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Description:

The percent of students who perform at the Masters Grade Level standard for all grades in state
mathematics exams will increase 2.2 percentage points each year from 9% to 20% by 2022 (using
Measures of Academic Progress beginning of year data for Grades 3-8).

11.2% 2018

13.4% 2019

15.6% 2020

17.8% 2021

20% by 2020
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Report only.
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Goal 2 The percent of students who perform at the Masters Grade Level standard for all grades in state
mathematics exams will increase from 8% to 20% by 2022.
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Goal 2 and GPM 2.1, 2.2, 2.3

Mathematics

Amy Shields
Director of Teaching and Learning
Division of Academics



Goal 2

The percent of students who perform at the Masters Grade Level standard

for all grades in state mathematics exams will increase 2.2 percentage
points each year from 9% to 20% by 2022.

15.6% 2020
11.8% 2021
20% by 2022




GPM 2.1

The percent of 3rd grade students who perform at Masters Grade Level
standard for math will increase yearly by 2.75 percentage points from 9%

to meet the goal of 20% by 2022.
14.5% by 2020
1.25% hy 2021

20% by 2022
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GPM 2.2

The percent of Sth grade students who perform at Masters Grade Level
standard for math will increase yearly by .75 percentage points from 17%
to meet the goal of 20% hy 2022.

11.75% by 2019

18.5% by 2020
19.25% by 2021
20% by 2022




GPM 2.3

The percent of 8th grade students who perform at Meets Grade Level
standard for math will increase yearly by 12 percentage points from 12%
to meet the goal of 60% by 2022.




MAP Testing

After the first 4 weeks of instruction, 3rd-8th grade
students’ current math abilities were assessed using
Measures of Academic Progress (MAP).

The test finds where students are performing on level, below
level, or above level in four areas.



Measures of Academic Progress (MAP)

The grades below are assessed in the following areas:

Grades 3-5
e Numerical Representations and Relationships
e Geometry and Measurement
e Data Analysis and Monetary Transactions

e Computations and Algebraic Relationships
Grades 6-8

Geometry and Measurement

Data Analysis

Numerical Representations and Probability
Computations and Algebraic Relationships



Measures of Academic Progress (MAP)

e Online diagnostic assessment which identifies skills and learning standards
that require targeted intervention to close learning gaps and also areas

where students are excelling

e Reports for each classroom teacher to classify students into five groups

o Lo, Lo-Avg, Avg, Hi-Avg, Hi

Lo v Avg HiAvg Hi
Yeile < 21 “Yeile 41-60 Yoile 61-80 %ile > BO

Overall Performance count % count Ye count % count Yo

Mathematics

18 | 26%

e Assessment is done three specific points throughout the year.



Implementation

e Teachers have access to a variety of reports--individual and class--to
create groups and plan for interventions

¢ Individual student data shows where students are working below grade
level, on grade level, and above grade level in specific skills

e Interventions to address Beginning of Year (BOY) data will take place

between now and late January when we will take Middle of Year (MOY)
test to see growth



Individual Student Report
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Individual Student Data

v Use Place Value: Whole Numbers and Decimals
1.2.C: use objects, pictures, and expanded and standard forms to represent numbers up to 120;

is ready to DEVELOP these skills (191-200):

Reads and writes whole numbers within 100 as tens and ones

2.2.A: use concrete and pictorial models to compose and decompose numbers up to 1,200 in more than one way as a sum of so many thousands, hundreds, tens, and
ones;

is ready to DEVELOP these skills (191-200):

Represents whole numbers within 1,000 with models

3.2.D: compare and order whole numbers up to 100,000 and represent comparisons using the symbols >, <, or =.

is ready to DEVELOP these skills (191-200):
Compares whole numbers within 10,000 using symbols
Compares whole numbers within 10,000 using terms

Orders whole numbers within 10,000

4.2.C: compare and order whole numbers to 1,000,000,000 and represent comparisons using the symbols >, <, or =;

is ready to DEVELOP these skills (191-200):

Compares whole numbers greater than 10,000 using symbols

4.2.D: round whole numbers to a given place value through the hundred thousands place;

is ready to DEVELOP these skills (191-200):

Rounds whole numbers within 1,000,000



Class Breakdown by Goal

Mathematics

Growth: Math 2-5 TX 2012 / TX Essential Knowledge and Skills Math: 2012
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Learning
Continuum--
Class View

161-170

K.2.I: compose and decompose numbers up to 10 with objects and pictures.
+ Decomposes whole numhers within 10 in more than one way. using models

1.2.C: use objects, pictures, and expanded and standard forms to represent numbers up to
120;

» Represents whole numbers within 100 with models

+ Represents whole numbers within 20 with models

1.2.E: use place value to compare whole numbers up to 120 using comparative language;
+ Compares whole numbers within 100 using terms

1.2.G: represent the comparison of two numbers to 100 using the symbols >, <, or =,
« Compares whole numbers within 10 using symbols

2.2.A: use concrete and pictorial models to compose and decompose numbers up to 1,200 in
more than one way as a sum of so many thousands, hundreds, tens, and ones;
» Repraszents whole numbers within 1,000 with models

2.2.B: use standard, word, and expanded forms to represent numbers up to 1,200;
« Knows place value names through hundred thousancs

+ Reads and writes whole numbers within 1.000 as hundreds, tens, and cnes

+ Reads and writes whole numbers within 1,000 in word form

+ Reads and writes whole numbers within 100 in word form

3.2.A: compose and decompose numbers up to 100,000 as a sum of so many ten thousands,
so many thousands, so many hundreds, so many tens, and so many ones using objects,
pictorial models, and numbers, including expanded notation as appropriate;

« Knows place value names through hundred thousands

4.2.C: compare and order whole numbers to 1,000,000,000 and represent comparisons using
the symbols >, <, or =;
» Compares whole numbers greater than 10,000 using terms

5.2.B: compare and order two decimals to thousandths and represent comparisons using the
symbols =, <, or =; and

« Compares decimals to the hundredths. with the same number of digits after the decimal point
using terms

STUDENTA
Qverall RIT: 159
Goal Range: 156-158

STUDENT B.
Qverall RIT: 168
Goal Range: 162-174

Cverall RIT: 169
Goal Range: 163-175

STUDENT D
Qverall RIT: 176
Goal Range: 162-174



After 4 Weeks of Instruction: Projections for Math Grades 3-8,
as of Sept. 28, 2018

Grade Approaches Meets Masters
3 02% 16% 3%
4 49% 11% 4%
i) 68% 21% 4%
6 68% 19% 1%
1 05% 14% 1%
8 66% 24% 3%

Total 60% 18% 3%




Goal Progress Measures 2.1, 2.2, 2.3

Grade Performance | Goal for 2019 Current
Level Projection
based on 4
weeks of
instruction
Goal Progress Measure 2.1 3rd Grade Masters 11.75% 3.4%
Goal Progress Measure 2.2 5th Grade Masters 11.15% 3.6%
Goal Progress Measure 2.3 8th Grade Meets 24% 23.9%




Elementary Projected Perfor

mance Levels

Approaches Meets Masters

Armstrong 59% 14% 4%
Benavidez 60% 22% 3%
Carrillo 42% 12% 1%
Five Palms 59% 18% 4%
Hutchins 58% 21% 6%
Kindred 41% 13% 2%
Madla 58% 18% 2%
Palo Alto 52% 16% 4%
Price 66% 24% 6%




Middle School Projected Performance Levels

Approaches Meets Masters
Dwight 67% 20% 1%
Shepard 63% 18% 1%
[amora 62% 20% 2%




ANALYSIS

e (rades 5th, 6th, 8th:
o Scored ABOVE district average
m [argeted Support:

e bth: Math facilitator leading targeted professional learning

e 6th: Middle School Academy Curriculum, Project Based
Learning, and AVID

e 8th: District-wide planning led by instructional coaches on
planning (July, Aug, Oct, Nov)



ANALYSIS

o (rades 3rd, 4th, Ith:
o Scored helow district average
m Tlargeted Support:

e Jrd: Math Coaches planning directly with teachers

e 4th: Targeted professional learning beginning in July
(5 sessions thus far)

e [th: District-wide planning led by instructional coaches on
planning (Aug, Oct, Nov)



ANALYSIS

e Kindred & Carrillo
o Lowest Scoring Elementary Schools

m Both are IR schools

m Significant Gaps have been identified & are areas of focus
e Kindred - 3rd grade
e (arrillo - 4th grade

m Additional teachers have been hired to reduce class size

m Each campus has a dedicated, full-time math instructional coach

m Sth Grade at both campuses are performing at district average 60%



