Evidence of Progress Monitoring

School District of Indian River County
#SDIRCStrongerTogether

Date: 9/25/2020

School/Department:  Imagine South Vero

Action Step #1.13
and Description:

(If more than one action
step is evidenced here,
please include all action
step #’s and a brief
description of each.)

Monthly support to all teachers and administrators specific to AA students to support effective data chats
and targeted learning.

Explanation of Data chat meeting specific to each grade level.

Evidence:

Results of Action Identification of student need and gaps based on progress monitoring.

Taken:

Reflection: Monthly data chats are important to see progress of each individual student and show where more urgent

intervention is needed.



Monday
9/14

Monday
9/21

Monday
9/28

No School

Tuesday
9/15

10:41 - 11:24
2nd Grade Reading Data
Chat

Tuesday
9/22

Tuesday
9/29

Wednesday
9/16

9:05 - 9:48
5th Grade Reading Data
Chat

11:52 - 12:35
4th Grade Reading Data
Chat

Wednesday
9/23

Wednesday
9/30

1:28 - 2:11
1st Grade Reading Data
Chat

Thursday
917

12:40 - 1:23
Kindergarten Early
Literacy Data Chat

Thursday
9/24

9:05-9:48
5th Grade Math Data
Chat

Thursday
10/1

Friday
9/18

9:53 - 10:36
3rd Grade Reading Data
Chat

Friday
9/25

Friday
10/2
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Click on your grade level link to
the right. Now find your personal
inferactive data notebook.

Once you open your data
notebook, please find the class list
slide. You will need to enter your
class list in order for every
student to be assigned to a



https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1PVHS3jTZ06-r14okBll5feaeoCMuXJhrPx5aT3gdJAs/edit?usp=sharing
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https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1fiYpYWdSHJD6bS4NHtc1antKAJRxTIli9mlO7UobKl8/edit?usp=sharing
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https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1L8jCy0LilW1_BNUJ-4JHayTxTOjcq8jKKkCI95b2NEA/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/18dpoIbW30seWt9b_8bVbMM7gzDUydm0QifK3rPSmeKY/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1hEJMqNI_Ib9odwm8c5re1Q1C4lUdyRW2xqUWvH4SvtU/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1YRCLAC8G1Xzda65Sbh6foSYTXQnUMm5QZrPiEwzhgWU/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1Dat3jdZEs-6pKM39ntN_Naox6Smy98a31LdJbDqALiw/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1qmdHH2fCG4yumYD78y2yzuZ2pPZUG1cnzEEUxs55Nm4/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1C7rlzxcXS5tBcfNeclLZq3uyCivSBCdJEgZhlBhHpHQ/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1yikwPV9XUrMN-Fbt9i65kqXeuZcK1s3KtaOIlpmHBk4/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1s_BO5ZkeGUtR-ECqMO_4Sqjo2_xWG2GRAB30ip5yHUU/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1SZ-hB5wDMdqFrzBwT98nMibnbYtrAwLk7pw0XLYR2a0/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/13nRWrQy3MAtUneXPhGeZ9AAuECGokFd7OSaR3PoZ3S8/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1CSuMpLNbgQ63cixmDsY6MGLSFuMFzcTl7zk4hOEmPP0/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1QKiyMUgNyuvPg_-cjUpHQMFcM2GC4q0DsJMTZwaK4vo/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/17ukP442UNYzA06VxOxEF-PlS-j-lzPTmI6E9m8VqHZw/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1UuhJuEand5O9qkHVWjg1r41XO1X1qNKn5rr_DL7rRpM/edit?usp=sharingO_4Sqjo2_xWG2GRAB30ip5yHUU/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1dAP86ltbVHTMoTx2OqtEI4B5Iyty8FMnGZZZ5c1CeUk/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1HKl-B8aIaLTXX8ODZeVdKcojbLjpeZJWmTi8EapSjd4/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1EDIxFPnbqBfPp5_HyMpXz0IN9jnnyxcRRcU_Xq5ckNQ/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1OWwU7AK6jT22ifZ1tsHtMnJ-CKoISLpSIFcC49mhpac/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1m1bVjypjvH5hmvWfdjjnshNdLf9LKQ8HJuEJfm03scY/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1ybClNqHvMu-SwBDGtRwjDunT83VDvDlJlS8gJokym0o/edit?usp=sharing

Imagine Schools — Southeast Group September CLR Visit
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Review July Action Steps

7 2N

SEP Goals & Action Steps, SEP Feedback, and
Star Data Discussion

#500 Conversations

———— Restorative Practices- Referral and
Suspension Data Review - Significant Student



https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LiG9kPbaF9QJsrkZZrGztU8X0sDWcbosh0BDGkRJfgI/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1xTX_PP4IjGhYE4d5KFCdg3_eL0nPFbwuSbH5vWowZXQ/edit?usp=sharing

e Star Data
Southeast Group Fall 2020

20202025 Current Faceto | Innovative %F/R
School Name Face Learning AA H I/p MR w
E'::gﬁ::::t s-ifz%fzo Students STudents ot
Imagine Kissimmee
e 780 | 725 | 40% | 60% | 76%! | 15% | 79% | o% | 2% 2%
Imagine South Lake
o o 1,035 | 1,032 | 60% | 40% | 26% | 9% | 19% | 4% | 4% 64%
Imagine South Vero o o
Vero Beach. Florida 890 882 70% 30% 34% 4% 10% 2% 2% 82%
Imagine Town Center
Palnf Coast. Florida 895 872 66% 34% 80% | 15% 13% 4% 6% 62%
Imagine West Melbourne o o
West Melbourne. Florida 485 441 70% 30% 89%! 23% 19% 1% 15% 42%
I Title 1 School




Reading Data

Southeast Group Fall 2020 e,

Distribution of Students by Benchmark

Window
3 Reading
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students ?:tf =
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
All
Short Sch Name
B Urgent Interventi.. | Null Intervention [l For Watch " Benchmark 0 All
Proportion of Students Grade
District Benchmark Category Name All
Summary
Urgent Int For
Median  Window ervention Interven.. Watch Benchm.. Advanc.. Null Lﬁacher
Window N Mean NCE  Mean LG sgp Fall 11.03% 14.03% 2859% 25.03% 21.27%
Fall 3,428 4774
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment |
é\;’ J c
Vg
~ N -
: . Academic Year = o
Predicted Proficiency Rate q % 2020-2021 2‘} 1\ o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined by the filters 7 | c.,’\
¢ s Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade R
Note: Clicking on a bar S
06 — o B will filter the display 0
¥ 4 o &
z Grade (e.g. clicking on the
* 3 grade 4 bar will turn the  EVP
= o0 I} | || - || _ 4 display into analysis of ~ Diane Beatty
2 5 grade 4 only). Restore
& 458 420 467 409 346 370 6 the display by clicking  Short Sch Name
z 7 on the bar again. Al
502 - | - - | | - s
© | . .
o English Proficiency
Q- Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
% = e Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male .
Ethnicity / Gender A;;ame
African American Asian Hispanic Other White
08

Note: Category distribution will be
meaningful only when a single
state is selected.

06 -
Proficiency Category

04 - - - o o
23 676 State Count of % of
265 97 Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
163 Level 1 351.0 1421%
& H ] i N Level 2 5980 2421%
Level 3 721.0 29.19%
0.0 Level 4 561.0 2271%

Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 5 239.0 9.68%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis

Predicted Proficiency Rate



Reading Data

Southeast Group Fall 2020

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional

Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category

Academic .. Window

20182019 Fall 250
20192020  Fall
20202021 Fall 381

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%
Proportion of Students

Screening Category
M Urgent Interven..  Intervention M For Watch Benchmark M Advanced

Mean NCE by Year and Screening Window

Academic Year / Window

2018-2019 2019-2020 2020-2021
50
40
& 30
a2
o
Z
20
10
0
Fall Fall Fall

QQ\Al JJC

v s
o3 Ko

(] &

Subject
Reading

Academic Year
All

Window
Fall

State
All

EVP
Diane Beatty

Short Sch Name
All



Math Data

Southeast Group Fall 2020 e,

Distribution of Students by Benchmark

Window
Mathematics
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students ?:tfte
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
All
Short Sch Name
[ Urgent Interventi.. = Intervention B For Watch Benchmark B Advanced All
Proportion of Students Grade
District Benchmark Category Name All
Summary
Urgent Int For
Median  Window ervention Interven.. Watch Benchm.. Advanc.. Lﬁacher
Window N Mean NCE Mean LG sgp Fall 515% 1261% 2486% 30.33% 27.05%
Fall 3,435 52.44
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment 5 | i
. . Academic Year O-IT o
Predicted Proficiency Rate q % 2020-2021 <=5 ‘\ o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined by the Tilters. 4’/ ’ c,’\
: ; Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Mathematics
Note: Clicking on a bar i
will filter the display 0
Q o &
e Grade (e.g. clicking on the
il = | — 3 grade 4 barwilltumthe EVP
2 4 display into analysis of  Diane Beatty
S A || - | || L B 5 grade 4 only). Restore
& 461 M7 346 368 6 the display by clicking  Short Sch Name
B 464 41 7 on the bar again. Al
3 02— — — — — — — W , _
g Iir‘}ghsh Proficiency
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
o 2 e Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender e
African American Asian Hispanic Other White

Note: Category distribution will be

o 08 meaningful only when a single
& state is selected.
>
2 06 L5
2 Proficiency Category
S
% 04 - - State Count of % of
% Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
5 95 Level 1 350.0 14.19%
@ 159 269
a 02 - - Level 2 575.0 2331%
Level 3 716.0  29.02%
0.0 Level 4 5300 21.48%
Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 5 296.0 12.00%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis



Math Data

Southeast Group Fall 2020

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional
Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category |
Academic .. Window QQ' A JJC
[ | F 10060 | 1,189

2018-2019 Fall

2019-2020 Fall "zl IS’
20202021 Fall Q o
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100% 4/ ﬁ / q /\O
Proportion of Students / g
Subject
Mathematics
Academic Year
All
Screening Category Window
M Urgent Interven..  Intervention B For Watch Benchmark B Advanced Fall
State
All
Mean NCE by Year and Screening Window VD
Academic Year / Window B Heathy
2018-2019 2019-2020 2020-2021
Short Sch Name
All
50
40
w
[®)
< 30
g
<
20
10
0
Fall Fall Fall
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Imagine
Kiggimmee
B , Data

Assistant Principal: Erick Estrada
Academic Coach: Josh Van Tassel

Data and Intervention Coach: Trish Robinet
Guidance Counselor: Liz Ballard




IKCA Reading Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark

Window
5 Reading
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students SAth“e
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
All
Short Sch Name
[ Urgent Interventi.. ~  Intervention [l For Watch | Benchmark I Advanced Kissimmee
Proportion of Students Grade
District Benchmark Category Name All
Summary
Urgent Int For
Median Window ervention Interven.  Watch Benchm.. Advanc. Jonchor
Window N Mean NCE Mean LG sgp Fall 17.39% 19.73% 27.26% 20.74% 14.88%
Fall 598.0 41.91
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment |
é‘i J
NVES
~ AR -
: : Academic Year 5 p o
Predicted Proficiency Rate 4 % 2020-2021 2“‘, i\o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined by the Tilters. 7 | c,’\
¢ - Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Reading
B Note: Clicking on a bar s
will filter the display e
Q b &
e Grade (e.g. clicking on the
cé 04 — — — — — 3 grade 4 bar will tum the EVP
< 4 display into analysis of Al
K2 5 grade 4 only). Restore
E 74 57 83 ; 6 the display by (_:Iicking Short Sch Name
? 02— — — 5 — - - — =7 onthe bar again. Kissimmee
3 1
o English Proficiency
Q Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gend S Al
redicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male 1
Ethnicity / Gender ?\:;ame
African American Asian Hispanic Other White
Note: Category distribution will be
® meaningful only when a single
g 06 state is selected.
=
o
3 Proficiency Category
S 04 - i i
% State Count of % of
% 25 2 161 Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
| 0o L || || Level 1 1230 27.15%
ol Level 2 1210 2671%
Level 3 110.0 24.28%
0.0 1 Level 4 710 1567%
Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 5 28.0 6.18%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis



Window

Fal [ 14|

20192020 Fall

20202021 Fall
0% 10%  20%

M Urgent Interven..

Intervention

30%

M For Watch

IKCA Reading Data

176

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional
Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category

Academic ..
2018-2019

40% 50%

Proportion of Students

Screening Category

Mean NCE by Year and Screening Window

Avg. NCE

40

30

10

2018-2019

Fall

Academic Year / Window
2019-2020

Fall

60%

[ Benchmark

70% 80%

M Advanced

2020-2021

Fall

90%

100%

€,

|
SS
>3
2T
3

C

=
O
(&3

ﬁyq\\

5

Subject
Reading

Academic Year
All

Window

Fall

State
All

EVP
Diane Beatty

Short Sch Name
Kissimmee

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Grade for Reading

School Kissimmee Grade All
Fall

30%

40%

50%

60%

Proportion of Students

90%

100%



IKCA Reading Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School Kissimmee Grade 1

Fall
Rows
Beal, Ana
Clase, Laura
Germany,
Triniti
Shekailo,
Kerri !
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%
Proportion of Students
Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School Kissimmee Grade 2
Fall
Rows
Cabrera, [ _

Martin, ' 8
mao TR © I .
North,
e s s
Suazo, | oy
o]+ BN B

0% 10 20% 30% 40%

50% 60% 70% 80% 90%
Proportion of Students

%

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School Kissimmee Grade 3
Fall

Rows
Cabello,
- I -
Penner,
Strausbaugh 4
., Aubree

White,

0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

50% 60% 70% 80% 90%
Proportion of Students

District Benchmark Category Name

[ Urgent Interventi.. B For Watch [ Benchmark

Intervention B Advanced

Academic
Year

2020-2021 -

Subject
Reading

Academic
Year

2020-2021 -

Subject
Reading

X L{ic

\"dl

~
=
Z

dr

hd

<
o
o

Y,

\

2

N

Academic
Year

2020-2021 .

Subject
Reading



IKCA Reading Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School Kissimmee Grade 4
Fall

Rows

e R 7

e 7 T

i < Bl 5
0% 50% 60

0% 10% 20% 30% 4 % 70% 80% 90% 100%
Pranartinn nf Sturdents

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School Kissimmee Grade 5
Fall

s oo [ . EEEE - D

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students

Rows

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School Kissimmee Grade 6
Fall
Rows

Mauldin,
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School Kissimmee Grade 7

Fall
Rows
Rahaman, ;
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School Kissimmee Grade 6

Fall
Rows
Mauldin,
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students

X A|
N
X

2

C

<
o
(o

e,
PG

\

\
5

|
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Year

2020-2021 -
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o
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\éQA
-
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|

Academic
Year

2020-2021 .
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C
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o
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IKCA Math Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark

Window
n Mathematics
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students SAtI?te
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
Al
Short Sch Name
B Urgent Interventi.. = Intervention B For Watch [ Benchmark B Advanced Kissimmee
Proportion of Students Grade
District Benchmark Category Name All
Summary
Urgent Int For
Median Window ervention Interven.  Watch Benchm.. Advanc.. x’l“c"e'
Window N MeanNCE  MeanlG SGp Fall 825% 1386% 2871% 30.36% 18.81%
Fall 606.0 48.89
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment |
%Q’ J
VES
~ A 5
: : Academic Year . o
Predicted Proficiency Rate 5 % 2020-2021 2‘, 1\ o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined by the Tilters. 7 | c;\
. - Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Mathematics
06 Note: Clicking on a bar
g - - bt 5 State
will filter the display FL
Q R &
£ Grade (e.g. clicking on the
= 3 grade 4 bar will turn the  EvP
2 04— — — — — — — 4 (display into analysis of Al
X8 5 grade 4 only). Restore
S 76 57 86 o & 6 thedisplay by clicking ~ Short Sch Name
i || H B || || _ 7 onthe bar again. Kissimmee
2 i 8
o English Proficiency
8 Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
= = q Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
i Quartile
Ethnicity / Gender Al
African American Asian Hispanic Other White
1.0 e .
Note: Category distribution will be
° meaningful only when a single
s 08 state is selected.
=
o
c . .
g 06 Proficiency Category
=}
= State Count of % of
E 04 - = ~ = Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
G- ] Level 1 910 1991%
& 02 - 2 - _ 163 o = Level 2 1250 27.35%
Level 3 1310 2867%
0.0 1 Level 4 71.0 1554%

Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 5 39.0 8.53%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis



IKCA Math Data

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional

Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category < I 5
Academic .. Window %
20182019 _ Fall ' 52 e A4¢C,S’
20192020 Fall O -
2020-2021  Fall o & O
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100% 4/ p V /\O
Proportion of Students / | Cj
Subject
Mathematics
Academic Year
Screening Category Window
M Urgent Interven.. ~ Intervention B For Watch [ Benchmark B Advanced Fall
State
All
Mean NCE by Year and Screening Window Vb
Academic Year / Window Eleiie Eeatly
2018-2019 2019-2020 2020-2021
Short Sch Name
50 Kissimmee
40
5}
2 30
o
>
<
20
10
0
Fall Fall Fall

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Grade for Mathematics
School Kissimmee Grade All
Fall

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students



IKCA Math Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics
School Kissimmee Grade 1

Fall
Rows

Germany
Shekailo,
Kerri

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics
School Kissimmee Grade 2
Fall

Rows

Nancy ]
Martin, 7
e, = R W

North, >
Suazo, -

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics
School Kissimmee Grade 3
Fall

Rows
ara
Penner,
Strausbaugh
White, !
50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students

District Benchmark Category Name

[ Urgent Interventi.. B For Watch " Benchmark

Intervention B Advanced

X Al
=
Z

C

<
o
o

e,
507 AN

\

U

|

Academic
Year

2020-2021 -

Subject
Mathematics

Academic
Year

2020-2021 .

Subject
Mathematics
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Teacher
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e,
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IKCA Math Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics |
A

School Kissimmee Grade 4 \é"\ JiC
Fall o3 &5
Rows "2/ Va ‘\ o
. AN
Brittany
Junco, a
verats 2 [N
Paulino, :
] BT
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100% 2020-2021 .
Proportion of Students e
Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics |
S XLk
School Kissimmee Grade 5 \é \Ae C
Fall o3CES
Rows ‘2/// | ,\O
Plummer, :
Gerns = KN L Acadenlc
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100% Year
Proportion of Students 2020-2021 _
Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics |
S YLk
School Kissimmee Grade 6 \% \A4¢C$
Fall o3 Eo
Rows . ’ ‘\ o
s
Soto,
srericon: R [ENN - [ e |
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students Academic
Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics I
S X Ll
School Kissimmee Grade 7 Q \A"«C
Fall o3 &5
Rows % & S
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30% 4 90% 100% Year
Proportion of Students 2020-2021 _
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Fall o3 Ko
Rows ‘2/ V4 ‘\ o
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R - EE E L]
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IKCA SWD Data

Predicted Proficiency Rate
Note: Rate is based on the population defined
by the filters.

11%

Reading Fall Benchmark

Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Rding
Note: Clicking on a bar o,
om will filte_r the display FL
T Grade (e.g. clicking on the
= v 3 grade 4 bar will turn the  EVP
- \ 4 display into analysis of  All
@02 i — | 5 grade 4 only). Restore
& g ’ 6 thedisplay by clicking  Short Sch Name
K 4 7 on the bar again. Kissimmee
3 01— — W8
é 8 English Proficiency
Al
0.0 4 5 4 |
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
. 2 e Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender %ﬁamle
African American Hispanic White Special Ed
0.20 Special Ed
s Note: Category distribution will be
Qui 0.15 meaningful only when a single state ..
c
S Proficiency Category
g 010 10
© State Count of % of
_8 Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
© 005 Level 1 18.00 64.29%
a Level 2 7.00 25.00%
0.00 1 3 Level 3 200 7.14%
Male Female Male Level 4 1.00  3.57%

Fredicted Frorciency Rate
Note: Rate is based on the population defined
by the filters.

20%

Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade

Math Fall Benchmark

Note: Clicking on a bar

Subject
Mathematics

i will filter the display e
s b Grade (e.g. clicking on the
> 3 grade 4 bar will turnthe  EVP
S 4 display into analysis of Al
=) 5 grade 4 only). Restore
& 4 6 the display by clicking ~ Short Sch Name
302 8 7 on the bar again. Kissimmee
g me
o 5 English Proficiency
£ Al
0.0 4 5 4
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
. - e Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender (Xﬁamle
African American Hispanic White Special Ed
05 Special Ed
2 Note: Category distribution will be
x 04 ; :
= meaningful only when a single state .
o
c
5 03 Proficiency Category
o
a
= 02 State Count of % of
g Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
H Level 1 1700  56.67%
a 01 L Level 2 700 2333%
0.0 1 3 Level 3 400 13.33%
Male Female Male Female Male Level 4 2.00 6.67%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis
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Restore Coach: Missy Fitzgerald




ISL Reading Fall Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark

Window
- g Reading
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students SAt;te
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
Al
Short Sch Name
[ Urgent Interventi.. Intervention Ml For Watch Benchmark I Advanced South Lake
Proportion of Students Grade
Summary District Benchmark Category Name Al
Urgent Int F
Median  Window Givienion) Wkohm 0 Wk Bucien s Al Ij“d‘e'
Window N Mean NCE Mean LG sgp Fall 6.26% 10.11% 26.81% 27.58% 29.23%
Fall 910.0 5313
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment |
éﬂ' J
YES
~ v V,’S'
- : Academic Year S s o
Predicted Proficiency Rate % 2020-2021 <= i\ o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined by the filters. 4’/ | c,’\
. . Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Reading

Note: Clicking on a bar S
will filter the display i

0.8

§ ’ J Grade (e.g. clicking on the
598 — i — — — — — 3 grade 4 bar will turn the EvP
= 4 display into analysis of Al
% - A 5 grade 4 only). Restore
2 04 = Sos I | 1 - | 9 6 thedisplaybyclicking  Short Sch Name
3 7 on the bar again. South Lake
T &
S 02 - [— — - = - L Hs : .
o English Proficiency
Q& Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
- = L Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender %}:amle
African American Asian Hispanic Other White
1.0 e :
Note: Category distribution will be
2 meaningful only when a single
S 08 state is selected.
-
= S
£ 06 i i | Proficiency Category
kS
- State Count of % of
©
2 0.4 5 ¥ B o i = 196 Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
s 36 20 Level 1 380 5.76%
a 02 - 2 a | | Level 2 1410 2136%
Level 3 2110  31.97%
0.0 Level 4 1770 26.82%
Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 5 930 14.09%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis



ISL Reading Fall Data

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional
Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category

Academic .. Window
2018-2019 Fall i}

2019-2020 Fall
2020-2021 Fall
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Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Grade for Reading < | 5
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ISL Reading Fall Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School South Lake Grade 1
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ISL Reading Fall Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School South Lake Grade 4
Fall
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Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School South Lake Grade 6
Fall
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ISL Math Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark

Window
g Mathematics
10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students State
All
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
All
Short Sch Name
[ Urgent Interventi.. = Intervention Il For Watch " Benchmark I Advanced South Lake
Proportion of Students Grade
Summary District Benchmark Category Name All
Urgent Int For
Median  Window ervention Interven.. Watch Benchm.. Advanc.. L(ln.lacher
Window N Mean NCE Mean LG sgp Fall 198% 758% 19.45% 3286% 38.13%
Fall 910.0 58.10
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment ¢ | i
é Y C
~ A" X
: . Academic Year 55 e o
Predicted Proficiency Rate % 2020-2021 . “, 1\o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined by the filters. | C”\
. s Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Mahicn aics
) Note: Clicking on a bar i
Sk B will filter the display o
e | Grade (e.g. clicking onthe
= 3 grade 4 bar will tun the  EVP
£ 06 — —_ — — — — — 4 display into analysis of ~ All
% 5 grade 4 only). Restore
a 04 -5 — - - - . = — 6 thedisplay by clicking  Short Sch Name
° L& 137 2 7 on the bar again. South Lake
L W
o 02— —_ — — — — — English Proficiency
& Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
% = a5 Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male oo
Ethnicity / Gender Aln;ame
African American Asian Hispanic Other White
1.0 S :
Note: Category distribution will be
o meaningful only when a single
S 08 state is selected.
-
3 06 - | Proficiency Category
5
@ State Countof  %of
3 04 - = 196 Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
b= Level 1 420  636%
i 02 - a Level 2 1080 16.36%
Level 3 196.0 29.70%
Level 4 1920 29.09%

Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 5 1220 1848%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis



ISL Math Data

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional

Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category . | g
Academic .. Window %
20182019 Fall B ' o ¢A4¢C&
2019-2020 Fall i} 254 \'J~'<l "l
20202021 Fall & = &‘* =
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Proportion of Students EVP
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ISL Math Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics

| s
School South Lake Grade 1 \\X:“\M"C&
Fall o3 K5
pa
Rows 4/ ”~ ‘ ,\0
e - - -
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Ess’“ﬂ'.e" 3 4 1 7 .
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Rachl : BT, e
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Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics < | 0
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Fall o3 Eo
Fa
Rows & ”~ \ /\0
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Paisley Mathematics
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ISL Math Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics
School South Lake Grade 4

Fall
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ISL SWD Data

Predicted Proficiency Rate o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined 36% Reading Fa || Bench ma rk

by the filters.

ubject

Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Reading
Note: Clicking on a bar i
. will filter the display =
§ b (e.g. clicking on the
> grade 4 bar will turn the  EVP
= display into analysis of Al
X2 grade 4 only). Restore
& & the display by clicking %hort Sch Name
02 — — - - - i outh Lake
E 8 9 12 12 on the bar again.
g English Proficiency
a Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 Gen:er : Economic Status
. A . . emale
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender CX;;aﬂnle
African American Asian Hispanic Other White
05 Special Ed
: Special Ed
2
& 04 Note: _Category distributiop will be
g meaningful only when a single state ..
g
<02 Proficiency Category
[+
g 0.2 State Count of % of
5 3 Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
g Level 1 12.00 20.69%
o ¥ Level 2 2500 43.10%
0.0 2 1 1 Level 3 1400 24.14%
Female Male Female  Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 4 200 QL 025
Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in = .'
Predicted Proficiency Rate
: ’ 0,
Note: Rate is based on the population defined 47 /0 M at h Fa I I Be nc h ma rk
by the filters.
. - Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Mattiematics
) Note: Clicking on a bar i
. i will filter the display o
T Grade (e.g. clicking on the
%. 04 — IS | | s ol _ 3 grade 4 bar will turn the  EVP
= 4  display into analysis of Al
3 5 grade 4 only). Restore
& 8 8 9 ¢ the display by clicking  Short Sch Name
B 02 || a =B =B = _ m7 onthe bar again. South Lake
=] W s
E English Proficiency
Al
0'0 SE——1|
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
= = e Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender %:amle
African American Asian Hispanic Other White
1.0 Special Ed
Special Ed
2
g 08 Note: Category distribution will be
g meaningful only when a single state ..
-5 06 =5
: : Proficiency Category
o
s 04 State Countof  %of
ESi Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
@
a 02 3 L] Level 1 1400 24.14%
1 Level 2 17.00  2931%
0.0 2 1 Level 3 14.00 24.14%
Female Male Female  Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 4 100 S8 97%
Level 5 2.00 3.45%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis
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o Data

Assistant Principal: Lauren Poirier
Academic Coach K-5: Amanda Stevens
Academic Coach 6-8: Liz Trax
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ISV Reading Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark

Window
- - S = B o
Reading
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students State
All
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
All
Short Sch Name
[ Urgent Interventi.. = Intervention [l For Watch | Benchmark W Advanced South Vero
Proportion of Students Grade
District Benchmark Category Name All
Summary
Urgent Int For
Median Window  ervention Interven.  Watch Benchm.. Advanc. L‘I’I"Che’
Window N Mean NCE Mean LG sgp Fall 6.94% 11.18% 28.92% 27.38% 2558%
Fall 778.0 51.40
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment < | i
é NVES
: ~ AR -
Predicted Proficiency Rate o Academic Year S o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined 68% 2020-2021 2 7T\ B
by the filters. / | S
. - Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Rea’.di,,g
Note: Clicking on a bar i
. ’ ‘ will filter the display =
T 06 — = | || Grade (e.g. clicking on the
< 3 grade 4 bar will turn the EVP
5 4 display into analysis of  Diane Beatty
X 1 | | - | DN 5 grade 4 only). Restore
& 88 108 116 101 9% 6 thedisplay by clicking  Short Sch Name
3 102 ‘ 7 on the bar again. South Vero
T =
5 02 — —_ —_ —_ - — - W s
o English Proficiency
2 Al
0.0 7
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
% 2 A Female Al
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male '
Ethnicity / Gender e
African American Asian Hispanic Other White
08 Special Ed
All
-]
€ 06 - L || Note: Category distribution will be
§ ' meaningful only when a single state ..
g
S 04 - S— | L. L Proficiency Category
i 256
3 13 o
g 6 34 ate Count of % of
T 02 | | || Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
il ] [ Level 1 610  9.95%
Level 2 137.0  2235%
0.0 Level 3 191.0 31.16%
Female  Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 4 [o20 g2t s
Level 5 720 11.75%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis



ISV Reading Data

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional

Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category ¢ | g
Academic .. Window é
20182019 Fall ' 252 ‘ 215 - §\A4¢C,S’
20192020 Fall ' O =
20202021 Fall > &\ o
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Proportion of Students / Cj
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School South Vero Grade All
Fall
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ISV Reading Data By Grade Level

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher
South Vero Reading Grade 1
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Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher
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Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher
South Vero Reading Grade 3
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ISV Reading Data By Grade Level

ution of Students by Benchmark by
South Vero Reading Grade 4
Fall

Teacher
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Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher
South Vero Reading Grade 5
Fall
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Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher
South Vero Reading Grade 6
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Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher
South Vero Reading Grade 7
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ISV Math Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark

Window
] = s B e
Mathematics
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students State
All
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
All
Short Sch Name
[ Urgent Interventi.. ~  Intervention M For Watch | Benchmark I Advanced South Vero
Proportion of Students Grade
District Benchmark Category Name Al
Summary
Urgent Int For
Median  Window ervention Interven..  Watch Benchm.. Advanc.. L‘ﬁ“he’
Window N Mean NCE Mean LG sgp Fall 217%  955% 2522% 33.38% 29.68%
Fall 785.0 55.31
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment < | i
N\ NVES
: ~ s
Predicted Proficiency Rate 5 Academic Year e =~ ©
Note: Rate is based on the population defined 65% 2020-2021 =l e
by the filters. / | c
: < Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Maiticmatics
Note: Clicking on a bar i
g | will filter the display o
Q X e
e Grade (e.g. clicking on the
ol S| || _ 3 grade 4 barwil turnthe EVP
s 4 display into analysis of  Diane Beatty
2 : 5 grade 4 only). Restore
$04— g — — — — — 9 _ .6 thedisplay by clicking  Short Sch Name
T 107 101 7 on the bar again. South Vero
5 17 102 =
S 02— — = = == = . W38 d ;
o : English Proficiency
£ Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
= - 5 Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender %:am'e
African American Asian Hispanic Other White
08 Special Ed
All
2
2 06 - | K Note: Category distribution will be
g ) meaningful only when a single state .
o
S 04 M | . | Proficiency Category
= 13
- 256
g State Count of % of
T 02 Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
el ] I Level 1 5.0  9.12%
Level 2 158.0 2573%
0.0 Level 3 187.0 30.46%
Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 4 1330, 2166%
Level 5 800 13.03%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis



ISV Math Data

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional

Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category
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ISV Math Data By Grade Level

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher
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ISV Math Data By Grade Level
Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher
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Predicted Proficiency Rate
Note: Rate is based on the population defined
by the filters.

45%

ISV Students With Disabilities

Reading Fall Benchm

Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Reading
0.8 Note: Clicking on a bar
3 it ; State
. will fllter the display FL
2 Grade (e.g. clicking on the
> 06 — 3 grade 4 bar will tun the EVP
g 4 display into analysis of Al
2 5 grade 4 only). Restore
& 04 Y ~ ~ [ 6 thedisplay by clicking  Short Sch Name
3z 0 8 7 on the bar again. South Vero
k=) ==
5 _| || . | l ms
3 02 - 5 - - English Proficiency
o
1 Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 8 Geaner : Economic Status
- - . . emaie
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender e
African
American Asian Hispanic Other White Special Ed
1.0 Special Ed
2 - Note: Category distribution will be
Lo meaningful only when a single state ..
2
S 06 Proficiency Category
S 1
% 04 — State Count of % of
% Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
H 17 Level 1 1300 2453%
£ 02 - 5 - -
& Level 2 16.00 30.19%
0.0 1 Level 3 11.00 20.75%
Male Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 4 6.00 11.32%
Level 5 7.00 1321%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in

that sub-category included in the analysis

Predicted Proficiency Rate

45%

ark

Note: Rate is based on the population defined
e Math Fall Benchmark
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Mathematics
08 Note: Clicking on a bar
' . - State
& will filter the display FL
2 Grade (e.g. clicking on the
o 3 grade 4 bar will turnthe  EVP
5 i 4 display into analysis of Al
S 5 grade 4 only). Restore
L 2 | "~ |6 thedisplay by clicking  Short Sch Name
3 1 " 7 on the bar again. South Vero
z L W3
5 02 0 | | — | - English Proficiency
= All
0.0 5
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
2 - a Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender extle
African
American Asian Hispanic Other White Special Ed
1.0 Special Ed
S b Note: Category distribution will be
% ’ meaningful only when a single state .
c
3 06 Proficiency Category
[=}
% 04 State Count of % of
B Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
® 17 Level 1 1200 2264%
£ 02 L
= Level 2 17.00  32.08%
0.0 1 1 Level 3 1200 22.64%
Male Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 4 8.00 15.09%
Level 5 400  7.55%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis
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ITC Reading Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark

Window
Reading
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students it;te
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
All
Short Sch Name
[ Urgent Interventi.. = Intervention [l For Watch Benchmark I Advanced Town Center
Proportion of Students Grade
District Benchmark Category Name All
Summary
Urgent Int For
Median  Window ervention Interven.. Watch Benchm.. Advanc.. Lﬁacher
Window N Mean NCE  Mean LG sgp Fall 1275% 1557% 3221% 2456% 14.90%
Fall 745.0 44 42
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment |
é& J
\Ag ¢
~ AR S
’ ’ Academic Year 55 i o
Predicted Proficiency Rate § % 2020-2021 <= i\o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined by the Tilters. 4// | Q,\
. - Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Reading
Note: Clicking on a bar o
06 — = will filter the display e
Q > &
e Grade (e.g. clicking on the
e 3 grade 4 bar will turn the  EVP
= i I8 || || || || _ |4 display into analysis of Al
3 5 grade 4 only). Restore
£ 103 38 84 77 87 6 the display by clicking  Short Sch Name
2 96 7 on the bar again. Town Center
T 02 — —_ — —_ —_ — S
5 8
o English Proficiency
a Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
. - e Female Al
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender arthe
African American Asian Other White
0.8 Note: Category distribution will be
o meaningful only when a single
S state is selected.
> 06 - -
3 Proficiency Category
I 6
@ ol i i Il State Countof  %of
g 51 165 Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
= 56 Level 1 780  14.58%
£ 02 - u n Level 2 1420  26.54%
Level 3 164.0 30.65%
0.0 Level 4 1130 21.12%
Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 5 38.0 7.10%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis



ITC Reading Data

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional
Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category

Academic .. Window %& A JC
20182019 _Fall - 205 | o V\ 4, 5
2019-2020 Fall [ 0" "z
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ITC Reading Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
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ITC Reading Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School Town Center Grade 4
Fall
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ITC Math Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark

Window
; Mathematics
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100% 5
: tate
Proportion of Students All
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
All
Short Sch Name
[ Urgent Interventi.. = Intervention Il For Watch " Benchmark B Advanced Town Center
Proportion of Students Grade
District Benchmark Category Name All
Summary
Urgent Int For
Median  Window ervention Interven.. Watch Benchm.. Advanc.. Lﬁacher
Window N Mean NCE Mean LG sgp Fall 6.75% 16.33% 27.13% 26.99% 22.81%
Fall 741.0 49.32
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment |
é& S
SN
: . Academic Year O- S o
Predicted Proficiency Rate 5 % 2020-2021 2“‘, i\o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined by the Tilters. 7 | c:\
: - Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Maticn s

Note: Clicking on a bar

y will filter the display =
2 \ - . o
5 06— —_ — Grade (e.g. clicking on the
> 3 grade 4 bar will turn the  EvP
S 4 display into analysis of Al
:g 04 — 5= — — === — - [ 5 grade 4 only). Restore
& 1 B 8 6 the display by clicking  Short Sch Name
3 88 a4 7 on the bar again. Town Center
3 95 =
5 02 — J— — - = - = 8
o English Proficiency
£ Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
% - e Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender %1:amle
African American Asian Other White
Note: Category distribution will be
o i meaningful only when a single
& state is selected.
S 06 o
2 Proficiency Category
5
< 04 b - State Count of % of
g 166 Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
b= Level 1 97.0 1830%
£02- g = = Level 2 1300 2453%
Level 3 1520 2868%
0.0 Level 4 1050 19.81%
Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 5 46.0 8.68%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis



ITC Math Data

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional
Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category
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ITC Math Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics
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ITC Math Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics
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ITC SWD Data

Predicted Proficiency Rate
Note: Rate is based on the population defined
by the filters.

28%

Reading Fall Benchmark

Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade ks
04 Note: Clicking on a bar =
R s ate
. will filter the display FL
= ’ ‘ Grade (e.g. clicking on the
€ 03+ — 3 grade 4 bar will turn the EVP
g 4 display into analysis of ~ All
Xe) 5 grade 4 only). Restore
2 02 —S— o | — 11~ 16 thedisplaybyclickihg  Short Sch Name
z 7 on the bar again. Town Center
k=] 9 12 &
3 {Ee i ] il B English Proficiency
- Al
0.0 9
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender o ;:T'e
Ethnicity / Gender e
African American Asian Other White
06 Special Ed
Special Ed
@
§ Note: Category distribution will be
g 04 meaningful only when a single state ..
1)
s ; Proficiency Category
a
g o State Countof  %of
D enchmark .. School .. Total Co..
& Level 1 2500 3521%
8 2z Level 2 2600 36.62%
0.0 4 1 - Level 3 16.00 22.54%
Female Male Male Female Male Female Male Level 4 el AR

Predicted Proficiency Rate
Note: Rate is based on the population defined

26%

Math Fall Benchmark

by the filters.
. . Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Mathoratics
Note: Clicking on a bar i
06 will filter the display 5
Q L e
T Grade (e.g. clicking on the
nui 3 grade 4 bar will tumn the EVP
S 04 — 4 display into analysis of Al
g 5 grade 4 only). Restore
& = 6 thedisplay by clicking  Short Sch Name
3 | ] 7 on the bar again. Town Center
5 02— - =
® 1" English Proficiency
o 9 8 16 12 All
0.0
3 4 5 6 7 8 Gender Economic Status
. 2 4 Female
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male .
Ethnicity / Gender P
African American Asian Other White
1.0 Special Ed
Special Ed
-
s 08 Note: Category distribution will be
) meaningful only when a single state ..
S 06 s
s Proficiency Category
[+
g 0.4 | State Count of % of
5 Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
& 02 - 4 Level 1 27.00 39.13%
' 1 Level 2 2400 3478%
0.0 7 4 - Level 3 900 13.04%
Female Male Male Female Male Female Male Level 4 6.00 8.70%
Level 5 300 4.35%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis
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IWM Reading Fall Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark

Window
- EEEE T -
: Reading
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students itl?te
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
All
Short Sch Name
[ Urgent Interventi.. ~ Null Intervention [l For Watch | Benchmark 0 West Melbourne
Proportion of Students Grade
District Benchmark Category Name All
Summary
Urgent Int For
Median  Window ervention Interven.. Watch Benchm.. Advanc.. Null L«l‘.\lacher
Window N Mean NCE Mean LG sgp Fall 1713% 17.13% 27.20% 2191% 16.12% 0.
Fall 397.0 4321
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment |
%(« S
Vg
Academic Y >3 &S
5 2 caaemic Year O~ @)
Predicted Proficiency Rate 4 % 2020-2021 2“, 1\o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined by the fil 7 | c.,'\
. - Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Rl:aajgi(;g
06 Note: Clicking on a bar o
. will filter the display o
e Grade (e.g. clicking on the
* 3 grade 4 bar will turn the  EvP
204 — —_ — 4 display into analysis of Al
S 5 grade 4 only). Restore
& 44 6 the display by clicking  Short Sch Name
© 68 54 on the bar again' West Melbourne
.g 02 — ] — 43 —_— =
B English Proficiency
Q Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 Gender Economic Status
= 2 e Female
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender Methe
African American Asian Hispanic Other White
Ll Note: Category distribution will be
o meaningful only when a single
S 08 state is selected.
-
3 06 Proficiency Category
3
o State Count of % of
E 04 1 Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
5 Level 1 51.00 24.40%
& 02 - - M Level 2 57.00 27.27%
Level 3 4500 2153%
Level 4 4800 2297%
Female Male Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 5 8.00 3.83%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis



IWM Reading Fall Data

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional
Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category
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IWM Reading Fall Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School West Melbourne Grade 1
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IWM Reading Fall Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Reading
School West Melbourne Grade 4
Fall
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IWM Math Fall Data

Window
I
“ Mathematics
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students SAt"ate
EVP
Diane Beatty
Region
Al
Short Sch Name
B Urgent Interventi.. = Intervention B For Watch Benchmark B Advanced West Melbourne
Proportion of Students Grade
Summary District Benchmark Category Name Al
Urgent Int For
Median  Window ervention Interven.. Watch Benchm.. Advanc.. Tﬁja‘:her
Window N Mean NCE Mean LG sgp Fall 10.69% 21.37% 26.46% 2468% 16.79%
Fall 393.0 4498
Predicted State Test Results Based on Latest STAR Assessment |
é‘\, J
\Ag ¢
~ A -
: : Academic Year . o
Predicted Proficiency Rate 4 % 2020-2021 2“; ‘<\ o
Note: Rate is based on the population defined by the filters. 7 | c;\
. « Subject
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Grade Mathematics
05 Note: Clicking on a bar
: el ; State
will filter the display FL
<] % &
T 04 — ) __ Grade (e.g. clicking on the
°ui 3 grade 4 bar will turn the EVP
5 oa 4 display into analysis of Al
B | — | 5 grade 4 only). Restore
g . 52 i 6 the display by clicking  Short Sch Name
g 02 — — — — — on the bar again. West Melbourne
;g 40
® 01 — = _— —_— L English Proficiency
fa Al
0.0
3 4 5 6 Gender Economic Status
. = e Female All
Predicted Proficiency Rate by Ethnicity and Gender B Male
Ethnicity / Gender e
African American Asian Hispanic Other White
1.0 e i
Note: Category distribution will be
® meaningful only when a single
g 08 state is selected.
-
o
) . .
S 06 Proficiency Category
[=]
= State Count of % of
E 04 = = Benchmark .. School .. Total Co..
T Level 1 64.00 31.07%
£ 02 - 30 - 14 L A Level 2 5400 2621%
14 Level 3 50.00 2427%
0.0 Level 4 2000 14.08%
Female Male Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Level 5 9.00 4.37%

Note: Numbers within the bars represent the number of students in
that sub-category included in the analysis



IWM Math Fall Data

Historical Analysis Cross-Sectional
Distribution of Student Scores by Screening Category
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IWM Math Fall Data
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IWM Math Fall Data

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics
School West Melbourne Grade 4
Fall
Rows

Luster,
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics
School West Melbourne Grade 5
Fall

BT
30% 40% 50% 60% 7

0% 80% 90% 100%

Rows

Squires, 7
Jennifer
0% 10% 20%
Proportion of Students

Distribution of Students by Benchmark by Teacher for Mathematics
School West Melbourne Grade 6
Fall
Rows

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Proportion of Students

District Benchmark Category Name

[ Urgent Interventi.. = Intervention B For Watch Benchmark B Advanced

¢ |
\%‘\A
o=
2./

|

Academic
Year

aNnan MNn2A4

C

<
o
o

PG

\
S

Academic
Year

2020-2021 -

Subject
Mathematics

Breakdown
Teacher

Window
All

State
All

EVP
Diane Beatty

Short Sch Name
West Melbourne

Grade
6



IWM SWD Fall Data
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Tableau Dashboard Critical Questions

All Workbooks

Has there been any significant assessment since the Modified Date? If so, request that the workbooks
that you need be updated. Remember, the workbooks are static until updated.

School Verification Report — select individual school
Demographics Dashboard
Is the overall enrollment accurate?
this is the “official” enrollment on the roster file not just students assessed
Are the demographics correct?
Note the EXE/Gender selection on the lower right
Are there any ZERRORS indicating missing or incorrect data
Assessment Dashboard
Is the assessment N count for each screening window what is expected?
Is the assessment results summaries for each screening window what is expected?
If either these answers are NO, ask are the screening window dates correct and reflect actual
testing dates?
Teacher Dashboard
Are the teacher class N counts correct?
Are the teacher rosters correct?

Progress Monitoring Report

Progress Monitoring Dashboard select appropriate subject and group
Baseline: where are the weaknesses?
After two windows: what changes have occurred in the distribution? What strengths and/or
weaknesses does this indicate?

Window Dashboard - select subject, breakdown (if grade make sure the grade filter is ALL) and group
Breakdown by teacher baseline: does the distribution of students reflect scheduling intentionality?
What challenges does each teacher have?
Breakdown by teacher after two or more windows: Which teachers are being successful in moving
their students forward? Which need assistance?
Breakdown by grade baseline: What challenges does each grade have?
Breakdown by grade after two or more windows: Which grade levels are being successful in
moving their students forward? Which need assistance?

Historical Analysis
Historical - select subject and appropriate group
Select Fall — Is the distribution for Fall similar to previous years? Are there any trends apparent?
Select Fall and Spring — what is the pattern that you see? Is the Spring to Fall movement greater
this year? What does this tell you about the challenges for this year?
Category Any questions?
NCE Any questions?

Predicted Proficiency
Prediction DB select a state and subject to look at a particular grade, click on the bar
Select a group What are the weaknesses by grade, by ethnicity/gender? What is the difference in
nredicted oroficiencv rate between reaular ed and special ed other cateaories? What does this



VO12 | Boost Learning with Renaissance Focus Skills | 9/22/20 - 1-2:30 | David https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/9175
5833 PM ET Ciarla 9107273?pwd=0TBENUZtWng4L0JD
NU5RV1ppcHVNZz09&from=msft
V012 | Measuring Mastery with Formative Skill 9/23/20-3:30-5 | Amber https://renaissance.zoom.us/i/9868711
5835 | Checks PM ET Walczak 4389?pwd=ZIgrVHNvSm9ZaHY4Mk5BY1
01YVJ1dz09
VO13 | Bricks and Clicks: Continuous Learning in and | 10/13/20 - 1-2:30 | David https://renaissance.zoom.us/i/9419441
3213 | out of the Classroom PM ET Ciarla 0281 ?pwd=NHhXYW5QekFuNzNVTFJtU
3ExbmhUZz09&from=msft
VO13 | Data-Driven Approach to Differentiated 10/29/20 - 3:30-5 | David https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/9960
3411 | Learning PM ET Ciarla 8697234?pwd=bGQvMHpP5UjVYd2s
3akJpWUdSRTIkZz09&from=msft
VO13 | Administrators: Are All Your Students 11/3/20-1-2:30 | David https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/9255
3415 | Learning and Growing? PM ET Ciarla 6166676?pwd=MDIQVnRIa20wS3VS
TFkxcTJgNnIsQT09&from=msft
VO13 | Strengthen Student Ownership of Learning 11/12/20 - David https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/9452
4340 3:30-5:00 PM ET | Ciarla 14974607?pwd=bS9LOGUOVFdDWXp

SMkduNGptc2hkdz09&from=msft



https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/91759107273?pwd=OTBENUZtWng4L0JDNU5RV1ppcHVNZz09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/91759107273?pwd=OTBENUZtWng4L0JDNU5RV1ppcHVNZz09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/91759107273?pwd=OTBENUZtWng4L0JDNU5RV1ppcHVNZz09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/98687114389?pwd=ZlgrVHNvSm9ZaHY4Mk5BY1o1YVJ1dz09
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/98687114389?pwd=ZlgrVHNvSm9ZaHY4Mk5BY1o1YVJ1dz09
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/98687114389?pwd=ZlgrVHNvSm9ZaHY4Mk5BY1o1YVJ1dz09
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/94194410281?pwd=NHhXYW5QekFuNzNvTFJtU3ExbmhUZz09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/94194410281?pwd=NHhXYW5QekFuNzNvTFJtU3ExbmhUZz09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/94194410281?pwd=NHhXYW5QekFuNzNvTFJtU3ExbmhUZz09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/99608697234?pwd=bGQvMHp5UjVYd2s3akJpWUdSRTlkZz09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/99608697234?pwd=bGQvMHp5UjVYd2s3akJpWUdSRTlkZz09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/99608697234?pwd=bGQvMHp5UjVYd2s3akJpWUdSRTlkZz09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/92556166676?pwd=MDlQVnRla20wS3VSTFkxcTJqNnlsQT09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/92556166676?pwd=MDlQVnRla20wS3VSTFkxcTJqNnlsQT09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/92556166676?pwd=MDlQVnRla20wS3VSTFkxcTJqNnlsQT09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/94521497460?pwd=bS9LOGU0VFdDWXpSMkduNGptc2hkdz09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/94521497460?pwd=bS9LOGU0VFdDWXpSMkduNGptc2hkdz09&from=msft
https://renaissance.zoom.us/j/94521497460?pwd=bS9LOGU0VFdDWXpSMkduNGptc2hkdz09&from=msft
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