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Mathematics

How Do the District’s Placements Compare to the Benchmarks?

Fall Placement Distribution for District and Benchmarks

7% 5%
Mid or Above Grade Level

Early On Grade Level

1 Grade Level Below

2 Grade Levels Below
3+ Grade Levels Below

15% i-Ready National Norms are based on a nationally
representative sample that reflects the makeup of the US
14% 16% 10% student population along key demographic characteristics.

National National IL o The National and ILYTD pppulations include 10,71_7,522 ahd
Norm YTD District 413,417 students, respectively, who completed a Diagnostic
from August 1 to October 7. This data may not be
Fall 22-23 Il 24-2 Fall 24-25 1,006 representative of the student populations.
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How Has the District’s Normed Performance Changed Year over Year?

Median Percentile Rank Relative to 22-23 National Norms, Fall 22-23 to Fall 24-25

Current Grade 2 Current Grade 3 Current Grade 4

50t
Percentile

Fall Fall Spring Fall Fall Fall Spring Fall Fall Fall Spring Fall
22-23 23-24 23-24 24-25 22-23 23-24 23-24 24-25 22-23 23-24 23-24 24-25
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How are Students Projected to Perform on the State Test?

Proficiency if Students Show No Additional Growth, Fall 24-25

4 — 6 7

7% 5%
Proficient

Level 5

Level 4

Not Proficient

Level 3

Level 2
n B Level 1

Students with Projection: 123 130 113 122 124 121

The graph above shows the approximate percentage of students who would place in each state test level if they had taken the state
assessment at the same time as the Fall Diagnostic. In other words, this shows the projected state test performance if Diagnostic
results show no additional growth before the state test.
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How are Students Projected to Perform on the State Test?

Projection if Students Achieve Typical Growth, Fall 24-25

4 5 6 7
4%

Proficient

Level 5

Level 4

Not Proficient

Level 3

30%

Level 2
21%

B Level1
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Students with Projection: 113 124 121

The graph above shows the approximate percentage of students who would place in each state test level if these students had all
reached their Typical Growth measures. For tests taken from the beginning of the academic year to November 15th, projections are
based on all students meeting their full Typical Growth measure.
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Tier lll: Intensive Support
2.5%

Tier ll: Strategic Support
16.2%

Tier I: Core Curriculum
81.3%
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Tier lll: Intensive Support
2.63%

Tier ll: Strategic Support
7.46%

Tier |: Core Curriculum
89.91%
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How Do the District’s Placements Compare to the Benchmarks?

Fall Placement Distribution for District and Benchmarks

Mid or Above Grade Level
Early On Grade Level

1 Grade Level Below

2 Grade Levels Below

3+ Grade Levels Below

0
16% 14% i-Ready National Norms are based on a nationally

representative sample that reflects the makeup of the US
14% 14% student population along key demographic characteristics.

National National o The National and IL YTD populations include 9,309,603 and
District 304,692 students, respectively, who completed a Diagnostic
from August 1 to October 7. This data may not be

Students representative of the student populations.
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Reading
How are Students Projected to Perform on the State Test?

Proficiency if Students Show No Additional Growth, Fall 24-25

4 5 6 7
9%

Proficient

Level 5

Level 4
24%

Not Proficient

30% Level 3
47% Level 2
E E BB -

123 130 113 122 124 133

Students with Projection:

The graph above shows the approximate percentage of students who would place in each state test level if they had taken the state
assessment at the same time as the Fall Diagnostic. In other words, this shows the projected state test performance if Diagnostic
results show no additional growth before the state test.
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Reading

How are Students Projected to Perform on the State Test?

Projection if Students Achieve Typical Growth, Fall 24-25
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Proficient

Level 5

Level 4

Not Proficient

Level 3

21% 25% 27% Level 2

m M Level 1
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Students with Projection: 123 113 122

The graph above shows the approximate percentage of students who would place in each state test level if these students had all
reached their Typical Growth measures. For tests taken from the beginning of the academic year to November 15th, projections are
based on all students meeting their full Typical Growth measure.
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Tier lll: Intensive Support
A\ \ 7.6%
Tier ll: Strategic Support

10.3%

Tier |I: Core Curriculum
81.1%
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Tier lll: Intensive Support
4.24%

Tier ll: Strategic Support
11.38%

Tier I: Core Curriculum
84.38%
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4 Critical Questions

What is it that we want
students to know and be
able to do?

How will we respond
when they don’t learn?

2

How will we know
they are learning?

How will we respond
when they already
know it?




GETTING STARTED
ONGOING PLC CYCLE
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Next Steps for PLCs

e PLC Teams are currently identifying the assessments that are
utilized to assess student learning (both formative and
summative assessments) for each priority standard.

e PLC Teams will then determine proficiency for each priority
standard via creation of proficiency scales (rubrics used to
gauge student progress towards mastering the standard).

e Once this work is complete, we will have a solid foundation to

conduct regular PLC cycles focused around the 4 critical

questions.
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Based on the PBIS Tiere

Fidelity Inventory, Le
is currently at 48

discipline referrals

in school year
024-2015 will decrease
y 10% in comparison to
school year 2023-2024.




implementation. By

3- Based on the PBIS Tiered Fidelity Inventory, Leigh is currently at 48% of
the end of the school year 2024-2025, this will improve by 10%.
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Tier lll: Intensive Support
} 0.6%

Tier Il: Strategic Support
8%

Tier I: Core Curriculum
91.4%
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Tier lll: Intensive Support
0.61%

Tier ll: Strategic Support
7.52%

Tier I: Core Curriculum
91.87%
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