Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: PE304

Edwin Analytics



Tswreetaeiis Depaionent of
BLEMENTARY & SECONDARY Prelrmma\ryr Sprmg 2013 MCAS School Results by Subgroup District: Boston

EDUC ATION ) English Language Arts

Paul A Dever - All Grades English Language Arts

T

All Students

Low Income 12 1 11 218 255 124

Non-Low Income

15 53 30 56 197 275 112

Non

64

“ELL 8 1 5 45 1 49 T 434
Non-ELL -20 i 18 53 27 57.9 142 325 72
African Amer./Black ' T 1w | e 39 489 71 245 4B
Amer. Ind, or Alaska Nat. : ) 1 1
Asian : 41 ] 32 55 5 80.7 22 i1
HispaniciLatino 10 0 10 40 41 47.3 128 255 88
~Muiti-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. : 54

While - - 9

" High Needs 14
MNon-High Needs 5 : 4

FomerELL PO B a3 50 7 6.7 a0 10
Nan-Former ELL 10 1 9 50 40 485 208 26.0 126

NOTE: Achlevernent level percentages are not cafculated for student groups of less than 10.

Report Date: August 7, 2043 Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Raport: PE404
Edwin Analylics Page 367 of 482



Sibtaohnzatie Depmiasnt of
& ELBMENTARY &EROONDARY  Preliminary Spring 2013 MGAS School Results by Subgroup

EDUC AT[ON English Language Arts .

District: Boston

Paul A Dever - Grade 03 English Language Arts

All Siudents

Low Income
Non-Low Income

o i a ) s0 | 50 32,1 14l

Students wf Disabiliiies fi
- Non-Disabled T 1 17 80 21 B1.4 81
fEninsh Langlage Leariét | N b e L : g

Afiican Amer/Black e 0 14 64 oy Cosae| et T

Aslan ‘ 45 9 56 55 e 86.4 1
Hispanic/Latino i1z 0 12 54 33 51.8 57
Wuiti-Race, Non-HispJLat, : 2

White

High Needs
Non-High Needs

. Furmef ELL
Mon-Former ELL

NOTE: Achieverment level parcentages are not calculated for student groups of fess than 10.

Repor Date: August 7, 2013 Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secendary Education Report: PE404
. Edwin Analyiics Page 368 of 482



Iaspaehwests Depamtaenl of
{ ELEMENTARY & $RC0MDAEY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS School Results by Subgroup

EDUC ATION English Language Arts

District: Boston

Paul A Dever - Grade 04 English Language Arts

All Students
" Low [ncome 13 3 10 48 39 498 50 265 86
Non-Low Income 3 3

Students wf Disahiliies o i) 0 0 80 30 ol 10
Non-Disabled '

African Amer./Black 13 3 10 40 a7 46.7 30 aro 29
Amer. Ind. or Alaska Nat. 1 1
Asian . . ) ’ a9 8
Hispanic/Latino 10 4] 10 60 3o 50.8 30 28.5 28
Multi-Raca, Non-Hisp./Lat. . 1 1
White 1 1

iHigh Needs Stats
High Needs 13 3 10 a8 38 50 70 70| . 87

Non—ngh Needs . . 2 2
Fnrmer ELL: ‘ T

Former ELL - B 8
Non-Former ELL 11 3 8 48 41 48 B4 26,0 61
NOTE: Achlevement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 0.
Report Date: August 7, 2013 Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: PE404

Edwin Analytics Page 360 of 482



A Fimnasrdivtzed e Depokini of
FLEMENTARY & SRCONDARY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS School Results by Subgroup

EDUC AT[ON - . English L.angulage Arts

District: Boston

Paul A Dever - Grade 05 English Language Aris

Low Income

Non-Low Income

" Students w/ Disabil
Non-Disabled

Non-ELL
. :RacelEthnic ; ; ) e o e ;
Arican Amer IBIack 5 0 | 5 47 : 47 474 19 : 1

57.8 29 250 28!

9

“Astan ' : : 2 o 2
Hispanici_atino 7 0 7 T34 59 38.4 41 24.5 1 40

iulti-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. : 2 2

White ’ i 5

High Needs
Non-High Needs

' FormerELL | I
. Non-Former ELL {0 0 i 1o B 51 45.1

67 250 g ) 85 ;

NOTE: Achievement levaf percentages are not caloulated for student groups of less than 10,

Repoit Date: August 7, 2013 Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education - Repori: PE404
Edwin Analytics Page 370 of 482



2 Nipnsanhuzets Dopariaent of . .
Py BLEMENTARY & SRCONDARY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS School Resulfs by Subgroup

WEDUCATION

Mathematics

District: Boston

Paul A Dever - All Grades Mathematics

All Stugents

Low Income
N

Students wf Disabillties
Non-Disabled

ELL
Mon-ELL

Afican Amer.Black
Amer, Ind. or Alaska Nat.
Astan
Hispanic/Latino

High Needs
Non-High Needs
Former ELL statis”
F“U.rmér ELL . I

MNon-Former ELL

Multi-Raca, Non-Hisp./Lat,

29
50

36

24

21

Bz
25

31

26

8 22 41 29
11 39 28 22

9 27 41 23

3 21 42 34

6 15 43 36
41 41 g 9
4 21 47 28

5 20 42 32

80.8
58.4

58.8

222
18

42
198

95

235

210

61.5 126
13

’ 27
55.6 112

64

47.0 49
1

11

820 70

NOTE: Achievement levef percentages are net catculated for student groups of less than 10,

Report Date: August 7, 2013

Massachusetts Depariment of Elememtary and Secondary Education
Edwin Analytics

Report: PE404
Page 367 of 482



vl [Ammusedneto Doparlarant of

" BUEMENTARY & SBCONDARY  Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS School Results by Subgroup

EDUC ATI ON Mathematics Distri_c.i:‘ Boston

Pauil A Dever - Grade 03 Mathematics

" All Students

ow Incoms
Non-Low income

 Students wf Disabilfies
'Non-Dissbled

African Amer./Black

Asian 82 55 27 9 9 B8.6 11
Hispanic/Latino 26 "5 21 48 25 : 61.8 57
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. i ' 2
White i

" Male 18 38 33 578 | 45

Female
.- Stntus
 Title1
H ed's'jSt\é_tﬁs; T
“HighNeeds

Non-High Needs
Forier ELL Statis”
" Fommer ELL
Non-Former ELL

NOTE: Achievenent leve) perceﬁtages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10,

Report Date; August 7, 2013 " Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: PE404
Edwin Analytics Page 366 of 402



Rsnpchupaie Deprtaeil of
RLEMERTARY & SROORDARY Prellmmary Sprmg 2013 MCAS School Results by Subgroup

EDUCATION

fMathematics

District: Boston

Paul A Dever - Grade 04 Mathematics

Alt Students

Low Income
Nen-low Income

Non

African Amer./8lack
Amegr. Ind. or Alaska Nat.

Asian

Hispanic/Latino
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat.
White

High Nesds
Non-High Needs
Former ELL Status
Former ELL 7
Non-Former ELL

24

28

36
24

18

27

25

0 o 31
) 9 25 50

4 a2 50 14
10 14 45 31

65.8

346

72.3
60.7

BG.7

7 52.0

73 540

13
64

28 630
49 485
32

1

9
23 516

59 52.0

NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for studant groups of less than 10.

Report Dale: August 7, 2013

Wassachusetts Department of Elementary-and Secondary Education
Edwin Analytics

Report: PE404
Page 369 of 482



rnantitseio Repabrent of
FURMENTARY & Sr¢bnpany  Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS School Results by Subgroup

\ﬁ EDUCATION

Mathemat:cs

_District: Boston

Paul A Dever - Grade 05 Mathematics

Low Income

Non-Low Income

" Students wi Disabilities
Non-Dlsabled

" African Amer./Black
Aslan
Hispanic/Latino

White

Tite 1

gk os B

‘ -.ngh Needs o
Non-High Needs

" Formerkll
Non-Formar ELL

Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat.

21

39

37

50

41

181

41

NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calcufated for student groups of less than 10.

Report Date: August 7, 2013

Massachusetts Departmsnt of Elementary and Secondary Education
Edwin Analytics

Report: PE404
Page 370 of 482



Mezsechusells Depertawonl of prefiminary Spring 2013 MCAS School Resuits
ELEMENTARY & SSCONDARY - by Subgroup District: Boston

EUC AT}ON Science and Technology/Engineering

Paul A Dever - Grade 05 Science and Technology/Engineering

Al Students
~ Low Income 2 0 2 27 72 313 60
Non-Low Income - . 9

 Students w/ Disabilities B o v 0 0 27 73 28.3 16
Non-Disabled

Nen-ELL

African Amer./Black

Asian : . 2
Hispanic/Latino : 0 : 0 0 24 76 i 41
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./l.at. - 2

White

‘High Needs
Non-High Needs

FormerELL
Non-Former ELL

1 0 ! 1 | 28 - 70 328 67

NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.

Report Date: August 14, 2013 Massachusetts Departmant of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: PE404
Edwin Analytics .Page 1 of1






@ .
"beOSTON ofice of Boston Public Schools
f Pul

H Research, ' . . 1
fic Schools | zeccsmen, o Preliminary 2013 Progress and Performance Targets
Fuoeus on Children | Evaluation

)

School: Dever Elementary
BPS School Code: - 4100

Prd_ficiency Gap Narrowing

All students

High needs : 77.1 545 205
Low income 76.7 54.7 192
ELL/Former ELL 793 543 115
Students w/disabilities: 66.8  37.2 45
_Amer. Ind./Alaska Nat. ~ - - 2
Asian - - 14
Afr. Amer./Black 74.4 546 65
Hispanic/Latino 763 513 116
Multi-race, Non-Hisp./Lat. - - 4
Nat. Haw./Pacif. Isl. - - -
White ' - - 6 - . 6

Note: Data are not calculated if the number of students included in the agpregate is less than 20 and in all other groups is less than 30,
Due to rounding, the 2017 goal may not match DESE data.

Proficiency Gap Narrowing;

All students

High needs 67.2 446 65
Low income 66.7 43.4 61
ELL/Former ELL 66.6 382 34
Students w/disabilities - - 16
Amer. Ind.fAlaska Nat. - - 1
Asian - -

Afr. Amer./Black - - 20
Hispanic/Latino 67.1 441 38
Multi-race, Non-Hisp./Lat. - - 1
Nat. Haw./Pacif. Isl. - - -
White - - 1

Note: Data are not calculated if the number of students included In the aggregate is less than 20 and in all other groups is less than 30,
* For student group performance, any group that s above target receives 100 points, on target 75 points, improved but below target 50 points,

no change 25 points, and decdlined 0 points.

Office of Research, Assessment and Evaluation 1



&
f"';/ 1)%3»()55’}{‘01;\1 | Offceof Boston Public Schools
{ Public Schools | Feseaet. L

Fiscus on Children | Evamgn Preliminary 2013 Progress and Performance Targets’

School: Dever Elementary

BPS School Code: 4100

Growth**

All students
High needs
Low income
ELL/Former ELL
Students w/disabilities
Amer. Ind./Alaska Nat.
Asian

Afr, Amer./Black
Hispanic/Latino
Multi-race, Mon-Hisp./Lat.
Nat, Haw./Pacif. Isl. 3
White CB100 - 5

* The goal for all groups is to achieve or maintain a median SGP at least one point above the state median.

** Only need to meet one of the three targets.

Growth**

All students
High needs
[ow income
ELL/Former ELL |
Students w/disabilities - 51.0
Amer. Ind./Alaska Nat. .~ 51.0°
Asian Ei0
Afr. Amer./Black
Hispanic/latino
Muiti-race, Non-Hisp./Lat. -
Nat. Haw./Pacif. Is. :510 L
White 5100 - 5 -

* The goal for alt groups is to achieve or maintain a median 5GP at least one point above the state median. It Is the same for 2012 thru 2017.

** Only need to meet one of the three targets. )
1 tor student group performance, any group that is above target receives 100 points, on target 75 points, improved but below target 50 points,

no change 25 points, and declined 0 points.

Office of Research, Assessment and Evaluation



 esspohuseite Depmiarent of o . o Disti ct_f Boston
FLEMENTARY & SECONCARY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS District Growth " English Language

EDUC ATION Distribution - Subject: 49

Growth Distribution by District
Grade All Grades

Growth Percentile
Very Low

¥ Low

& Moderate

E% High

Very High

Bosion 23%

0% 20% 40% ) 60% 80% 100% )
Percent of Students
Vertical lines at 20%, 40%, 60%, 80% and 100% represent the Statewide distribution for very low, low, moderate, high and very high growth. |

Very : Vary N Students % Proficient N Students
Low lLow Moderate High High Madian SGP (8GP) or Higher  (Ach, Level)
Boston 4,102 3,488 3380 3,524 3,568 49.0 18,083 47 25,757

Verylow =1.0-20.0

Low =205 -40.0
Moderate =40.5 - 60.0
High =60.5 - 80.0

Very High =805 -99.0

1. What was the median SGP for BPS students on the 2013 Spring ELA MCAS?

2. What growth category did the median ELA SGP fall within?

3. Which growth category did the fewest students’ SGP fall within? The most?

Report Date: August 7, 2013 Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: GR302

Edwin Analytics



irssaatiuneits Dupatasnt of e . L District  Boston
FELEMENTARY & SRCONDARY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS District Growth istrict Eg;ijsh.Language
Arls

EDUC A’I‘ION  Distribution Subjsct:

Growth Distribution by Race/Ethnicity
Grade All Grades

A

Growth Percentile
Very Low

Afrlcan Amer./Black 24%
| . S Low
: Moderate
Amer. Ind. or Alaska Naf. 25% High
i & Very High
Asian 15%
|
Hispanic/Latino 24%.
- |
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp.fLat. 24%
|
Nat. Haw, or Pacif. sl 23%
' |
White 22%
0% 20% 40% 60% . 80% 100%

Percent of Students )
Vertical lines at 20%, 40%, 60%, 80% and 100% represent the Statewide distribution for very fow, low, moderate, high and very high growth.

Very Very N Students % Proficient N Students
Low Low Moderate High High WMedian SGP (5GP orHigher  {Ach. Level)

I African Amer/Black 1,526 1,258 1,208 1,231 1,151 47.0 8,375 40 9,229|
Amer. Ind. or Alaska Nat. | 18 - 13 13 12 17 480 . 73 8 100

| Asian 261 263 303 408 473 61.5 . 1,708 &9 2,250]

[ Hispanic/l.aine 1,654 1,408 1,309 1,297 1,341 47.0 7,007 40 - 10,067 ]
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. 92 83 65 64 76 46.0 380 55 595
Nai. Haw. or Pacif, Isl. 5 2 5 8 4 574 22 36 36

L White - 546 483 477 508 506 51.0 2,500 A ) 3.453_I

Of the four largest racial/ethnic subgroups in BPS (African American/Black, Asian, Hispanic/Latino, White)...

1. Which subgroup had the highest median SGP on the 2013 Spring Math MCAS? Which subgroup had the lowest median SGP?

2. What is the 5GP-gap between the subgroup with the highest and lowest median SGP? Is It statistically significant? {>=10 SGP pts.)

3. Are there statistically significant SGP-gaps between any two subgroups? If so, for which groups and what is the gap?

4. Which subgroup had the most students scoring above “Moderate” growth?
{tip: add the percentage in the “High” and “Very High” growth categories)

5. Which subgroup had the most students scoring below “Moderate” growth?
(tip: add the percentage in the “Very Low” and “Low” growth categories)

Report Date: August 7, 2013 Massachuselts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Raport: GR302
i Edwin Anaiytics



dnparchuzelts Deparaent of L .
FLEMENTARY & SEODNDARY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS District Growth District: Boston

EDUC ATI@N Distribution | Subject: M.athematics

Growth Distribution by District
Grade All Grades

Growth Percentile

& High
& Very High

Boston 23%

0% . 2% 40% 60% 80%. 100%
Percent of Students
Vertical lines at 20%, 40%, 60%, 80% and 100% represent the Statewide distribution for very fow, low, moderate, high and very high growth.

Very Very M Students % Proficient N Students
Low Low Moderate High High Median SGP {SGP} or-Higher  (Ach. Level)
Boston 4,241 3477 3,496 3,365 3,623 48.0 18,202 42 25,901

Very low =10 - 20.0

Low =205 -40.0
Moderate =40.5 - 60.0
High =605 -80.0

Very High =80.5 -929.0

1. What was the median SGP for BPS students on the 2013 Spring Math MCAS?
2. What growth category did the median Math SGP fall within?

3. Which growth category did the fewest students' SGP fall within? The most?

Report Date: August 7, 2013 Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: GR302

Edwin Analytics



g, Snsrschugatte Dapariatnt of

s RLEMENTARY & SRCONDARY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS District Growth

| 'EDUCATION

District: Boston

Distribution Subject: Mathemiatics

Growth Distribution by Race/Ethnicity
Grade All Grades

Growth Percentlle

African Amer./Black 25% Very Low
J % Low-
. & Moderafe
Amer, Ind. or Alaska Nat. & High
! ¥ Very High
Asian 14%
| .
Hispanic/Latino 24%
. | ‘
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. " 24% -
’ l
Nat. Haw. or Pacif. isl.
|
White 21%
0% 20% 40% 680% 80% 100%
Percent of Students

Vertical iines at 20%, 40%, 60%, 80% and 100% represent the Statewide distribution for very low, low, moderate, high and very high-growth,

Very Very N Siudents % Proficient N Students
Low tow Moderate  High High Median SGP {SGH) or Higher  (Ach. Level}
[ Africant Amer./Black 1,623 1,208 1,208 1,155 1,122 45.0 8,399 31 9,279 i
Amer, Ind. .orAlaska Nat. 22 12 - 15 14 12 480 75 - 38 98
| ' Astan 240 287 348 347 498 60.0 A.721 _ 80 2258 |
[ Hispanic/Latino 1,718 1,372 1355 1,287 1,380 47.0 7,082 37 10,141 |
Muitti-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. 92 65 87 80 59 48.0 383 46 566
Nat. Haw. or Pacif. lsl. 7 3 3 4 5 475 22 37 35
I White ‘ 539 442 484 478 567 52.0 2,510 66 . 3,477 |

Of the four largest racial/ethnic subgroups in BPS {African American/Black, Asian, Hispanic/Latino,White)...

1. Which subgroup had the highest median SGP on the 2013 Spring Math MCAS? Which subgroup had the lowest median SGP?

2. What is the SGP-gap between the subgrou'p with the higheé’c and lowest median SGP? Is it statistically significant? {>=10 5GP pts.)

3. Are there statistically significant SGP-gaps between any two subgroups? If so, for which groups and what is the gap?

4. Which subgroup had the most students scoring ahove “Moderate” growth?
(tip: add the percentage in the “High” and “Very High” growth categories)

5. Which subgroup had the most students scoring below “Moderate” growth?
(tip: add the percentage in the “Very Low” and "Low” growth categories)

Massachuseits Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: GR302

Report Date: August 7, 2013
Edwin Analytics



Messaehussis Depainent of

RLEMENTARY & SECONDARY - Prelfiminary Spring 2013 MCAS School Growth Distribution District: - Boston
; mm@ﬁﬁ NWHMQZ English Language Arts _ Subject: English Language Arts
Growth Distribution by School
All Grades
Growth Percentile
Very Low
Low
& Moderate
B High
B Very High
_u.m:_ A Dever 38%
0% N%, 3&

80% 80%

100%
Percent of Students ’
Vertical lines at 20%, 40%, 650%, 80% and 100%

represent the Statewide distribution for very low, low, moderate, high and very high growth.

Very Very N Students % Proficient N Students
Low Low WModerate High High Median SGP (8GP) . orHigher. (Ach. Lavel)
Paul A Dever 51 32 20 24 9 26.0 1386

14 - 236

Report Date: August 9, 2013

Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: GR402
Edwin Analytics

Page 1 of 2



Auspnthitzeiie DBupsoitnt of

mrmﬁmzﬁaﬁﬂw SECONDATY Preliminary Spring 2013 MCAS School Growth Distribution District: Boston

.mmugmu %D.._,MGZ _ ‘ English Language Arts © Subject: English Language Arts

Growth Distribution by Race/Ethnicity
All Grades
Growth Percentile

Very Low
P low
Moderate

African Amer./Black - Pau| A 429% ## High
Dever ° # Very High
Hispanic/Latino - Paul A Dever 38%
0% 20% - 40% 60% 80% 33,

Percent of Students .
Verlical lines at 20%, 40%, 60%, 80% and 100% represent the Statewide distribution for very low; low, moderate, high and very high growth.

Very Very N Students % Proficient N Students

Low Low Moderate High High Median SGP (5GP} or Higher  {Ach. Levef)
African Amer./Black - Paul A Dever 20 9 5 g 5 245 ) 48 o 7i
Amer. Ind. or Alaska Nat. - Paut A Daver 1 1
Asian - Paul A Devar ) ) . 11 . 41 2z
Hispanic/Latino - Paul A Dever 26 19 11 a 3 255 88 10 128
Multi-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. - Paul A Dever : 3 5
White - Paul A Dever 5 2

Report Date: August 8, 2013 Massachuseits Umumzama of Elementary and Secondary Education - Report: GR402

Edwin Analytics Page2of 2°



Mapssohuseis Dupsinen of o
ELEMENTARY & SEOORDARY _uu.m_::_:m_% Spring 2013 MICAS School Growth Distribution District: Boston

m mwﬂﬂ ..NW,.,H_H QZ | | Mathematics Subject: Mathematics

Growth Distribution by School
All Grades

Growth Percentile
Very Low
i Low
& Moderate
.- # High
- 8 Very High

Paul A Dever 22%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percent of Students
Vertical lines at 20%, 40%, 60%, 80% and 100% represent the Statewide distribution for very low, low, moderate, high and very high growth.

Very : Very N Btudents * % Proficlent N Students
Low Low Moderate High High Median SGP (SGP} - orHigher (Ach. Level)
Paul A Dever 30 22 32 30 25 49.0 139 31 240
Report Date: August 8, 2013 Massachusetts Departiment of Elementary and Secondary Education Report: GR402

Edwin Analytics . Page 1 of 2



oo Bl w%_ﬁ% ,,,z. B g L . _ _ | vth Distributi District: B
1 EURMENTARY & SaUiinnamy _u_.m__:::m.é Spring 2013 MCAS School Growth Distribution istrict: Boston

| m,@dﬁ .%F.HHQZ Mathematics Subject: Mathematics

Growth Distribution by Race/Ethnicity
All Grades

Growth Percentile

Very Low
i Low

Maderate
African Amer./Black - Paul A~ 16% 4 High .
Dever # Very High
Hispanic/Latino - Paul A Dever 23%
0% 20% 40% - 60% o 80% 100%

Percent of Students

+ Vertical lines at 20%, 40%, 60%, 80% and 100% represent the Statewide distribution for very low, low, moderate, high and very high growth.

Very Very N Students % Proficlent N Students
Low Low  Moderate Highe High Median SGP (5GP} or Higher  (Ach. Level)

African Amer./Black - Paul A Dever 8 . 10 15 8 8 47.0 49 21 72
Amer. Ind. or Alaska Nat. - Paul A Dever 1 1
Aslan - Paul A Dever 11 82 , 22
Hispanic/Latine - Paul A Dever 16 11 13 17 13 52.0 70 25 131
Mutti-Race, Non-Hisp./Lat. - Paul A Dever 3 5
- White - Paul A Dever 5 9

Report Date: August 9,2013 Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education

Report; GR402
Edwin Analytics

Page 2 of 2
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School Name Dever Elementary

School Cade: 4100

How are students at different levels of need performing relative to their non-
disabled peers in ELA and Math?

What percentage of students are at the cusp of proficiency?

Table 1: 2013 MCAS and VICAS-Alt ELA CPI by Level of Need

2013 MCAS and MCAS-Alt English Language Arts
Composite Performance Index (CPi) by Level of Need

B0 B25 O50 @75 @100

Number of Students

Disabled! Al SWD

n=39 n=39

Level of Need

Number of Students

Compaosita Performance lndex (CPI)
0 25 50 75 100
Totaf _ : :
Level of Need {n) Mean CPl § # % # % %
Non-Disabled { 197 560 1 10| 5% 55 | 28% 17%
All SWD*+* 33 327 10 | 26% 5
0.1 16 203 f 4 1
0.2 6 29.2 2 1
03 0 [ 0
0.4 17 45.6 4 ; 2
*Total includes students taking MCAS.and MCAS-Alt
Table 2:2013 MCAS and MCAS-Alt Math CPI by Level of Need
Composite Performance Index (cPI)
0 25 50 75 100
Total* .
Level of Need (n} MeancCPi | g % | % %
Non-Disabled | 198 672 | 4 39 | 20% 36%
All SWD** 42 381 8 9
01 - 16 43.8 1 6
0.2 [ 33.3 2 o
03 o | 0 0
0.4 - 20 35.0 5 3

*Total m:n._:a_mm.ﬂ:nm:,ﬁ.ﬁmmx?mg CAS:and MCAS-Alt..

2013 MCAS and MCAS-Alt Mathematics
Composite Performance index (CPI) by Level of Need

B0 @25 O50 E75 B100

Non-Disabled

All SWD

n= 198 n= 42 n= 16 ‘n= 6 n= 0

Level 0+ Need

**SWD = Students with Disabilities. Only students with identified levels of need are included In the disaggregation by lavel of need i




School Name Dever Elementary | School Code: 4100

- How are students at different levels of need 2013 MCAS English Language Arts
performing on the ELA MCAS? Composite Performance Index (CPI) by Level of Need
How are students at different levels of need ‘ : B0 ®25 O50 @75 ®100
performing on the ELA MCAS-Alt?
Table 3: 2013 MCAS ELA CPI by Level of Need §]
£
Composite Performance Index {CPI) &
2
(7,3
0 25 100 %5
Total* ]
Level of Need tn) | MeancCPI] & | 35 % .m
Non-Disabled | 197 560 | 10 | 5% 17% >
All SWD** 39 32.7 10 | 26%
0.1 16 203 4 TR &
0.2 6 29.2 2 Non-Disabled| All SWD : 0.1 0.3
0.3 a 9 n= 197 n= 39 n= 16 n= 6 n= o
22 | U | s {4 Level of Need
*Total does notinclude studénts taking
2013 MCAS-Alt English Language Arts
Composite Performance index (CPI) by Level of Need
B0 E25 050 E75 @100
”_. -
b3
Table 4: 2013 MCAS-Alt ELA CPI by Level of Need 8 08 1
Composite Performance Index {CPL) m 0.6 -
0 25 50 75 100 sm.. 4.
‘Total* b 0.4 4
Level of Need {n} | MeancCPI§ & % # # % £ 0.2
- u ..
All SWD** 0 ) 0 0 =
0 B 0 B i) €&
01 0 0 0 0 All SWD 0.1 0.2 03 | o4
0.2 0 0 0 ]
0.3 o ._D 0 o n= 0 n= 0 ) n= 0 n= 0 n= 0
. 04 0 o | 0. 0 Level of Need
wﬂ,ﬂmrnnf includes students taking MCAS-Alt

**SWD = Students with Disabilities. Only ﬂ_._n_m_,.;m with identified levels of need m«m.m:n_:nmn in the disaggregation by level of need



School Name Dever m_mams..nmi

School Code: 4100

How are students at Q&mwm:lméma of need
performing on the Math MCAS?

How are students at different levels of need
performing on the Math MCAS-Ale?

2013 MCAS Mathematics
Composite Performance Index (CP1) by Level of Need

B0 B25 O50 E75 A100

. iy
o
=
Table 5: 2013 MCAS Math CPI by Level of Need 3
- " -
Compaosite Performance Index (CPI) b
- e
: 0 25 50 75 100 °
Towl* ™ 2
Level of Need [|. (n} MeanCPI | # % % % m
Mon-Disabled 198 67.2 4 20% 36% =
All SWD** 42 81 | g 8
01 . 16 43.8 1 Non-Disabled 0.3
0.2 6 333 2 n= 198 n= 16 n= 6 n= 0
0.3 0 0 Level of Need
0.4 20 35.0 5 ,
*Total does not include students taking MCAS-Alt - . \
nts g N 2013 MCAS-Alt Mathematics
Composite Performance Index (CPI) by Level of Need
B0 @25 350 @75 B100
H -
B
g 0.8 -
Table 6: 2013 MCAS-Alt Math CPi by Level of Need 2 06
= ]
: Composite Performance Index (CPI) o=
: Q
o 25 50 75 100 5 04 4
Total* .m
Level of Need n} MeanCPi § # % # % # 0z . M 0.2
All sSwp*+ o 0 ] o 0 & _ & 8 ) 5
0.1 0 0 -0 0 All SWD 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
0.2 0 0 0 ) n= 0 n= o n= o n= 0 n= 0
03 . ¢ 0 0 0 Level of Need
0.4 o 0 0 0

*Total only includes students-taking MCAS-Alt - -

**SWD = Students with Disabilities.

Only students with identified levels of need are included in the disaggregation by level of nead



Dever m_m_smsﬂmé
2013 MICAS ELA - English Language Learners

How are Limited English Proficient (LEP) students as a whole performing compared to their non-
How are students at different ELD* levels performing?
Are former LEP students performing at levels comparable to Non-LEP students? How are students at ELD Level 5 performing compared
. . to Non-LEP students?

LEP peers?

2013 Composite Performance

2013 Performance Levels Index F._u; .
Number of students in each Student Growth
category Percentile (SGP)
Y%Adv/ |

Median ! Total in SGP

_ E
Form

e

11

ST

evel 3

G

LEP:EID L

ST

LEP: ELD Level 5

* English Language Development Level

2013 MCAS ELA Performance of ELL Students
| EXAdV n%Prof  m%NI m%WE | |
_.m_u.“ ELD Level LEP: ELD Level LEP: ELD Level LEP: ELD Level LEP: ELD Level
Non-LEP Former LEP LEP - All 1 T2 _
0 0

l
g




Dever Elementary

2013 MCAS Math - English Language Learners

How are Limited English Proficient (LEP) students as a whole performing compared to their non-LEP peers?

Are former LEP students performing at levels comparable to Non

How are students at different ELD* levels performing?

to Non-LEP students?

-LEP students? How are students at ELD Level 5 performing compared

2013 Compostte _umlon.:.m.snm

2013 Performance Levels Index (CPI) \
Number oﬁ students in each Student Growth
category Percentile {(SGP)
% Adv /

%Adv | %Prof | % NI | % W/F
Prof _

_Smm_...m 0

H
Pl M 25} 50 w

i

7

5

LEP: ELD Level 5 38 |

Median | Total in SGP

* English Language Development Level

Non-LEP

Former LEP

2013 MCAS Math Performance of ELL Students

B % Adv it % Prof HHN . BUW/F

LEP: ELD Level LEP: ELD Level LEP: ELD Level LEP: ELD Leve! LEP: ELD Level

LEP - All 1 2
0 0




Dever
ACCESS For ELLs Results

What percentage of ELLs are at Proficiency Levels 4 and above?
do you see in English Language acquisition for ELLs relative to their academic peers across the state?
What percentage of students reached Level 4 or higher on the Literacy Composite Score? (Reading + Writing)

How much growth*

ACCESS for ELLs Overali m:_w__mm: Language v_.o.mnmm:g\

% % _ % ,_ %
Level 1 - Entering Level 2 - Beginning . -Level 3 - Developing

%
Level 4 - mxum:&:m, . Level 5 - Bridging Level 6 - Reaching -

Total N Tested (N less than 10 not reported):
268

*Median Student Growth Percentile (SGP) for ELLs who took the ACCESS:
. 31 .

The methodlogy is the same as the MCAS SGP, but here, MEPA test scores from 2011 and 2012 serve as baseline, N
) less than 20 not reported.

27%

ACCESS for ELLs _.#m_.mn,\ Composite Score »mm”mo:sm + Writing)

26%

20%

Level 1 Level 2 Level 3

Level 6

Total N Tested {N less than 10 not reported):
268

Students with an Overall Level of 6, OR an Overall Level of 5 AND a Literacy Composite Level of 4 or higher may be considered for reclassification.













Data Liaisons:

. _
gﬁ BOSTON | Ofce of |
N Role & Responsibilities

" Public Schools | Daws &
Focus on Children | Acconntability

Serve as the QDA contact person for the Network Superintendent, Network liaison team, school leaders,
and school-based Lead Teachers in that Network.

Contribute and actively participate in Network meetings, including leading data presentations.

Support the Network team in interpreting dashboards and reports, including what the information
indicates and recommendations for how the team could use the information. Focus will be on district-wide

priorities.

Lead training sessions for the Network of schools or individual schools on using BPS data systems, including
the BPS Data Warehouse, State Data Warehouse, and ATL

Coach schools in preparation for SchoolStat by facilitating review of key data, identifying areas for
improvement, generating hypotheses about why chalienges are occurring, and developin_g a plan to improve
performance. Focus will be on addressing individual schoot improvement needs.

Help identify trends and patterns when responding o data requests for the Network of schools. Focus
is on aggregate data, not student-level performance.

Help Network Superintendents and members of the liaison team prioritize and differentiate school
support based on school performance and growth.

Serve as an expert in understanding the use of data and various databases for the Network
Superintendents.

Data Liaison Contact Information

Network A Beth Nowak énovﬁak(@bost-br;.-klz.m.a.u-s) | X9552
Network B Stephen Ly sly2{@boston.k12.ma.us) X7987
Network C . Sejin Bai shai(@boston.k12.ma.us) X7986
Network D Erin Bridge ebridge{@boston.k12.ma.us) | X7988
Network E Jon Swift jswift2(@boston.k12.ma.us) X9444
Network F Christina Scarlatos | cscarlatos(@boston.k12.ma.us) X7985
Network G Apryl Holder aholder{@boston.k12.ma.us) X8476
Network H Apryl Holder aholder{@boston.k12.ma.us) X8476




