Benchmark 2 Update

4th and 7t grade writing, 5™ and 8 grade reading and math
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Dr. Christy Hanson and Dr. James Cureton



Proficiency Levels

Masters —needs little or no academic
intervention

Meets — may need short term targeted
academic intervention Increasing
Approaches — likely to succeed with Performance
targeted academic intervention

Not Met — unlikely to succeed without
significant academic intervention




Percent of Students (%) Approaching GL

4t Grade Writing
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Proficiency |District | Campuses _______

Approaches 53% (-2% vs. 2016-17)
Meets 26% (+1% vs. 2016-17) 8/12 higher vs. 2016-17
Masters 10% (+1% vs. 2016-17) 8/12 higher vs. 2016-17

7/12 higher vs. 2016-17



Percent of Stud(-;nts (%) Approaching GL
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5th Grade Math
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Proficiency |District _________|Campuses _______

Approaches 73% (+21% vs. 2016-17) 16/17 higher vs. 2016-17
Meets 38% (+23% vs. 2016-17) 16/17 higher vs. 2016-17
Masters 16% (+9% vs. 2016-17)  15/17 higher vs. 2016-17



Percent of Students (%) Approaching GL
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5th Grade Reading
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Proficiency

Approaches 61% (+0% vs. 2016-17)
36% (+1% vs. 2016-17)
18% (+1% vs. 2016-17)

Meets

Masters

7/17 higher vs. 2016-17

12/17 higher vs. 2016-17
10/17 higher vs. 2016-17

District ______| Campuses



Percent of Students (%) Approaching GL
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7t Grade Writing
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Proficiency |District _________|Campuses _______

Approaches 58% (+3% vs. 2016-17)
29% (-2% vs. 2016-17)
12% (+0% vs. 2016-17)

4/6 higher vs. 2016-17
4/6 higher vs. 2016-17
3/6 higher vs. 2016-17
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Percent of Students (%) Approaching GL
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8th Grade Math
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Proficiency |District ________|Campuses _______

Approaches 66% (+21% vs. 2016-17) 6/6 higher vs. 2016-17
Meets 30% (+12% vs. 2016-17) 6/6 higher vs. 2016-17
Masters 6% (+2% vs. 2016-17) 6/6 higher vs. 2016-17



Percent of Students (%) Approaching GL
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8th Grade Reading
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Proficiency |District ________|Campuses _______

Approaches 63% (+3% vs. 2016-17)
Meets 34% (+3% vs. 2016-17)
15% (+5% vs. 2016-17)

Masters
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5/6 higher vs. 2016-17
4/6 higher vs. 2016-17
6/6 higher vs. 2016-17



Percent of Students (%) Approaching GL
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English 1
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Proficiency |District _______|Campuses _______

Approaches 56% (-8% vs. 2016-17)  0/3 higher vs. 2016-17
Meets 39% (-16% vs. 2016-17) 0/3 higher vs. 2016-17
Masters 6% (-16% vs. 2016-17)  0/3 higher vs. 2016-17



Percent of Students (%) Approaching GL

English 2
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Proficiency |District _________|Campuses _______

Approaches 59% (-8% vs. 2016-17)  0/3 higher vs. 2016-17
Meets 44% (-14% vs. 2016-17) 0/3 higher vs. 2016-17
Masters 5% (-19% vs. 2016-17)  0/3 higher vs. 2016-17



Benchmark 2 Summary

4th grade Writing 5th grade Math 5th grade Reading 7th grade Writing
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8th grade Math 8th grade Reading English 1 English 2
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