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OCRS--ACAP ELA Data 2022

Grade Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 % Meeting Increase
Below Grade | Approaching On Grade Mastery Benchmark Meeting
Level Grade Level Level Benchmark
2 5% 30% 43% 21% 64% +11%
3 1% 40% 42% 17% 59% -2%
4 10% 24% 55% 12% 67% +3%




OCRS--ACAP Math Data 2022

Grade Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 % Meeting Increase
Below Grade | Approaching On Grade Mastery Benchmark Meeting
Level Grade Level Level Benchmark
2 7% 30% 45% 18% 63% +22%
3 17% 30% 39% 14% 53% +9%
4 10% 24% 55% 6% 36% +23%




OCRS--ACAP Science Data 2022

Grade Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 % Meeting Increase
Below Grade | Approaching On Grade Mastery Benchmark Meeting
Level Grade Level Level Benchmark
4 10% 37% 45% 8% 53% 27%




OCRS--ACAP ELA Data 2021-2022 2nd to 3rd

Grade Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 % Meeting
Below Grade Approaching On Grade Mastery Benchmark
Level Grade Level Level
2nd 2021 9% 37% 40% 13% 53%
3rd 2022 1% 40% 42% 17% 59%
Change -8% +3% +2% +4% +6%




OCRS--ACAP ELA Data 2021-2022 3rd to 4th

Grade Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 % Meeting
Below Grade Approaching On Grade Mastery Benchmark
Level Grade Level Level
3rd 2021 8% 31% 43% 18% 61%
4th 2022 10% 24% 55% 12% 67%
Change +2% -T% +12% -6% +6%




OCRS--ACAP Math Data 2021-2022 2nd to 3rd

Grade Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 % Meeting
Below Grade Approaching On Grade Mastery Benchmark
Level Grade Level Level
2nd 2021 15% 40% 33% 12% 45%
3rd 2022 17% 30% 39% 14% 53%
Change +2% -10% +6% +2% +8%




OCRS--ACAP Math Data 2021-2022 3rd to 4th

Grade Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 % Meeting
Below Grade Approaching On Grade Mastery Benchmark
Level Grade Level Level
3rd 2021 26% 30% 38% 6% 44%
4th 2022 22% 43% 30% 6% 36%
Change -4% +13% -8% 0% -8%




. Greetings from Mr. Hampton

. Table Talk: Each person share one _
positive thing from 2021-2022. . @
. Reflection: The Process 4
. Celebrate School Wide Data
. Final comments / questions



https://docs.google.com/document/d/1k_gSe4F5-_ZFJuQjebzVUgAy2gVrrhW5lkIMBxwoZXw/edit?usp=sharing

DIBELS/mClass Percent of Students Meeting Benchmark Expectations

DIBELS 8 DIBELS 8 DIBELS 8 Change System
Beginning Middle End Average
2021- 2021-2022 || 2021-2022
2022

K 27% @ 713% | 89% +62% 177%

Ist  s6% 78%* 87% +31% 80%

2nd 52% 71%* 82% +30% 75%

3rd 90% 77%* 86% %l 74%

sfudenfs)




DIBELS/mClass Percent of Students Meeting Benchmark Expectations

DIBELS | DIBELS | DIBELS || DIBELS | NO DIBELS | DIBELS 8
NEXT NEXT NEXT NEXT | DATA 8 2021-
2015- 2016- 2017- 2018- | 2019- | 2020- 2022
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

K 77% [89% 91% 96%  [19% 89%

1st 79% 69% [11% 85%  69%  81%

2nd | 58% 48% 91% \82% | 88% 82%
3rd [86% 69% 57% 88% L\ 74%  86%




DIBELS- Fall to Spring Composite

Grade Below At Benchmark Above
Benchmark Benchmark
n- 7% (-20%) | 29% (+11%) 60% (+48%)

M AR s (19 sveisn s (+350
BER AR 97 (-15%) 526 (#2190 30% (+8%
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Letter Naming Fluency
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Phoneme Segmentation Fluency

----
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Nonsense Word Fluency: Correct Letter Sounds

2020-2021 2021-2022
EQY EQY

18% | 81%
69% | 88%
95% | 86%
80% | 92%




Nonsense Word Fluency: Words Read Correctly

2020-2021 2021-2022
EQY EQY

68% | 80%
11% | 88%
921% | 91%
80% | 92%




Word Reading Fluency

2020-2021 2021-2022
EQY EQY

45% | 60%

54% | 82%
715%




2020-2021
EQY

Oral Reading Accuracy

2021-2022
EQY

" 151%

18%

195%

89%

92%

94%




Oral Reading Fluency

2020-2021
EQY

2021-2022
EOQY

52%

80%

710%

81%

12%

12%




Maze

I I O
Ulsem(71%] | | |
Crenige%| | | |




2021-2022
EOQY

87%
49%
80%
69%




Percent Proficient

Percent Proficient

STAR Reading

38%

49% Median SGP: 64

STAR Math

53% Median SGP: 58




STAR DaTa- Spring Composite

Below On At Above
Benchmar'k Watch Benchmark Benchmark

- 8% (-5%) 33% (:5%) 21% (+6%) 25% (+14%

4 R 16%
o/ [_20 % (-13% 9% 9%
- 10% (-3%) 35% (-13%) 33% (+11%) (+5%)



IReady Grade-level Data from Spring 2022

K

Ist

2nd

3rd

18% (-73%) | 15% (+8%) , %)

46% (-25%) = 17% (+12%)

29% (-35%)  25% (+10%) 42% (+38%)

42% (-16%) @ 22% (+17%) % (+26%




iReady Grade-level Data Comparison

Ist

2nd

3rd

2021
32%
46%
46%
42%

2022

18%

46%
29%
42%

2021
68%
32%
4%
46%

2022 S.A.

82%
4%
67%
53%

2%
33%
39%
S8%




We are headed to the ’
mountain top!

e’

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/18EgqPMsUJBiXxOSAMU9AXxtS1 Slstm
6Clio/edit#qid=1289102747



https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/18EqPMsUJBix0SAMU9AxtS1SIsMIkJZ6iROlM2g6CIio/edit#gid=1289102747
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/18EqPMsUJBix0SAMU9AxtS1SIsMIkJZ6iROlM2g6CIio/edit#gid=1289102747

e  One thing (procedure/routine, etc.) that you used in your grade that
was successful with promoting student learning - one for reading
and one for math

e  One thing that helped you as a team meet the needs of your
students through plc work

e mClass data (data tracker) - academic successes and concerns

o  Who was in SPIRE but didn’t have an SRIP, that needs to
continue?

e iReady data (data tracker)- academic successes and concerns

o Who received math intervention that needs to continue?

e  Eggential standards list with who has not mastered the standards
Questions from the upcoming grade (no behavior related questions)

e Positive comments from the upcoming grade

https://docs.gooagle.com/spreadsheets/d/18EqPMsUJBixO0SAMU9AxtS1SIsMIkJZ6iROIM2g
6Clio/edit#qid=1289102747



https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/18EqPMsUJBix0SAMU9AxtS1SIsMIkJZ6iROlM2g6CIio/edit#gid=1289102747
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/18EqPMsUJBix0SAMU9AxtS1SIsMIkJZ6iROlM2g6CIio/edit#gid=1289102747

Owens Cnoss Roeads School,

Winter Data Meetings
January 27 & 28, 2022



iIReady Percent Proficient
2020-2021 2021-2022*

68% 82%
32% 4%
4% 67%

46% 33%




£ea)zrung, Ontertions.:

d Review data to examine level of proficiency

d Review data to determine which students need
intervention

d Identify which students need progress monitoring
ond which areas

d Review data to identify next steps for instruction
for individual students



Success. Critonia;

J

J

ldentify students who need to be in SPIRE
iIntervention

ldentify who will provide the intervention- when &
where

ldentify next steps for ALL students based on their
screening dato

Commit to a protocol & schedule to review
DIBELS,/mClass subtest data in progress monitoring
Solidify a progress monitoring plon



Datais aflashlight... Itisn’t about what is wrong or right. ..

MBG

It’s about what’s next...



DIBELS- Fall to Winter Composite
21-22

Grade Below At Benchmark Above
Benchmark Benchmark
n- 11% (-16%)  30% (+13%) 43% (+31%)

n- 11% (-14%)  48% (+12%) 30% (+9%)
n- 18% (+11%) 44% (-12%) 33% (-2%)




Classroom Data- Individual Students

Let’s Celebrate Growth!!



Who gets an SRIP? Why do they get one?

We want to close the gaps now, so they don’t exist later!



https://drive.google.com/file/d/1fjV_5eaQZ_qVRJZv11vG0GIoOyf68LIs/view?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1uK5kF-oAehg10RW8IYkWVx5gzeaswC54f4GaqNNqtn8/view?usp=sharing

When will we progress monitor?

What data will we discuss during collaborative time?
And how often will we review it?

What protocol will we use to track and discuss
student progress?


https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/18EqPMsUJBix0SAMU9AxtS1SIsMIkJZ6iROlM2g6CIio/edit?usp=sharing

Team debrief. ..

3-Good-great things

2- next steps to support student
learning

1-wonder or area that your team needs
support



STAR DaTa- Winter Composite

Below On At Above
Benchmar'k Watch Benchmark Benchmark

4 M B 29%
- 8% (-5%) 31% (-7%) 24% (+3%) (+18%)

- 6%(-7%) 41% (-1%) 33% (+11%) 12% (+1%)

2021-2022




Success. Critonia;

J

J

ldentify students who need to be in SPIRE
iIntervention

ldentify who will provide the intervention- when &
where

ldentify next steps for ALL students based on their
screening dato

Commit to a protocol & schedule to review
DIBELS,/mClass subtest data in progress monitoring
Solidify a progress monitoring plon





http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Z-aVMdJ3Aok

HOW I INAGINED MYSELF AS A TEACHEP

BUT I'MA TEACHER SO | TRY|

TO KEEP MY COMPOSURE
n

Alternate career option for teachers:
FBI handwriting analyst

IM 39 ANII I FEEI GREAT!
T ﬁ”'

. Mboredpan o



How should we incorporate the 2 questions from the C&I?
e Whatis the name of a student who mastered an essential standard because of your team'’s
intervention plan?
e Whatis one instructional practice that is new to you that you now do as a result of your
collaborative team?



IReady Grade-level Data from Fall 2021
*Missing some students’ data

K (56/57) 91% 9%

1st (57/58) 70% 14%

2nd (48/51) 60% 17%

3rd (59/63) 38% 8%
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Success. Critonia;

J

J

ldentify students who need to be in SPIRE
intervention

ldentify who will provide the intervention- when &
where

ldentify next steps for ALL students based on their
screening doto

Consider using a protocol when analyzing dato,
etc.



Else...



OCRS--ACAP ELA Data 2021

Grade Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 % Meeting System
Below Grade | Approaching On Grade Mastery Benchmark Average
Level Grade Level Level

2 9% 37% 40% 13% 53% 51%

3 8% 31% 43% 18% 61% YA

4 9% 27% 54% 7% 64% 63%

5 7% 30% 59% 4% 63% 56%

6 5% 32% 55% 9% 63% 61%




OCRS--ACAP Math Data 2021

Grade Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 % Meeting System
Below Grade | Approaching On Grade Mastery Benchmark Average
Level Grade Level Level

2 15% 40% 33% 12% 45% 41%

3 26% 30% 38% 6% 44% 31%

4 42% 45% 12.7% 0% 13% 23%

5 16% 36% 40% ) 49% 31%

6 18% YA 20% 4% 23%* 35%




OCRS--ACAP Science Data 2021

Grade Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 % Meeting System
Below Grade | Approaching On Grade Mastery Benchmark Average
Level Grade Level Level
4 20% 55% 20% 6% 26% 40%
6 16% 70% 14% 0% 14% 31%




£ea)zrung, Ontertions.:

J

Review protocol process to strengthen our
understanding of utilizing them

Review data to examine level of proficiency

Review data to determine which students need
intervention

ldentify students with which we have a relationship



DIBELS Data- Fall Composite

Grade Below Above
Benchmark Benchmark Benchmark
B S0 23% | 6% 1%

BERR OV 25%  35% 21%
B 2 21 33% 19%
BER % 5% s8%  34%




IReady Grade-level Data from Winter 2022
*Missing some students’ data

K

1st (56/57)

2nd (54/56)

3rd (63/64)

38% (-53%) 62% (+53%)

66% (-4%) ' 31% (+17%)

52% (-8%) | 45% (+28)
54% (-4%) 29% (+21%)




