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Knglish Language Arts &
Mathematics

Grades K-06



Kindergarten ELA

Overall Placement
Students Assessed/Total: 241/268

24% 32% 43%
Most Recent
7% 18% 75%
Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)
@ Mid or Above Grade Level @ FEerly On Grade Level One Grade Level Below @ Two Grade Levels Below @ Three or More Grade Levels Below
59 Students 78 Students 104 Students 0 Students 0 Students
(From 17 Students) (From 44 Students) (From 180 Students) (From 0 Students) (From 0 Students)

(i) The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

W Placement by Domain

Phonological Awareness (PA)
Phonics (PH)
High-Frequency Words (HFW)

Vocabulary (VOC)

Comprehension: Overall (COMP)

Literature (LIT)

Informational Text (INFO)

! Not assessed (due to grade or domain exempted)

Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 56%
-Increase of 31% 3



Overall
Students

Kindergarten MATH

Assessed/Total: 242/269

24% 16%

7% 7%
Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)
’ Mid or Above Grade Leve! . Early On Grade Level On ade Level Below . Two Grade Levels Below
59 Students 39 Students 144 Students 0 Students
(From 17 Students) {From 17 Students) (From 208 Students) (From O Students)

w Placement by Domain

Number and Operations (NO)
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG)
Measurement and Data (MS)

Geometry (GEO)

60%

86%

. Three or More Grade Le

0 Students

(From 0 Stude:

The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 40%
-Increase of 26%




Grade 1 ELA

Students Assessed/Total: 256/275

17% 10% 64%

I®
E

Most Recent

9% 6% 68% 17%
Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)
@ Vid or Above Grade Level @ Eerly On Grade Level One Grade Level Below @ o Grade Levels Belo @ Three or More Grade Levels Below
44 Students 26 Students 163 Students 23 Students 0 Students
(From 23 Students) (From 15 Students (From 174 Students) (From 44 Students) (From 0 Students)

(@) The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

W Placement by Domain

Phonological Awareness (PA)
Phonics (PH)
High-Frequency Words (HFW)
Vocabulary (VOC)

Comprehension: Overall (COMP)

Literature (LIT)

Informational Text (INFO)

Not assessed (due to grade or domain exempted)

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 27%
-Increase of 12%
-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 9%

-Decrease of 8%
O



Grade 1 MATH

Students Assessed/Total: 257/274

13% 7% 73% 7%
Most Recent - A =
3% 4% 74% 19%

Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)

@ Midor Above Grade Level @ Eriv o @ @ Threeo
34 Students 17 Students 187 Students 19 Students 0 Students
From 8 Students) From 9 Students) (From 190 Students) From 50 Students (From 0 Students)

(i) The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

w Placement by Domain

Number and Operations (NO) VA S S S S S A |
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) [ — ]
Measurement and Data (MS) (A A I
Geometry (GEO) SSSSSSSSSIISIIIITS. T

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 20%
-Increase of 13%

-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 7%
-Decrease of 12%



Grade 2 ELA

Students Assessed/Total: 265/278

27% 23% 31% 19%

Most Recent

12% 14% 42% 32%
Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)
@ id or Above Grade Level @ Eorly On Grade Level One Grade Level Below @ TvoGrade Levels Below @ Three or More Grade Levels Below
71 Students 60 Students 83 Students 51 Students 0 Students
(From 31 Students) (From 38 Students) (From 111 Students) (From 85 Students) (From 0 Students)

() The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

¥ Placement by Domain

Phonological Awareness (PA)

Phonics (PH)

High-Frequency Words (HFW)

Vocabulary (VOC)

Comprehension: Overall (COMP)

Literature (LIT)

Informational Text (INFO)

Not assessed (due to grade or domain exempted)

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 50%
-Increase of 24%
-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 19%

-Decrease of 13% 7
O



Grade 2 MATH

Overall Placement
Students Assessed/Total: 266/278

11% 16% 57% 17%
Most Recent 1
1% 4% 54% 41%
Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)
@ Mid or Above Grade Leve @ E=rly OnGrade Level One Grade Level Below @ TwoGrade Levels Below @ Three or More Grade Levels Below
28 Students 42 Students 151 Students 45 Students 0 Students
From 3 Students) From 10 Students) (From 143 Students) (From 110 Students) (From O Students)

(i) The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

w Placement by Domain

Number and Operations (NO)

Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG)

Measurement and Data (MS)

Geometry (GEO)

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 27%
-Increase of 22%
-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 17%
-Decrease of 24% 8



Grade 3 ELA

Overall Placement
Students Assessed/Total: 275/288

17% 29% 27% 19% 8%
Most Recent NN\
11% 23% 25% 28% 13%
Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)
@ Mid or Above Grade Level @ Early On Grade Level One Grade Level Below @ TwoGrade Levels Below @ Three or More Grade Levels 8elow
47 Students 81 Students 74 Students 52 Students 21 Students
(From 30 Students) (From 62 Students) (From 70 Students) (From 78 Students) (From 35 Students)

(® The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

¥ Placement by Domain

Phonological Awareness (PA)

Phonics (PH)

High-Frequency Words (HFW)

Vocabulary (VOC)

Comprehension: Overall (COMP)

Literature (LIT)

Informational Text (INFO)

i Not assessed (due to grade or domain exempted)

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 46%
-Increase of 12%
-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 27%
-Decrease of 14% 9



Grade 3 MATH

Overall Placement
Students Assessed/Total: 269/289

5% 10% 62% 17% 5%
1% 6% 41% 38% 15%
Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)
. Mid or Above Grade Level . Early On Grade Level One Grade Level Below . Two Grade Levels Below . Three or More Grade Levels Below
14 Students 28 Students 166 Students 47 Students 14 Students
{From 2 Students) From 15 Students) From 110 Students From 102 Students (From 40 Stu t:

i) The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

W Placement by Domain

Number and Operations (NO)

Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG)

Measurement and Data (MS)

Geometry (GEO)

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 15%
-Increase of 8%
-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 22%

-Decrease of 31% 10
O



Grade 4 ELA

Overall Placement
Students Assessed/Total: 255/270

Most Recent

Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)

17% 12% 46% 8% 17%

1% 10% 42% 13%
NN NN

@ Mid or Above Grade Level @ FEarly On Grade Level One Grade Level Below @ Two Grade Levels Below @ Three or More Grade Levels Below
43 Students 31 Students 117 Students 21 Students 43 Students
(From 28 Students) (From 25 Students) (From 107 Students) (From 34 Students) (From 61 Students)

W Placement by Domain

(® The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

(PA)

Phonics (PH)

High-Frequency Words (HFW)

Vocabulary (VOC)

Comprehension: Overall (COMP)

Literature (LIT)

Informational Text (INFO)

OO

RN

RN

Ottt

e

R R

Ao

Not assessed (due to grade or domain exempted)

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 29%
-Increase of 8%

-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 25%
-Decrease of 12%

11



Grade 4 MATH

Students Assessed/Total: 260/270

8% 19% 43% 18% 12%

Most Recent

3% 5% 45% 22% 25%
Fall (Beginning of 5
Year - November 15)
. Mid or Above Grade Level . Early On Grade Level One Grade Level Below . Two Grade Levels Below . Three or More Grade Levels Below
20 Students 49 Students 113 Students 48 Students 30 Students
(From 9 Students) {From 13 Students) (From 117 Students) (From 56 Students) (From 65 Students)

() The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

w Placement by Domain

Number and Operations (NO)
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG)

Measurement and Data (MS)

Geometry (GEO)

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 27%
-Increase of 19%
-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 30%
-Decrease of 17% 12



Grade 5 ELA

Overall Placement
Students Assessed/Total: 260/271

13% 19% 25% 25% 18%

Most Recent

9% 15% 25% 28% 23%
Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)

@ Vid or Above Grade Level One Grade Level Below @ Tvo Orade Levels Selo @ Three or More Grade Levels Belo
34 Students 50 Students 64 Students 64 Students 48 Students
(From 23 Students) (From 38 Students) (From 64 Students) (From 74 Students) (From 61 Students)

(@ The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

‘¥ Placement by Domain

Phonological Awareness (PA)
Phonics (PH)

High-Frequency Words (HFW)

VALIILLSS LIS LSS LIS LSS LSS LS IS LSS LSS LSS LSS S SIS LSS LSS LSS L LSS LSS SIS LSS LSS VS /7777777 SRR
VITLTL ST LTS IL LI IS LIS TL IS IS SIS ITTL LI LIS IS ST LTS IS IS SIS SIS I LI L TL ST IS LSS TS ST ST SIS LT ITIT SIS IS ST SIS IS IS I ST
Vocabulary (VOC) /e [\ NN
Comprehension: Overall (COMP) IISISSISISSLISSSSSS. AN

A /7 L AN

Literature (LIT)

Informational Text (INFO)

i Not assessed (due to grade or domain exempted)

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 32%
-Increase of 8%
-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 43%
-Decrease of 8% 13



Grade > MATH

Students Assessed/Total: 258/270

8% 17% 37% 13% 24%

Most Recent

2% 16% 32% 16% 34%
Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)
. Mid or Above Grade Leve . Early On Grade Level One Grade Level Below . Two Grade Levels Below . Three or More Grade Levels Below
21 Students 44 Students 96 Students 34 Students 63 Students
{From 6 Students) From 41 Students) (From 82 Students) (From 40 Students) (From 89 Students

(i) The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

w Placement by Domain

Number and Operations (NO)

Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG)

Measurement and Data (MS)

Geometry (GEO)

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 25%
-Increase of 7%
-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 37%
-Decrease of 13% 14



Grade 6 ELA

Students Assessed/Total: 278/287

21% 10% 32% 10% 27%
Most Recent
14% 10% 26% 18% 32%
Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)
@ id or Above Grade Level @ Early On Grade Level One Grade Level Below @ Vo Grade Levels Below @ Three or More Grade Levels Below
59 Students 28 Students 88 Students 27 Students 76 Students
(From 39 Students) (From 29 Students) (From 71 Students) (From 51 Students) (From 88 Students)

(® The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

¥ Placement by Domain

Phonological Awareness (PA)

Phonics (PH)

High-Frequency Words (HFW)

Vocabulary (VOC)

Comprehension: Overall (COMP)

Literature (LIT)

Informational Text (INFO)

% Not assessed (due to grade or domain exempted)

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 31%
-Increase of 7%
-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 37%
-Decrease of 13% 15
O



Grade 6 MATH

Students Assessed/Total: 280/287

6% 23% 36% 17% 19%

Most Recent

2% 15% 34% 21% 28%
Fall (Beginning of
Year - November 15)
@ Mid or Above Grade Leve @ E=rly On Grade Level One Grade Level Below @ TwoGrade Levels Below @ Three or More Grade Levels Below
17 Students 63 Students 100 Students 47 Students 53 Students
From 6 Students (From 42 Students) (From 94 Students) From 60 Students) (From 78 Students)

(i) The Mapping Between 5-Level and 3-Level Placements

w Placement by Domain
Number and Operations (NO) VoA /R

Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) | SE—

Measurement and Data (MS) (A /A

Geometry (GEO) (.

-Meeting Grade Level Expectations: 29%
-Increase of 12%
-Students 2 or More Grade Levels Below: 36%
-Decrease of 13% 16



Supports for ELA and Math

Targeted Tutoring
Tier 2 Plans
Administrator Training:

O
O

Fundations
Imagine Learning Data Dashboard

Professional Development:

O

O
©)
O
©)
O

Decodables

Guided Reading

Fountas & Pinnell Getting Started
Prodigy

Raz Kids

SEI Training

Upcoming PD:

@)
@)

Data Analysis: LinkIt! ELA Common Assessments
Designing Math Centers that Foster Thinking Classrooms and Support Linguistically Diverse Learners

17



Knglish Language Arts &
Mathematics

Grades 7-11



Grade 7 ELA

Star Reading Proficiency Rate (District @
Benchmark)®

Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

51.17%

137 of 268 students scored at or above the minimum
district benchmark proficiency level
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 7th Grade

Star Reading Proficiency Rate (State |'_'i\j
Benchmark) ®

Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

45.5%

122 of 268 students estimated to score at or above the
proficiency benchmark on the Reading state test
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 7th Grade

Star Reading Current Student Growth [~1
Percentile (SGP)®

Fall to Winter 2025-2026

62.4%

161 of 258 students scored at or above typical growth
(35th current SGP) from Fall to the given test period
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 7th Grade

‘_

62.4% of students are showing at least typical growth
Typical Growth = 1 year of growth

33.2% of students are showing high growth
High Growth = 1.2-1.5 years of growth

19
O



Grade 7 Math

Star Math Proficiency Rate (District A Star Math Proficiency Rate (State A Star Math Current Student Growth Percentile [R]
& e &
Benchmark)® Benchmark)® (SGP)®
Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026 Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026 Fall to Winter 2025-2026
135 of 267 students scored at or above the minimum 59 of 267 students estimated to score at or above 133 of 252 students scored at or above typical growth
district benchmark proficiency level proficiency benchmark on the Math state test (35th current SGP) from Fall to the given test period
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 7th Grade Filtered by Current Grade Level: 7th Grade Filtered by Current Grade Level: 7th Grade

52.8% of students are showing at least typical growth
Typical Growth = 1 year of growth

19.9% of students are showing high growth

High Growth = 1.2-1.5 years of growth

20




Grade 8 ELA

Star Reading Proficiency Rate (District @
Benchmark)®

Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

54.3%

127 of 234 students scored at or above the minimum
district benchmark proficiency level
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 8th Grade

Star Reading Proficiency Rate (State @
Benchmark) @

Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

42.7%

100 of 234 students estimated to score at or above the
proficiency benchmark on the Reading state test
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 8th Grade

Star Reading Current Student Growth [~1
Percentile (SGP)®

Fall to Winter 2025-2026

61.2%

137 of 224 students scored at or above typical growth
(35th current SGP) from Fall to the given test period
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 8th Grade

(—

61.2% of students are showing at least typical growth

35.1% of students are showing high growth

21




Grade 8 Math

Star Math Proficiency Rate (District )] Star Math Proficiency Rate (State ™ Star Math Current Student Growth Percentile [3]
& 4 &
Benchmark)® Benchmark)® (SGP)®
Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026 Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026 Fall to Winter 2025-2026
123 of 253 students scored at or above the minimum 15 of 253 students estimated to score at or above 132 of 240 students scored at or above typical growth
district benchmark proficiency level proficiency benchmark on the Math state test (35th current SGP) from Fall to the given test period
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 8th Grade Filtered by Current Grade Level: 8th Grade Filtered by Current Grade Level: 8th Grade

55.0% of students are showing at least typical growth

23.9% of students are showing high growth

22
O



Grade 9 ELA

Benchmark)®
Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

32.1%

45 of 140 students scored at or above the minimum
district benchmark proficiency level
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 9th Grade

Star Reading Proficiency Rate (District [~

—

Star Reading Proficiency Rate (State [eis‘_'l
Benchmark)®

Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

25.7%

36 of 140 students estimated to score at or above the
proficiency benchmark on the Reading state test
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 9th Grade

Star Reading Current Student Growth @

Percentile (SGP)®
Fall to Winter 2025-2026

48.4%

61 of 126 students scored at or above typical growth
(35th current SGP) from Fall to the given test period
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 9th Grade

48.4% of students are showing at least typical growth

29.6% of students are showing high growth

23




Grade 9 Math

Star Math Proficiency Rate (District )] Star Math Proficiency Rate (State )] Star Math Current Student Growth Percentile [R]
; L ;
Benchmark)® Benchmark) ® (SGP)®
Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026 Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026 Fall to Winter 2025-2026
76 of 186 students scored at or above the minimum 13 of 186 students estimated to score at or above 85 of 165 students scored at or above typical growth
district benchmark proficiency level proficiency benchmark on the Math state test (35th current SGP) from Fall to the given test period
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 9th Grade Filtered by Current Grade Level: 9th Grade Filtered by Current Grade Level: 9th Grade

51.5% of students are showing at least typical growth

26.1% of students are showing high growth

24




Grade 10 ELA

Star Reading Proficiency Rate (District |'_'1'\:|
Benchmark)®

Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

46.2%

98 of 212 students scored at or above the minimum
district benchmark proficiency level
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 10th Grade

Star Reading Proficiency Rate (State @
Benchmark)®

Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

36.3%

77 of 212 students estimated to score at or above the
proficiency benchmark on the Reading state test
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 10th Grade

Star Reading Current Student Growth EEJ
Percentile (SGP)®

Fall to Winter 2025-2026

48.4%

93 of 192 students scored at or above typical growth
(35th current SGP) from Fall to the given test period
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 10th Grade

48.4% of students are showing at least typical growth

19.8% of students are showing high growth

25




Grade 10 Math

Star Math Proficiency Rate (District @
Benchmark) ®
Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

44.1%

90 of 204 students scored at or above the minimum
district benchmark proficiency level
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 10th Grade

Star Math Proficiency Rate (State @
Benchmark)®

Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

5.9%

12 of 204 students estimated to score at or above
proficiency benchmark on the Math state test
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 10th Grade

Star Math Current Student Growth Percentile [i\j
(SGP)®

Fall to Winter 2025-2026

57.3%

102 of 178 students scored at or above typical growth
(35th current SGP) from Fall to the given test period
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 10th Grade

57.3% of students are showing at least typical growth

34.3% of students are showing high growth

26



Grade 11 ELA

Star Reading Proficiency Rate (District |'_'i't|
Benchmark)®

Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

44.1%

52 of 118 students scored at or above the minimum
district benchmark proficiency level
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 11th Grade

Star Reading Proficiency Rate (State [isj
Benchmark) ®

Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026

32.2%

38 of 118 students estimated to score at or above the
proficiency benchmark on the Reading state test
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 11th Grade

Star Reading Current Student Growth @

Percentile (SGP)®
Fall to Winter 2025-2026

55.2%

58 of 105 students scored at or above typical growth
(35th current SGP) from Fall to the given test period
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 11th Grade

55.2% of students are showing at least typical growth

22.6% of students are showing high growth

27




Grade 11 Math

Star Math Proficiency Rate (District )] Star Math Proficiency Rate (State ()] Star Math Current Student Growth Percentile [R]
& s e
Benchmark)® Benchmark)® (SGP)®
Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026 Winter (1/5/26 - 1/16/26) 2025-2026 Fall to Winter 2025-2026
49 of 151 students scored at or above the minimum 5 of 151 students estimated to score at or above 64 of 133 students scored at or above typical growth
district benchmark proficiency level proficiency benchmark on the Math state test (35th current SGP) from Fall to the given test period
Filtered by Current Grade Level: 11th Grade Filtered by Current Grade Level: 11th Grade Filtered by Current Grade Level: 11th Grade

48.1% of students are showing at least typical growth

17.4% of students are showing high growth

28



Supports for ELA and Math

Targeted Tutoring
Data Team Meetings

@)
(@)

Review of Tier 1 Plans
Creation of Tier 2 Plans

Support Building-Level PLC Meetings
Learning Walks and Instructional Rounds
Math Coaching at the Academy with Cheryl
Professional Development

O

(@)
(@)
@)

[lustrative Math

Solve. Explain. Defend: Active Learning Strategies for Geometry and Beyond
SEI Training

UPCOMING PD - Data Analysis: LinkIt! ELA Common Assessments

29



Thank you!



