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Comparison of Waterford’s

Spring 2015, Spring 2016, & SPRING 2017
PARCC Administrations
English Language Arts/Literacy - PERCENTAGES

Not Yet Meeting |Partially Meeting| Approaching Meeting Exceeding ?Zhange ?Zhange
. . . . . in Level | in Level
Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations Expectations

(Level 1) (Level 2) (Level 3) (Level 4) (Level 5) Ul e e
Level 2 | Level 5
From From
2015to0 | 201510
2017**

2015 2016 2017 2015 2016 2017 2015 2016 2017 2015 2016 2017 2015 2016 2017
3 291 89 18 20.9 231 13 291 26 33 19.1 404 33 1.8 1.9 3 119% 115.1%
4 1.1 124 8 313 204 13 273 283 37 273 354 38 3 3.57 4 121.4% 111.7%
5 5.8 9 6 209 202 12 40.7 326 30 302 37.1 47 23 1.1 6 18.7% 120.5%
6 6.1 88 14 28 225 23 394 35 28 242 30 34 23 38 1 12.9% 18.5%

Notes: Data shown is preliminary. Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.



Comparison of Waterford’s

Spring 2015, Spring 2016, & SPRING 2017
PARCC Administrations

Mathematics - PERCENTAGES

Not Yet Meeting

Expectations

(Level 1)

2015 2016 2017

Partially Meeting

Expectations

(Level 2)

2016 2017

Approaching
Expectations
(Level 3)

Meeting
Expectations
(Level 4)

2016 2017 2015 2016 2017

Exceeding

Expectations

(Level 5)

2015 2016 2017

Chang
ein
Level 1
and
Level 2
From
2015 to
2017

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

3 16.4 4.8 8 282 202 15 309 288 32 227 308 40 18 1547 5 121.6% 12005%
4 131 162 6 323 351 25 364 333 32 182 152 36 0 0 1 114.4% 118.8%
5 7 6.8 5 314 182 28 442 432 38 174 284 26 0 3.4 3 1 5.4% 111.6%
6 9.1 5 10 28 225 25 402 475 34 22 25 27 8 0 4 1 21% I 299

*Notes: Data shown is preliminary. Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.




Comparison of Waterford’s
Spring 2016 and Spring 2017 PARCC Administrations
English Language Arts/Literacy to New Jersey- percentages

Not Yet elgile]l\¥%

Meeting Meeting Approaching Meeting Exceeding

Expectations | Expectations | Expectations
(Level 3) (Level 4) (Level 5)

Expectations Expectations
(Level 1) (Level 2)

District State District State District State District State District State

2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017

Grade 3 18 12.7 13 14.4 88 22.5 88 42.9 3 7.5
Grade 4 8 7.7 13 12.8 37 23.7 38 40.5 4 15.4
Grade 5 6 6.8 12 12.2 29 22.1 48 48.2 6 10.7
Grade 6 14 6.5 23 14.6 28 25.6 34 41.0 1 12.3

Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.




Comparison of Waterford’s Spring 2016 and Spring 2017 PARCC
Administrations
MATHEMATICS to New Jersey- percentages

Not Yet elgile]l\¥%

Meeting Meeting Approochlng Mee’rln-g Exceedl-ng
: : Expectations Expectations Expectations
Expectations Expectations (Level 3) (Level 4) (Level 5)
(Level 1) (Level 2)
L L L _ Distric
District  State  Disfrict  State  District  State  District  State State

t
2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017 2017

Grade 3 8 7.8 15 14.6 32 25.1 40 38.7 S 13.7
Grade 4 6 8.1 25 17.5 32 27.1 36 40.6 1 6.7
Grade 5 5 6.5 28 17.8 38 29.6 26 37.3 3 8.9
Grade 6 10 9.7 25 19.1 34 27.7 27 35.0 4 8.6

Notes: Percentages may not total 100 due to rounding.




Comparison of DFG Districts -

Math
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Comparison of DFG Districts —
ELA

ELA Meeling or Exceeding 2017

a0 ALDLUROMN BORO

% i B DBERLIN BORO

60 ! ! B LAUREL SPRINGS BORO
@ B MERCHANTVILLE BORO
=
§ B STRATFORD BORO
“Lr: 40 B WATERFORD TWP
g B Hammonton
]
- 20

0

3rd 4th ath &th

Grade



PARCC Data by Students

« Followed a core group of 94 students from 3@ grade to
5t grade.

« All 94 tested in 3@ grade and have not moved from
the district

« We see growth from 3@ to 5" grade in both Math and
ELA




Number of students

Math Growth of Core Group
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Action Plan

* Although growth has been indicated, the district is not
meeting proficiency.

*PARCC Team

*Review test specifications

* Administer assessments tasks aligned to PARCC
*Require all staff to implement
* Analysis data at grade level
*Determine deficiencies
*Adjust Year at A Glance

*Review instructional practice & it's impact on the
results




