PARCC Results:
Spring 2017 Administrations

Measuring
College and
Career Readiness




COMPARISON OF
SPRING 2015, SPRING 2016, & SPRING 2017

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS
ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY - PERCENTAGES

Not Yet Me.eting Approacl-ling Changein Ct:‘rllegle:n
Expectations Expectations Level 1 and nd
(Level 1) (Level 3) Level 2
Level 5
From 2015
t0 2017 From 2015
Grade ... 2015 2016 2017 2015 2016 2017 2015 2016 2017 | 2015 = 2016 2017 to2017**
3 30% @ 24% 14% 13% 28% 23%  24%  31% 30% = 0% | 1% 4% | -20% 9%
4 16% 271% 22% 29%  32% 30% 28%  20% 27% | 3% || 1% 3%
5 31%  29% 28% 25% 30% 18%  17% = 20% 21% 0% | 0% | 0% 2% 5%
6 32% 30% 28% 26% 21% 24% 14% 9% 17% | 3% | 0% 1% | {198 1%
7 30% 25% 21% 22% 26% 19% 25%  19% 19% | 0% 6% 2% | 9k -4%
8 30%  20% 34% 32% 24% 18%  16% = 28% 16% = 0% 1% | 2% 9% 3%
9 19%  32% 30% 28% 21% 28% 15% = 13%  20% | 4% || 3% 1% -2% 3%
10 --- 23%  19% 29% 14% 8% 18% 5% @ 17% 9% = 2% | 2% | 2% -8% 5%
1% --- 15% 19% 2% 18% 21% 14% 28% @ 21% 1% 3% | 2% | o% | [@ioe | FSOA

*Grade 11 does not include students who took an AP/IB test. **Level 4 and Level 5 is an indication a student is on pace to be college and career ready.
Notes: Data shown is preliminary. Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 2
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COMPARISON OF
SPRING 2015, SPRING 2016, & SPRING 2017
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PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS
MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Approaching

Expectations

18%
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%

60%
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22%

8%

(Level 3)

31%
20%
22%
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36%

36%

28%

25%

39%

25%

22%

18%
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20%

15%

17%
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11%

10%
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21%

11%
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18%

9%
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14%

20%

10%
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67%

5%
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2015

0%

0%

0%

3%

2%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

2016

2%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%
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2%

0%

0%

1%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

Change
in Level
1and
Level 2
From
2015to
2017

-18%
-14%
-14%
-26%
-3%
-5%
-12%
-13%

Change in
Level 4
and
Level 5
From
2015to
2017**

1%
3%
3%
6%
2%
7%
40%
6%
0%
1%

*Approximately 30,000 New Jersey students in grade 8 participated in the PARCC Algebra | assessment. Thus, PARCC Math 8 outcomes are not representative of grade 8 performan&: as a
whole. **Level 4 and Level 5 is an indication a student is on pace to be college and career ready.
Notes: Data shown is preliminary. Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.




COMPARISON OF

2015 TO 2017 SPRING PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS
ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY

_ % Change in Level 1 and Level 2 % Change in Level 4 and Level 5

Keansburg State Keansburg State
Grade 3 J', 20% 1 5.8% w 9% t 6.9%
Grade 4 ‘t 1% 1 1.8% l 1% w 4.8%
Grade 5 " 2% l 3.3% w 5% N 7.4%
Grades 1) % | 1 1% .
Grade 7 t 6% 1 5.0% l 4% w 7.6%
Grade 8 t 9% l 5.5% N 3% ﬁ 7.5%
Grade 9 l 2% Jl? 11.0% w 3% ‘w 11.7%
Grade 10 Jl 8% l 8.8% w 5% w 9.7%
Grade 11* 4' 17% t 3.7% l 15% l 2.6%

*Grade 11 does not include students who took an AP/IB test.
Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.
- An up arrow indicates an increase of the % change from the previous year where a down arrow shows a decrease of the % change from the previous year.



COMPARISON OF

2015 TO 2017 SPRING PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS
MATHEMATICS

_ % Change in Level 1 and Level 2 % Change in Level 4 and Level 5

Keansburg State Keansburg State
Grade 3 l 18% l 4.4% t 1% ' 7.5%
Grade 4 l 14% l 3.5% 1 3% «' 6.7%
Grade 5 t 4% l 2.5% t 3% t 5.2%
Grade 6 l 14% l 0.2% t 6% "‘ 2.8%
Grade 7 t 2% l 2.1% t 2% ‘t 2.8%
Grade 8 l 26% l 3.8% t 7% t 4.2%
Algebra I* l 8% l 4.8% w 46% w 5.4%
Algebra Il l | 13% | t 0.4% t 1% t 2.7%
Geometry l | 12% | jl 9.0% 0% ‘t 7.4%

*Some students in grade 8 participated in the PARCC Algebra | assessment in place of the 8t" grade Math assessment. Thus, PARCC Math 8 outcomes are not
representative of grade 8 performance as a whole.

Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.

- An up arrow indicates an increase of the % change from the previous year where a down arrow shows a decrease of the % change from the previous year.



COMPARISON OF STUDENTS TESTED

SPRING 2016 AND SPRING 2017 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS
ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY

Year to Year Increase

2016 2017
Grade 3 87 107
Grade 4 113 93 -20

Grade 5 99 104 s
Grade 6 81 101
Grade 7 72 89
Grade 8 80 85 5
Grade 9 100 93
Grade 10 64 90
Grade 11* 86 59
TOTAL 782 821

*Grade 11 does not include students who took an AP/IB test.
Note: “Students Tested” represents individual valid test scores for English Language Arts/Literacy.



COMPARISON OF STUDENTS TESTED

SPRING 2016 AND SPRING 2017 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS
MATHEMATICS

Year to Year Increase

2016 2017

Grade 3 89 107 18

Grade 4 112 95 -17

Grade 5 102 105
Grade 6 82 102
Grade 7 71 90
Grade 8* 54 75
Algebra I 110 86 -24

Algebra II 86 55
Geometry 80 90
TOTAL 786 805

*Some students in grade 8 participated in the PARCC Algebra | assessment in place of the 8" grade Math assessment. Thus, PARCC Math 8
outcomes are not representative of grade 8 performance as a whole.
Notes: “Students Tested” represents individual valid test scores for Mathematics.



COMPARISON OF
SPRING 2016 AND SPRING 2017 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS
ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY TO NEW JERSEY- PERCENTAGES

Not Yet Meeting Partially Meeting Approaching Meeting Expectations Exceeding
Expectations Expectations Expectations (Level 4) Expectations
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3) (Level 5)
District State District State District State District State District State
2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017
Grade 3 - 12.7 e 14.4 23% 225 30% 42.9 - 7.5
Grade 4 - i Pt 12.8 — 23.7 p—_— 40.5 - 15.4
Grade 5 - 6.8 — 12.2 i 22.1 _— 482 - 10.7
Grade 6 - 6.5 28% 14.6 24% 25.6 17% 41.0 - 12.3
Grade 7 - 8.9 B 11.4 — 20.5 I 35.4 - 23.8
Grade 8 - 9.0 34% 11.6 e 20.3 16% 40.5 - 18.6
Grade 9 - 12.8 B 12.8 e 22.9 T 37.7 - 13.8
Grade 10 - 20.3 s 13.9 I 19.5 9% 322 - 14.1
Grade 11* - 21.1 27% 18.0 . 22.4 —_— 29.7 - 8.7

*Grade 11 does not include students who took an AP/IB test.
Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.



COMPARISON OF
SPRING 2016 AND SPRING 2017 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS
MATHEMATICS TO NEW JERSEY- PERCENTAGES

Not Yet Meeting Partially Meeting Approaching Meeting Exceeding
Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3) (Level 4) (Level 5)
District State District State District State District State District State
2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017
Grade 3 - 7.8 28% 14.6 36% 25.1 14% 38.7 - 13.7
Grade 4 - 8.1 28% 17.5 36% 27.1 20% 40.6 - 6.7
Grade 5 - 6.5 36% 17.8 28% 29.6 10% 37.3 - 8.9
Grade 6 - 9.7 27% 19.1 25% 27.7 15% 35.0 - 8.6
Grade 7 - 8.0 24% 19.9 39% 325 14% 33.9 - 5.7
Grade 8* - 22.9 25% 21.4 25% 28.0 17% 26.9 - 0.8
Algebra I - 12.2 29% 22.1 20% 24.2 36% 36.9 - 4.5
Algebra II - 34.4 22% 21.4 20% 17.6 4% 23.6 - 3.0
Geometry - 10.0 43% 29.0 33% 313 3% 25.8 - 4.0

*Some students in grade 8 participated in the PARCC Algebra | assessment in place of the 8" grade Math assessment. Thus, PARCC Math 8 outcomes are not representative
of grade 8 performance as a whole.
Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 9



Caruso
Bolger
KHS

2017 SPRING PARCC SCHOOL- & GRADE-LEVEL OUTCOMES
ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY

Not Yet Meeting Partially Meeting Approaching Meeting Exceeding
Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3) (Level 4) (Level 5)

24% 18% 27% 28% 3%
32% 29% 20% 18% 1%
35% 29% 20% 15% 1%

% >= Level
4

31%

19%

16%

10



Caruso
Bolger
KHS

2017 SPRING PARCC SCHOOL- & GRADE-LEVEL OUTCOMES
MATHEMATICS

Not Yet Meeting | Partially Meeting Approaching Meeting Exceeding
Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3) (Level 4) (Level 5)

18% 28% 36% 17% 1%
22% 25% 28% 25% 0%
35% 37% 24% 4% 0%

% >= Level

18%

25%

4%

4

11



COMPARISON OF
SPRING 2017 ADMINISTRATION
ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY TO - PERCENTAGES

Not Yet Meeting Partially Meeting Approaching Meeting Exceeding
Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3) (Level 4) (Level 5)

School District School District School District School District  School District

2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017

Grade 3 29% 30% 14% 26% 23% 22% 30% 20% 4% 2%
Grade 4 18% 30% 22% 26% 30% 22% 27% 20% 3% 2%
Grade 5 33% 30% 28% 26% 18% 22% 21% 20% 0% 2%
Grade 6 31% 30% 28% 26% 24% 22% 17% 20% 1% 2%
Grade 7 33% 30% 27% 26% 19% 22% 19% 20% 2% 2%
Grade 8 29% 30% 34% 26% 18% 22% 16% 20% 2% 2%
Grade 9 20% 30% 30% 26% 28% 22% 20% 20% 1% 2%
Grade 10 42% 30% 29% 26% 18% 22% 9% 20% 2% 2%
Grade 11* 42% 30% 27% 26% 14% 22% 17% 20% 0% 2%

*Grade 11 does not include students who took an AP/IB test.

Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.
12



COMPARISON OF
SPRING 2017 ADMINISTRATION
MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Not Yet Meeting Partially Meeting Approaching Meeting Exceeding
Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3) (Level 4) (Level 5)

School District School District School District School District  School District

2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017

Grade 3 21% 26% 28% 31% 36% 29% 14% 13% 2% 0%
Grade 4 16% 26% 28% 31% 36% 29% 20% 13% 0% 0%
Grade 5 26% 26% 36% 31% 28% 29% 10% 13% 0% 0%
Grade 6 32% 26% 27% 31% 25% 29% 15% 13% 1% 0%
Grade 7 22% 26% 24% 31% 39% 29% 14% 13% 0% 0%
Grade 8* 32% 26% 25% 31% 25% 29% 17% 13% 0% 0%
Algebra I 15% 26% 29% 31% 20% 29% 36% 13% 0% 0%
Algebra I1 55% 26% 20% 31% 20% 29% 4% 13% 0% 0%
Geometry 20% 26% 33% 31% 33% 29% 3% 13% 0% 0%

*Some students in grade 8 participated in the PARCC Algebra | assessment in place of the 8" grade Math assessment. Thus, PARCC Math 8 outcomes are not representative

of grade 8 performance as a whole.
Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding. 13



COMPARISON OF SUBGROUP
SPRING 2016 AND SPRING 2017 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS
ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY- PERCENTAGES

Not Yet Meeting Partially Meeting Approaching Meeting Exceeding % Difference
Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations >= Level 4
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3) (Level 4) (Level 5)

2016 2017 2016 2017 2016 2017 2016 2017 2016 2017

American 40% 50% 20% 50% 20% 0% 20% 0% 0% 0% -20%
Indian/Alaskan
Native
Asian 23% 8% 23% 23% 15% 38% 31% 23% 8% 8% 7%
Black/African 38% 39% 28% 27% 25% 22% 9% 12% 0% 0% +3%
American
Hawaiian/Pacific 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0% +100
Islander
Hispanic Latino 28% 35% 27% 21% 25% 22% 19% 20% 2% 2% +1%
White 27% 26% 24% 28% 24% 21% 23% 23% 2% 2% 0
EconDis 33% 34% 26% 28% 23% 21% 17% 16% 1% 0% 2%
Gifted 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 21% 0% 64% 0% 15% +79%
SpecialEd 63% 62% 25% 26% 10% 9% 2% 1% 0% 0% -1%
LEP 60% 60% 27% 10% 13% 30% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0

14



COMPARISON OF SUBGROUP
SPRING 2016 AND SPRING 2017 PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS
MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Not Yet Meeting Partially Meeting Approaching Meeting Exceeding % Difference
Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations >=Level 4
(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3) (Level 4) (Level 5)

2016 2017 2016 2017 2016 2017 2016 2017 2016 2017

American 40% 0% 40% 50% 20% 0% 0% 50% 0% 0% +50%
Indian/Alaskan
Native
Asian 0% 8% 42% 33% 50% 33% 8% 25% 0% 0% +17%
Black/African 45% 38% 36% 33% 14% 22% 5% 6% 0% 1% +2%
American
Hawaiian/Pacific 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 100% 0% 0% 0%
Islander
Hispanic Latino 31% 25% 37% 39% 23% 25% 8% 11% 0% 1% +4%
White 28% 24% 33% 27% 27% 34% 12% 15% 0% 0% +3%
EconDis 35% 29% 36% 34% 22% 27% 7% 10% 0% 0% +3%
Gifted 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 0% 59% 0% 8% +67%
SpecialEd 57% 56% 31% 29% 9% 10% 3% 5% 0% 0% +2%
LEP 47% 25% 37% 63% 16% 13% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
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Action Steps

1- Updated and implemented district curriculum K-12 completed summer
2017 - continuous analysis and revisions as required

2- Implementation of Link-It data warehouse

3- Educational Specialist

4- Targeted Professional Development

5- Standard Practice in reference to Lesson Plans

6- Walkthrough forms specific to each building

7- Re-establishing resource rooms in the Caruso and Bolger

8- Correlating Attendance, Transient Rate, and Social Emotional data points

to student achievement.
9- Exploring options for restructuring MS and HS schedules
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