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None of this is possible without the two
hardest workers in the department.

G

Trey Ford DeMetruss Muse
Facilitator of State Assessments Facilitator of District Assessments
trey.ford@tylerisd.org demetruss.muse@tylerisd.org



TYLER ISD

SUCCESSFUL STUDENT OUTCOMES

e 18,000+ students
o 75% - 80% EcoDis
o 25% Emergent Bilingual
o 12% Special Ed
o 48% Hispanic, 25% African American,and 21%
White
e 25 campuses
o 17 elementaryschools
m 1arts magnetand 1 duallanguage school
o 4 middle schools
o 4 highschools
m 1ECHSand1dropoutpreventioncampus




TYLER ISD

SUCCESSFUL STUDENT OUTCOMES

2014: 10 IR Campuses 2018: 1 “F” Campus
@ Letter Number of
Grade Campuses
2015: 9 IR Campuses 2019: 1 “F” Campus A c
Vg Vg . |
2016: 3 IR Campuses 2022: 0 “F Campuses C 8
@ @ D 1
2017: 2 IR Campuses 2023: 0 “F Campuses? F 0




What does

assessment

look like In
Tyler ISD?

HB3906, COVID,

HB4545, and
HB1416

2023-24 Tyler ISD Assessment Program
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Diagnostic Assessments

~

J

Formative Assessments

Local Summative
Assessments

State/National

_ Summative Assessments |

The purpose of a diagnostic assessment is to identify your students’ current
knowledge of a subject, their skill sets and capabilities, and to clarify misconceptions
before teaching takes place. Diagnostic assessments in Tyler ISD include CLI Engage,
mClass, iReady

The purpose of a formative assessment is to provide feedback and information
during the instructional process, while leaming is taking place, and while learning is
occurring. Examples in Tyler ISD include bell ringers, warm-ups, and other ungraded
assessments used to assess learning daily

The purpose of local summative assessment is to assess the learning that took
place after a curriculum unit(s) has been completed and provides information and
feedback that sums up the teaching and learning process. Examples in Tyler ISD
include unit assessments and benchmarks.

The purpose of state summative assessments is to assess the learning that took
place after the all curriculum units have been completed and provides information and
feedback that sums up the teaching and learning process.Examples include TELPAS,
TELPAS-ALT, STAAR-ALT2, STAAR, EOC-ALT2, and EOC




DATA

SORTED

ARRANGED

PRESENTED
VISUALLY

EXPLAINED
WITH A STORY

ACTIONABLE
(USEFUL)

We wanted an online solution that

had three aligned tools:

1) An engaging, aligned online
solution that can help intervene
for students with skill gaps

2) An aligned skill-check that is
iInformative with respect to STAAR

.
i-Ready”.



HB4545 and HB1416

87R205185 TSS-F

By: Dutton H.B. No.

c

Substitute the following for H.B. No. 4545:

By: Dutton C.S.H.B. No.

A BILL TO BE ENTITLED
AN ACT

relating to the assessment of public school students and the
purchase of certain instruction-related materials, the
establishment of a strong foundations grant program, providing
accelerated instruction for students who fail to achieve
sati a‘actety performance on certain assessment instruments, and an
accelerated learning and sustainment outcomes bonus allotment
under the foundation school program.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF TEXAS:

SECTION 1. Subchapter C, Chapter 7, Education Code, is
amended by adding Section 7.071 to read as follows:

Sec, 7,071, _INSTRUCTION-RELATED PURCHASE BY COMMISSIONER
Ja)_Using funds avorovriated for the ourcose or otherys :
available to the commissjoper in the form of granta. the
conmissioner mav purchise curriculum orograms, jpstruc ;1 pal
daterials,. and other instructional tools to :*nviqg for use bv

e aAnen-e 11 o ~h
dby__To averijge stite purchis ]ng we nd snsyre
cnar-affarriva yea (\" ;ax:n‘:‘ ‘ md :h ::1 Igng: :ax n::i-r
ah £ of & i 4 noan—-o roxr

13 £ e an
district or achool dedicates loc3l funds for the purposa,

SECTION 2. The heading to Section 28.0211, Education Code,
is amended to read as follows:
Sec. 28 v211. aCC 1 1 ING C 7

B87R20515 TSS-F
By: Dutton H.B. No, 4545
Substitute the following for H.B. No. 4543:

By: Dutton C.S5.H.B. No. 4543

A BILL TO BEX ENTITLED
AN ACT

relating to the assessment of public school students and the
purchase of certain instruction-related materials, the
establishment of a strong foundations grant program, providing
accelerated instruction for students who fail to achieve
satisfactory performance on certain assessment instruments, and an
accelerated learning and sustainment ocutcomes bonus allotment
under the foundation school program.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF TEXAS:

SECTION 1., Subchapter C, Chapter 7, Education Code, is
amended by adding Section 7.071 to read as llows:

~ 071 INSTRIN ¢-REY =N Pr F BRY ~OM TONER

oadl le to o ~os=mi cpner 3 form of grants. the
L e o T rograma. inatxuctional

materials,. and gother dnatzructional tocls o orovide for tise bv

achool districts and crvepn-enrcollment charter achools

{o)_ZTo leverage state purchasing Rower azd enure
"’*"-0“""'2'}"’ use of :iz;i‘g‘ unds & o fane r o *
an behalf of 3 school district or gunepn-enrollment charter school $o
2 =a item for instructional purposeas, vrovided that the
district or achool dedicates local funds for the purpose

SECTION 2. The heading to Section 28.0211, Education Code,

is amended to read as follows:

Sec. 28.0211. CCELERATED 1 {ING C IIX [SATISFACTORY




i-Ready Learning

Personalized Instruction

Couldwe
measure the Greater Learning Gains
personalized
. . i‘Ready Personalized Instruction supports gil students. That includes those at greatest risk of
| n S t I‘ U C t | O n getting left behind as well as those working above grade level. Students who receive
cc I . Personalized Instruction for an average of 45 minutes or more per subject per week for at least
ea rn | n g 18 weeks showed significantly more growth than students who did not.
= »
I SR oo
WATCH THE VIDEO

other
assessment
tools?




DATA

SORTED

ARRANGED

PRESENTED
VISUALLY

EXPLAINED
WITH A STORY

ACTIONABLE
(USEFUL)

We wanted an online solution that

had three aligned tools:

1) An engaging, aligned online
solution that can help intervene
for students with skill gaps

2) An aligned skill-check that is
iInformative with respect to STAAR

.
i-Ready”.



Prior Year STAAR : : e
Did personalized learning improve

the growth of our 4th-8th graders

2021-22 STAAR data:

Domain 2A calculated

using transition tables
Studen-ts thatdid Students that and progress measures
notusei-Ready PL used i-Ready PL

2022-23 STAAR data:
Domain 2A calculated

_ _ using transition tables
Domain 2A Domain 2A



Math

Percent of Students Meeting Growth Measure

Usage on i-Ready was much higher than our district diagnostic and growth was much higher
for students that used i-Ready in 2021-22.

STAAR Growth and Performance of iReady Math Participants

DHM APP MTS MAS

2021 STAAR Proficiency



All Students w/Any Usage

Usage on i-Ready was much higher than our district diagnostic and growth was higher for
students that used i-Ready in 2021-22.

STAAR Growth and Performance of IReady Reading Participants

100

]

40

Percent of Students Meeting Growth Measure
20
[

DM APP MTS MAS

2021 STAAR Proficiency



Did i-Ready personalized learning result in

Improvement in STAAR 2.0 growth?

Math Reading
Grade
<RU | >=RU | Difference S0 ={0 NN Biii=g=gle:!
Not Met
Approaches
Meets
Masters




i-Ready Learning

Personalized Instruction

Couldwe
measure the
personalized

instruction

“learning

gains” through
other
assessment
tools?




DATA

SORTED

ARRANGED

PRESENTED
VISUALLY

EXPLAINED
WITH A STORY

ACTIONABLE
(USEFUL)

We wanted an online solution that

had three aligned tools:

1) An engaging, aligned online
solution that can help intervene
for students with skill gaps

2) An aligned skill-check that is
iInformative with respect to STAAR

.
i-Ready”.



HB3906

Overview of assessment changes

o [:] Moves toward electronic administration of all assessments by 2022-23
@ @ Caps multiple choice questions at 75% of test by 2022-.23

(by 2022-23) @ 2/ Eliminates standalone 4 and 7 writing and assesses new ELAR TEKS

STMR R“’"“" ‘ Creates Integrated formative assessment pilot program

@ 7y Ensures availability of optional interim assessments
Other House Bill )
3906 Assessment @ s:a Creates educator advisory committee and continues technical advisory

Permits use of calculator applications




i-Ready Assessment

Standards Mastery \

L
What Is i-Ready Standards Mastery? Teachers Love Standards Mastery

& Fully SRl s aTect 13 et D TN ey e e B0 W g e L ar . Uy
Inbeming of 8 peciic, Lrguind dandeed O eS
o 3 o Sy

@ Increasod Ownership for Teachers

& Covery Sarad, S0 Readvag Wt
Muthomatics Yor Grade 2-8

& Ofars Doy oo st sstrvend Moremy
o Sl Ah R e b 3
Wastery Check”

5 Lach Nustery Chch L appwasimatioly
15wt 1) complets. wed Mgune
e Palaely v

) Provien educaton Wil specfic fendback
AR i IO A T 0
g 1 Ve b G gt st o et
of Gandash

performance on
I-Ready

Standards
Mastery align
with performance
on STAAR?

Y 2t ey ms P B A See 1 e P
) e Wt e it wnd e ey 37w T 5 P
st W ety ) gt ey P S N o e
30 ey © ahd

i Able to Assign Assessment
10 Small Groups
BT M Tt Bk, Wty Gews Pt P @0y 3 Mg
BAARTt W T (T T PR W ] T I
- P Lot P Pt ta et Te St 1o G0 wiet Py
o o O D D D e .

@ Quality of Assossmont foms

a4 et Dy P kil o g S o Pt Gk el
BN W b ey 4840 s e s By b e e
e ey

@ Spocific and Targetod Data

Thw 1wt S ) Fewr wacnen e A PP
A o e anm Vy whe wd wy -t
NEPO, BONG IR T 1500 15 Weact 1 W e
D i e
e A e g e et ety
Tt # e o Tee

€€ 1 Yove how F-Ready Sanckras Mastery

alows students o respond to & varkety of

question types, Ziviag them an opportunity
10 rvally show what thay know! 9
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i-Ready Assessment

Standards Mastery

A /]?

Does Student Grade | 4.5A(STAAR) | 45A (ISM) | ISM Proficiency
performance Anakin Skywalker | 3 100% 100% High
on i'Ready Kylo Ren 3 0% 50% Medium
Stand ard_s Han Solo 3 0% 13% Low
MaStVeVrii/hal ‘an Leia Organa 3 100% 87% Medium
D erformance Bo-Katan Kryze 3 100% 88% High

on STAAR? Jar Jar Binks 3 0% 26% Low




Math

Number of

Students (1-2 questions) | (3-4 questions) | (5-6 questions)

Does
performance
on I-Ready
Standards

3 140 5C 42 66 68

Mastery in
Math align with
performance
on STAAR?




Math

Does
performance
on i-Ready
Standards

Mastery In
Math align with
performance
on STAAR?

Number of Medium

Students (1-2 questions) | (3-4 questions) | (5-6 questions)
4 257 2A 54 66 72
4 280 2B 47 68
4 182 4A 40 49
4 124 4C 58 78
4 159 4D 85 90
4 121 4H _ 48
4 100 2G 23 44
4 140 5D 50 69
5 125 2A 38 64 85
5 105 2B 46 54 78
5 139 3H 17 29 79
5 281 8A & 8D 37 50 72




All Students that Completed STAAR and Standards Mastery

Grade | Students SE Low Medium High)

327 11C 50 79

3 227 8C & 10E 43 49 75

3 234 11D 39 51 76

Does p_erformance ) e s _
on I-Ready R YV o
SFandard S Ma;tery T e - . as
In Reading align + w0 | uo S 59 o
Wlth perfOrmance 5 180 3A, 3B, 3D 59 70 77
5 110 8C & 10E 55 66 83

on STAAR? 5 %4 10A 42 64 75

5 111 11C 54 73 81

7 127 5F, 5H, 6C 44 71 90

8 84 9D 40 - 88




i-Ready Assessment

Standards Mastery

Does
performance on
I-Ready
Standards
Mastery align
with performance
on STAAR?
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We wanted an online solution that

had three aligned tools:

1) An engaging, aligned online
solution that can help intervene
for students with skill gaps

2) An aligned skill-check that is
iInformative with respect to STAAR

.
i-Ready”.



What was the end

: 2023-24 Tyler ISD A P
result of all of this Tyler ssessment Program

analysis?

> AUG > SEP ) OCT » NOV » DEC » JAN ) FEB ) MAR ) APR ) MAY >

1) i-Ready adopted as the ﬁ ﬂ ﬁﬁﬁ ﬁ ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ ﬁ

district-wide diagnostic in

p ~ The purpose of a diagnostic assessment is 10 identify your students’ current
knowledge of a subject, their skill sets and capabilibes, and to clarify misconceptions

K‘ 8th m at h an d re ad | n g L Diagnostic Assessments )  before teaching takes place. Diagnostic assessments in Tyler ISD include CLI Engage,
mClass, iReady
( ) The purpose of a formative assessment is 10 provide feedback and nformation
Formative Assessments during the instructional process, while leaming is taking place, and while learning is
\ J  occurning. Examples in Tyler ISD include bell ringers, warm-ups, and other ungraded

assessments used to assess leaming daily.

~ The purpose of local summative assessment is to assess the leaming that took
Local Summative place after a curriculum unit(s) has been completed and provides information and

Assessments feedback that sums up the teaching and learning process. Examples in Tyler ISD
include unit assessments and benchmarks.

. The purpose of state summative assessments IS to assess the learning that took
State/National place after the all curriculum units have been completed and provides information and
. Summative Assessments | feedback that sums up the teaching and leaming process Examples include TELPAS,
TELPAS-ALT, STAAR-ALT2, STAAR, EOC-ALT2, and EOC




What was the end
result of all of this

a n a I y S I S ? Legscn Time-on-Task (Cument Week) % Lezzone Pazsed (Year-o-Date)

) Stugents . - - Students
= iz Sl s oy a0 0% 100% .

1) i-Ready adopted as the
district-wide diagnostiC in 2 13 15% 3% 24 27%  284/455 3% 6% 91%  416/455
K_ 8th m ath an d re ad in g 14 18 9% 39% 29 27% 264/340 4% 12% B4% 32340
2) District-wide exp ectation 12 76 12%  35% 20 4% 507/822 0% 16% 74%  724/822
of 30+ minutes of 2 6 6% 3% 23 2% 393611 1% 8% 91%  593/611
p erson al Ized |earn In g In 5 18 16% 3% 24 29% 309/345 1% 6% 93% 341/345

all grade levels

& n % 3% 45 14% 512588 4% 5% 9% 559/588
10 15 % % 37 17% 480511 1% 8% N% 4997511




What was the end

result of all of this

1)

2)

analysis?

I-Ready adopted as the
district-wide diagnostic in
K-8th math and reading
District-wide expectation
of 30+ minutes of

personalized learning in
all grade levels
Embedded “suggested”
ISM and teacher

autonomy to use as a
supplement

d Grade
Formative Assessments Summative Assess
+ Portfolios
« Exit Tickets RLA Unit Assessme
+ Rubrics November 10th
+ STAAR Informational Writing Rubric
Grades 3-5 Unit Assessment #2 Bl
. 5 [i e riti
Rubric Grades 3.5 Tyler 1ISD Assessment Up
+ Anecdotal Motes .
+ Teacher Observation 2023-2024 Unit Assess
StudentTeacher Conference
: Goal-Setting/Self-Reflaction Do not use Released STA
. 'a Em?.r'eg - 2023 Assessments for ci
hational Text &L Cluizzes instruction
+ I-Ready Standards Mastery (Day 9)
3: Poetry
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Be Careful What You Measure

Normative v. criterion data always “tell” very different stories;
Today, that difference is larger than ever.

Normative metrics compare
kids versus other kids

~

e

.

Criterion metrics compare
kids versus learning standards

'@\ ) \,4

MASSACHUSETTS

COMPREHENSIVE

ASSESSMENT
SYSTEM

State of Texas

Assessments of
Academic Readiness N E P

GEORGIA STANDARDS
OF EXCELLENCE (GSE)

ILLINOIS LEARNING STANDARDS

Assessment Consortium

Balanced

J




Texas STAAR Math 2019-2023: % Proficient

>6% 55%

50%
47%

44%
429A3% 215, ’
3?%?/ 38%
359 5%
0% 29% m /019
5”" m 2021

What happened to the criterion scores? 'ggi
What happened to the normative scores?

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8




TEXAS STAAR: 5th Grade Math: Criterion v. Norm Score

Year | Scale Score Outcome Percentile
2019 1500 Lowest "Approaches"”
2022 1500 Lowest "Approaches"”

Year | Scale Score Outcome Percentile
2019 1724 Lowest "Masters"
2022 1724 Lowest "Masters"
|
« 48 pPercentile 2019 « 61stPercentile 2022

« Lowest “Meets” 2019 - Lowest “Meets” 2022

TSy



FXAMPLE 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Placement by Domain National Norms v
Scale Overall
Score Vv Placement
NO ALG MS GEO Percentile Rank
479 Grade 4 Grade 4 Grade 4 Grade 4 Grade 3 50th

Briana took her

- Spring She scores a She is in the 50t
Diagnostic She is 479. Percentile.
in Grade 5.

%i-Ready _



EXAMPLE

Eva took her

Spring

Diagnostic She is

in Grade 5.
%i-Ready

2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Placement by Domain National Norms v

Scale Overall

Score Vv Placement

NO ALG MS GEO Percentile Rank
479 Grade 4 Grade 4 Grade 4 Grade 4 Grade 3 64th
11
Eva gets the However, she
same scores as places in the 64t
Briana in 2019. percentile.

_



EXAMPLE

2019

2020 2021 2022

2023

National Norms

Percentile Rank

50th

Briana
Score: 479

%i-Ready

Did students become more
advanced?

No

Did the test get easier?

No

What happened?

More students are
scoring below Eva.

7

National Norms v

Percentile Rank

64th

Eva
Score: 479

_



Example: 2"? Grade Reading

Grade 2
Reading

%i-Ready

2019

[

Placement by Domain

National Norms )

f

Overall Placement &
scale Score A Show Comp: Overall @
PA(R) PH(D) HFW voc Percentile Rank
COMP LIT INFO
\ Grade 1 (466) Tested Out Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade 1 Grade 1 Grade 1 Grade 1 54th )
Placement by Domain National Norms )
Overall Placement &
Scale Score A Show Comp: Overall @®
PACD) PH(3) HFW voc Percentile Rank
COMP LIT INFO
Tested Out . Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade 1 Grade 1 Grade 1 Grade 1 58th

\ Grade 1 (466)




Example: 8th Grade Math

Grade 8
Math

=

si-Ready

2019

-

Overall Placement & v | A~
Scale Score v

Placement by Domain

National Norms

~

v

J

NO ALG MS GEO Percentile Rank
C Grade 6 (489) Grade 7 Grade 7 Grade 6 Grade 5 35th
( Placement by Domain National Norms
Overall Placement & - |~
Scale Score v
NO ALG MS GEO Percentile Rank
C Grade 6 (489) Grade 7 Grade 7 Grade 6 Grade 5 44th

2)

J

_



TI ME Many American Parents Have No Idea How
Their Kids Are Doing in School
Some Challenges
v Good Cause Promotion

v' MTSS/RTI

v’ Course placement
v Algebra readiness

v’ Gifted & Talented
v’ Parent communications

BY JENNY ANDERSON AUGUST 28, 202

Anderson is a journalist, author, podcast host and speaker. She spent 20 years covering finance

including 10 at the New York Times before shifting her focus to learning. She is currently
working on a book about the science of motivating teens (Crown, 2024)



Example: Students below 40t PR are flagged for further
screening

40t PR 2024 40t PR 2019

@i-Ready Scale Score



Example: Students below 40t PR are flagged for further
screening

40t PR 40t PR

2024 2018 ‘

Scale Score

%i-Ready



v —
v —
v —

CRITERION-
REFERENCED

Pre v. Post Pandemic

7o /{oo

7o /loo

ased

NORM-
REFERENCED

W¥i-Ready
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Studies show summer learning loss in

Concerns persist about pandemic learning loss

students

As schools across the country start the new academic year, concerns persist about the lasting
effects of pandemic learning loss. Mark Strassmann reports.

@®CBSNEWS BY KENNEDI WALKER

TEXAS The pandemic has undone years of educational

gains in Texas schools. Here’s what the road to
recovery looks like.

NAEP Scores ‘Flashing Red’ After a Lost
Generation of Learning for 13-Year-
Olds The74

U.S. Students’ Progress Stagnated Last Pand e mic “Learnin g Loss” W—Il I. Cost
School Year, Study Finds Our Kids And The Economy &/@
Despite billions in federal aid, students are not making up ground

in reading and math: “We are actually seeing evidence of
backsliding.”

Ehe New JJork Eimes



DO CHILDREN'S ZIP
CODES AT BIRTH
DETERMINE THEIR
FUTURES?

Wwi-Ready

“ZIP code may not be destiny, but it operates

with something like gravity.”

[ atianta

High school math

Ehe New Hork Times



“You have to ignore it when a child says, ‘I don’t

want to,” because what they’re really saying is, ‘I

don’tthink | can and | need you to believe in me
untill can believe in myself.””

2015 National Teacher of the Year
Shanna Peeples

i-Ready



DISTRIBUTION OF EFFECTS 1000008 e e

studies

300,000+ effects
350+ influences
30000 400,000,000+ students

VISIBLE LEARNING:
THE SEQUEL

25000

9‘.
15000 g
S
10000 oo
5000 I I I
CR— I I




VISIBLE LEARNING:

THE SEQUEL
A SYNTHESIS OF OVER

Rank Inflm.er'lce ' N0 ata-3
1 |Cognitive task analysis =Yty 100,000 die
2 |Emotions e==lale==) 300,000+ effe
2 _|Piageti ' N 5 L R 0 ence
: or € os of achieveme 100,000,000 de
4 |Jigsaw method

“The estimates of student achievement made by teachers....can help
set expectations...settingthe next challenges...influence instructional
choices. These judgments come from questioning, observing, written
work presentations, how the student reacts to increased challenge,
and assignments and tests.”



VISIBLE LEARNING:

THE SEQUEL

Rank Influence meta-analyses

Cognitive task analysis - - studies

Emotions o effects

Piagetian levels influences
Teacher estimates of achievement 400,000,000+ students

Prior ability & intelligence
Self-reported grades
Science conceptual change programs

“The shared belief by a group of teachers in a particular
educational environment that they have the skills to positively
impact student outcomes.”



Rank Influence

1 |Cognitive task analysis
Emotions
Piagetian levels

Teacher estimates of achievement

Jigsaw method

W LSENS

Prior ability & intelligence

Seif-reporied graues
Science conceptual change programs

LDOO\I\CDLH-D

VISIBLE LEARNING:
THE SEQUEL

400,000,000+

meta-analyses
studies

effects
influences
students

“The effects of prior ability in similar subject matter to later
achievement on process-related skills when they work with a

new task.”



Rank Influence

U1 B

°8 00 | N [je)

1 |Cognitive task analysis
2 |Emotions
2 |Piagetian levels

Collective teacher efficacy

Jigsaw method

Teacher credibility
Prior ablll'l'y R inte!!igence

Self-reported grades

Stiernceconceptuat-changeprogramTs

VISIBLE LEARNING:
THE SEQUEL

meta-analyses

studies

effects

influences
400,000,000+ students

“A practice by which students assess the quality of their own work
or their level of mastery over a given subject domain...the validity of
such self-grading is often assessed by comparing a student’s ‘self-
reported’ grade with that provided by an instructor.”



Ambltlous, Attainable, and Scalable Goals

Grade Level

the ultimate goal
for every student

( \
,  Stretch Growth 1
‘Stretch 590 ° - | the growth neededto close :
I .
Typical 576 - .- lhe_g_a p_to_pr_ofl_m_enfy_ =
Typical Growth
S average growth for a student
at the same starting point
410

Diagnostic 1
560

Grade 4
09/14/21




Mathematics

i-Ready Stretch Growth® as a Path toward Proficiency, National Research

Mathematics
15%
Grade Cohort Year 1 Year 2 Both Years
K->1 40% 37% 16%
122 38% 31% 13%
2>3 31% 35% 9
324 35% 31% 13%
4->5 32% 24% 10%
5>6 26% 24% 8% 0%
6->7 24% 23% 8% T
7% 2%
7>8 22% 22% ' 7% K ke
Fall Spring Spring
Year 1 Year 1 Year 2
o Mid or Above Grade Level « Early On Grade Level 1 Grade Level Below
2 Grade Levels Below ® 3+Grade Levels Below

Curriculum Associates 51 %i-Ready



Mixec

Scale Scores

2600 —

2550 —

2500 —

2450 -

Nt

(Norm v. Criterion) Messages

Student Spring Smarter Balanced Scale Scores
(Mathematics)

CE— 57 58th

56th

55th

54

2400

Grade 3 Grade4  Grade5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8

Approximate Norm Percentile ~ essss» Grade-level Proficiency

i-Ready

Ready

Curriculum Associates
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Top Curricula for ELA, Math, and Science, by School Level, According to Percentage of

Teachers Reporting Use at Least Once per Week

Self-created

RAND

CORPORATIOMN

I Top ELA Curricula | | Top Math Curricula | | Top Science Curricula |
Grade Level Curriculum Title % Curriculum Title % Curriculum Title Yo
Elementary Self-created 19  Go Math 20 Self-created 20
| |
School- or district-created 16  EngageNY? 14 School- or district-created 14
Lucy Calkins Units of 16  EnVision Math 2.0 13 STEMscopes 10
Study
Reading Wonders 14  Eureka Math? 11 FOSS Next Generation Middle 9
School
The Fountas & Pinnell 12 My Math 10  McGraw-Hill Science 7
Classroom
Self-created 38 Self-created 18  Self-created 36
I | |
School- or district-created 26 Go Math 18  School- or district-created 19
CommonlLit 18  Glencoe Math 17 McGraw-Hill Science 18
Holt McDougal Literature 12 Curricula my school or 10 Pearson Science 12
district created
Lucy Calkins Units of 11 Big Ideas Math 10  Glencoe Life Science 10
Study
Self-created 53 Self-created 38  Self-created 52
| I
School- or district-created 32  School- or district-created 20  School- or district-created 35
Holt McDougal Literature 16  Pearson Traditional 14  Pearson Science 24
Prentice Hall Literature 13 Holt McDougal Larson 9  McGraw-Hill Science 15
Traditional
Holt McDougal Literature 13  Glencoe Traditional 9  Glencoe Life Science 8




Students learn more from teachers with higher
standards and higher expectations

Students learn more from teachers with higher grading standards.
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Effect in Standard Deviations
of Test Score
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Let’s assume kids are capable of more
than we think




What is Assessment’s Role in Maximizing
Instructional Time and minimizing Steps 2-6?

Determin Group
strengths students for
and needs instruction
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Grade 5

Diagnostic Results - Danielle Baker ~

== Mid On Grade Level (609)
On Grade Level (581- 640)

640

Stretch59Q0 """ """ ""TTTTTTTTTTTmm e Tt

Typical 576
520
Diagnostic 1
560
Grade 4
09/14/21

Overall

Domain

Phonological Awareness*
Phonics*

High-Frequency Words*
Vocabulary
Comprehension: Literature

Comprehension:
Informational Text

Grade 4 (560)
Standard Error +/- 12

Can Dos &
Next Steps

Placement
@ Tested Out 3
@® Grades

@ Tested Out

Grade 4

Grade 4

C e e e e

@ Grade3

*Foundational Domains

Curriculum Associates

Wi-Ready



Phonological Awareness Phonics ansion: Literature Comprehension:
Informational Text

Tools for Instruction
514 Multisyllabic Words: Three and Four Syllables U k)

@ Tested Out ® Grade3 Grade 4 ® Grade3

10ther three-s

W Tools for Instruction

racation)

v Multisyllabic Words: Three and Four Syllables

or a syllable-cc
ulary. These word lists include three- and four-syllable words. Some of these have base words that students will

recognize and some do not. Choose words and levels of difficulty that match your students’ needs and abilities.

- Three- and Four-Syllable Words with Base Words
2dly in multisy

activity admiring admitted advising appearance
rd toserve as artistic believing belonging carefully carelessly
used ?yllable ! collecting collection commitment commonly completely
om, tion, and 1
sssroom with | confusing connected connection container contestant
roblems” correction correctly disappear disappearance  disbelief
1erto find mo disconnect entirely equality example excitable
vord with mot excitement exciting axpectation expecting exploration
rlists and reac explorer fantastic government governor happening
— happiness hurrying impolite inactive incomplete
|ding incorrect information invitation inviting location
magnetic musical perfection perfectly politely
rve.. prevention reappear replacement selection successful
Iree ormare s' suddenly supposing uncommon undecided unexpected
unhappily unhappy unhurried unsucceassful unwrapping
Three-Syllable Words with No Base Word
accident advertise alphabet calendar capital
colony consonant develop dinosaur energy
| ¥ ‘ [y Raaica oo ryia entertain exercise furniture habitat instrument
completed word tog: introduce library potato solution syllable
tomato

Curriculum Associates .
i-Ready.com



W¥i-Ready
Using Student Growth Data as the Driving Force:
What is “good”, what is “great”, what is “normal”?

James C.Cureton Il, Ph.D.
Director of Assessments and Accountability
TylerISD

Woody Paik, Executive Vice President
Curriculum Associates
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