Belle Plaine
l"\-'Schools

District Testing Data & Comparisons




System of Assessment

ACT- Summative Record
MCA - Yearly

NWEA/FAST - 2/3 times per year

Common (Formative/Summative)
Assessments - 4/6 times per year
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System of Assessment -

District
Level

Teacher
Level
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5 Year Trend Data - By Graduation Year

English Mathematics Reading Science Composite

Srad Distri State Distri State Distri State Distri | State Distri | State
ct ct ct ct ct

2011 20 223 213 23 203 229 217 228 21 | 229
2012 21 221 228 23 223 229 225 227 223 228
2013 203 222 219 231 22 231 213 229 215 23
2014 204 221 21.8 23 222 231 21.8 229 217 229
2015 212 21.8 221 228 228 23 225 227 222 | 227
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ACT Results of our Current Seniors - ACT state-wide

Average ACT Scores 2015 ACT

Juniors - 2015 Percent of Students Meeting College Readiness Benchmarks
“ Belle Plaine  # State %2015 District % ® 2015 State %
205 206 207 208 s 59 g
20 19.%

196

151
18.8

English Math Reading Science Composite English Math Reading Science Met zll Four
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District Math Results



Conference District Proficiency
Comparisons

Watertown - Mayer FEee  Te.90%
Jordan B B,
Morwood-Young America [Central) NS 63.T0%
Belle Plaine Public Schools NG 2 0%
State I
Tri- City United S 7. 70%
Gibley East —— 5.0 B0
Le Sueuer-Henderson S 51.10%
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2015 District Proficiency Comparisons

MNew Prague

Watertown - Mayer
Dassel Cokato

Annandale

Albany

Jordan

MNew London - Spicer

St Peter

Howard Lake - Waverly
Morwood-Young America (Central)
Belle Plaine Public Schools
State

Tri- City United

MNew Ulm

Waseca

Sibley East

Le Sueuer-Henderson
Blue Earth Area
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Medium to High Growth of Proficient Students

hew Frague
Watertown - Mayer

Daszel Cokato
lordam

Annandale

Albany

5%, Peter

Howard Lake - Wawerly
Norwood-Young America (Central)
Mew London - Spicer
State

Mew Ulm

Balle Plaine Public Schocls
Tri- City United

Waseca

Blus Earth Arez

Sinley East

La Susuer-Henderson

67.30%
b6.30%
60.30%
B60.10%
58.90%
58.60%
58%
55.20%
54.60%
51.30%
47.90%
47.70%
46.40%
44.90%
A40.60%
36.80%
36.30%
34.10%
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Math Proficiency Comparisons at Oak Crest

3rd Grade Proficiency Comparisons
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4th Grade Math Proficiency
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Math Proficiency Comparisons at the JH/HS

7th Grade Math Proficiency
Comparisons

8th Grade Math Proficiency
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11th Grade Math Proficiency

Comparisons
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Belle Plaine Math Proficiency Results from 2012-2015

Lgp L S “pp
2011-2012  2012-2013  2013-2014  2014-2015

6

3RD 4TH ETH ETH ITH aTH 11TH

State Math Proficiency Results by Grade Level from

2012-2015
W Srate B Seate  Seate B Srate 2014-2015
2012-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014

78 32 72 91 9

63.9
80 57 57 59 gg 57c5q  OF 59 B0 g

R0 4TH 5TH &TH TTH BTH 11TH
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2015 Subgroup Results in Math
Oak Crest

American  AsianfPacific  Hispanic{19)  Blacki5]  White [311) English

Iindian/Alaskan Islander]8)
Mative (3]

E proficiency

Learner(5)

® Proficient and Med-High Growth -~ Not proficient but Med-High growth

Special Free/Reduced
Education(53] 178)
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Overall Math Proficiency - Asian Pacific Islander
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Overall Math Proficiency - Hispanic
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Overall Math Proficiency - Black
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Overall Math Proficiency - White
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Overall Math Proficiency - Special Education
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Overall Math Proficiency - Free & Reduced
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MCA Math Data from 2012-2015

Colors represent cohorts of students

BP BP BP BP
2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015

3RD 76 69 80 77.6
4TH 79 70 69 80.3
5TH 69 57 51 49.2
6TH 62 70 57 58.8
7TH 67 53 57 56.5
8TH 72 56 71 74.8
11TH 26 45 44 40.6
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District Reading Results



2015 MCA Reading Proficiency -
Conference Districts

Jordan . 70.30%
Watertown - Mayer R 69.40%

Morwood-Young America [Central] S 60.80%

Belle Plaine Public 5chools NG 5 40%

Stzte I -

Sibley East |—— G 50
Tri- City United S  52.508%
Le Sueuer-Henderson SRS 48.10%




2015 Reading Proficiency

MNew Prague

Dassel Cokato

Jordan

5t. Peter

Watertown - Mayar
Annandale

Waseca

Howard Lake - Wawearly
Albany

Morwood-Young America [Central)
Mew London - Spicer

Belle Plaine Public Schools
Mew Ulm

State

Sibley East

Tri- City United

Blue Earth Area

Le Sueuer-Henderson
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Proficient in Reading Making Medium to High

MNew Prague

Dassel Cokato

Jordan

5t. Peter

Watertown - Mayer
Howard Lake - Waverly
Annandale

Waseca

New London - Spicer
Morwood-Young America [Central)
Albany

State

New Ulm

Belle Plaine Public S5chools
Blue Earth Area

Sibley East

Tri- City United

Le Sueuer-Henderson

Growth
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3rd Grade Reading Proficiency
Comparisons

69.4 66 65.6

58.7 517 56.8

4th Grade Reading Proficiency
Comparisons
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8th Grade Reading Proficiency

Comparisons
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10th Grade Reading Proficiency

Comparisons

|I||1

7th Grade Reading Proficiency
Comparisons
ke BE.G
A
“:'\Q' \ ‘c:‘:' h
&g & Ry &
¥ b o F b
D,,;;f‘ \@uﬁ o gf‘
'2-\\ \)@
o o
746
A
& &
'P -+ -
&
&
‘a‘k
$$“

)

'2;,
=

g
o

x
i
)

o

B .
el)%g%hools




Belle Plaine Reading Proficiency Results from 2013-2015

E2012-2013 ®2013-2014 - 2014-2015

3RD ATH 5TH 6TH TTH 8TH 10TH State

State Reading Proficiency Results from 2013-2015

¥ 5tate 2012-2013 ™ State 2012-2013 - State 2014-2015

B6.7 63.9

B3 &3 B &2

56 57

57 57587 ., ., 519 59 58

54 54 55.1 54 54

3RD ATH 5TH &TH 7TH 4TH 10TH
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Overall Reading Proficiency - Asian Pacific Islander
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Overall Reading Proficiency - Hispanic
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Overall Reading Proficiency - Black
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Overall Reading Proficiency - Special Ed
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Overall Reading Proficiency - Free/Reduced
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MCA Reading Data from 2013-2015

Colors represent cohorts of students

2013 2014 2015
3RD 50 61 56.8
4TH 51 60 52.1
S5TH 50 61 59
6TH 55 46 64.4
/TH S7 42 57.9
8TH 53 50 69.1

10TH 64 68 549 Be|leFlaine ~



Belle Plaine Public School Reading Proficiency Compared to State 2011-2015
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Belle Plaine
l’\-Schools

PK-2 Data
Chatfield Elementary




NWEA Goal Performance for Grade 1

BO.2085.10%

Problem Solving Number S5ense  Computation

Overall NWEA Math Resulsts 2015
compared to Normative Data

S Spring Charfield 2015 = Norm Grade Level Mean

194.8

Grade 1 Grade 2

NWEA Goal Performance for Grade 2

2014 and 2015 2014 and 2015

H2014 =205 “2014 2015

7i20% 725089280 72.80% 73.60%

BB 20
iy 59.30%
21.80%
[T II'D“ Il

Measurement  Statistics and Algebra Owerzll Numbers & Algebra Geometry & Data Analysis
and Geometry Probability performance Operations Measurement

76.80%
66.50%

Overall
performance




Overall NWEA Reading Data compared to
Normative Data

& Spring Chatfield 2015 = Norm Grade Level hean

1523

1856

Grade 1 Grade 2

NWEA Reading Goal Performance for
Grade 2 in 2014 and 2015

®2014 ®2015

Ti%

66.90%
55.10%

B6.10%

NWEA Reading Goal Performance for Grade 1
in 2014 and 2015

w2014 =2015

qo%  81.508370% gy son

78.10%
. I II Inm" ssz“ 67.70%9.10%

T1.50%1.80%

Phonclogical Phonics Concepts of Print Vocabulary and Comprehension

Awareness Word Structure

Writing

Literature Informational Text Vocabulary Owverall
Acguisition and Use  performance
85.50%
?“
Overall
performance







