





What state standards did the

2021 MCAS assess?

Grade 6:
ELA & Math

Grade /:
ELA & Math

Grade 8:
ELA;
Math & Science,
Technology &
Engineering



What was different about the
spring 2021 MCAS tests?

e Grades 3-8 = one session vs. two

e Testing location options

e Current seniors

e Current juniors

e Changes in Competency Determinations



What was different about the
spring 2021 MCAS tests?

NASCACHYSETITS SEPARTMENT OF September 2021
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What are Student Growth Percentiles (SGPs), and how are they usually calculated?

Student Growth Percentiles (SGPs) provide 2 measure of the degree to which a student's achievement has
changed from the prior year(s) to the current year, in comparison to other students in the same grade whoe
performed similarly in the past. SGPs use students' current and prior scores to assign an SGP that rangss
from 1 to 99. Students who have 3 current year's score and 3 prior year's score—and have met the
consscutive grade requirement—are issusd

an 5GP. Figure 1: 2019 SGP Distribution

In prior years, student growth parcentiles
(5GPs) were cakculzted by comparing 2019 ELA SGPs, by Growth Category

students’ current-year score to that of

students with similar scores in their cohort.

Each year, the cohort group changed

{depending on the performance of the

current year population), which resulted in a

state gverags SGP of about 50. Since the

average SGP per grade and subject is 50, the

distribution is flat and 209% of students score ol il L U o s
in each SGP growth category, from very low mVerylow mlow = Moderste wmHigh mVeryHigh
growth to very high growth, as shown in

Figure 1.

How did the pandemic affect our method for calculating SGPs?
The pandemic functionad as an academic headwind for most students, slowing their educational progress
and growth. The decreased educational progress and growth yielded lower 2021 academic attainment, and
this was 3 significant departure from the typical achievemeant and growth patterns in prior years. Scors
changes between 2019 to 2021 were much larger than thoss s2en between 2018 and 2019, and all the
changes showed declines in gradss 3-8.

Figure 2: Example of Baselined Growth
To accurately reflect the extent to which
educational progress and growth slowed 2021 Math SGPs, by Growth Category
during the pandemic, DESE adopted a
slightly different method for calculating
SGPs in 2021: baseline SGPs. In this
method, 2 historical peer group represants
3 “baseline” from which current progress
can be measured over time.

The baseline SGPs are reported on the

same scale as the 20192 results, allowing

for comparisons between SGPs in 2021 t0 grade3 grede § grade7 grade 8 grads 10
5GPs in prior years. Bacause student Wverylow Wlow BModers §High M VeryHigh
growth slowed due to the pandemic, the

baseline MCAS SGPs in 2021 show higher percentages of students in the lower growth categories, as shown

in Figure 2.




What was different about the
spring 2021 MCAS tests?
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GRADE 03 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

GRADE 03 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS
Percentage of Students by Achievement Level
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ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2017 2018 2019 2021
. Exceeding Expectations (E) 9 |24 14 8
. Meeting Expectations (M) 46 | 44 56 52
. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM) 38 | 26 27 36
. Not Meeting Expectations (NM) 7 5 2 <
2021 Participation Rate = 100%

GRADE 03 - MATHEMATICS
- ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2017 2018 2019 2021
. Exceeding Expectations (E) 8 | 13 |1 | 2
. Meeting Expectations (M) 60150 |51 | 33
. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM) 29 |:3F | 26 | 4f
. Not Meeting Expectations (NM) 9 3 4 18

2021 Participation Rate = 100%

GRADE 03 - MATHEMATICS
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Grade 3 by School -- ELA
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Grade 3 by School -- Math
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GRADE 04 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

GRADE 04 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS
Percentage of Students by Achievement Level

allia.

100 -

CH -

ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2017 2018 2019 2021
. Exceeding Expectations (E) 6 | 15 |21 | B
. Meeting Expectations (M) 45 | 50 46 583
. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM) 44 | 26 31 35
. Not Meeting Expectations (NM) 5 9 2 5
2021 Participation Rate = 100%

GRADE 04 - MATHEMATICS

ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2017 2018 2019 2021
. Exceeding Expectations (E) 3 8 16 4
. Meeting Expectations (M) 55 | 58 49 27
. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM) 36 | 26 30 57
. Not Meeting Expectations (NM) 6 8 5 | 42

2021 Participation Rate = 100%

GRADE 04 - MATHEMATICS
Percentage of Students by Achievement Level
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Grade 4 by School -- Math
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GRADE 05 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS
'ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL
. Exceeding Expectations (E)

2017 2018 2019 2021

4 |8 |7 | 8

. Meeting Expectations (M)
. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM)

. Not Meeting Expectations (NM)

2021 Participation Rate = 98%

GRADE 05 - MATHEMATICS
- ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL

- Exceeding Expectations (E)
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GRADE 05 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS
Percentage of Students by Achievement Level
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. Grade 5 by School -- ELA
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Grade 5 by School -- Math
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gmeos 'SCIENCE AND TECH/ENG GRADE 05 - SCIENCE AND TECH/ENG
ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2019 2021 Percentage of Students by Achievement Level

. Exceeding Expectations (E) 100 -
. Meeting Expectations (M)

. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM)

. Not Meeting Expectations (NM)

2021 Participation Rate = 97%
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Grade 5 by

2019

2021

School

District

School
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District

State
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GRADE 06 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

GRADE 06 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS
Percentage of Students by Achievement Level
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ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2017 2018 2019 2021
.l Exceeding Expectations (E) 23: | 2F | 33 | 16
- Meeting Expectations (M) 51 | 41 36 48
. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM) 24 | 24 26 27
. Not Meeting Expectations (NM) 2 8 6 9
2021 Participation Rate = 100%

GRADE 06 - MATHEMATICS

ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2017 2018 2019 2021
. Exceeding Expectations (E) 13 | 4 6 7
. Meeting Expectations (M) 52 | 50 | 57 |:30
. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM) 27 | 40 34 51
. Not Meeting Expectations (NM) 3 5 3 |12

2021 Participation Rate = 100%

GRADE 06 - MATHEMATICS
Percentage of Students by Achievement Level
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Grade 6 ——- Math
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GRADE 07 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS GRADE 07 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2017 2018 2019 2021 Percentage of Students by Achievement Level
. Exceeding Expectations (E) 22 |24 |29, | 10 100 -
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GRADE 07 - MATHEMATICS _ GRADE 07 - MATHEMATICS
ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2017 2018 2019 2021 Percentage of Students by Achievement Level
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GRADEOB MATHEMATICS GRADE 08 - MATHEMATICS

ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2017 2018 2019 2021 Percentage of Students by Achievement Level
. Exceeding Expectations (E) 9 115 |14 | 2 100 -
. Meeting Expectations (M) 46 | 56 55 40
. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM) 37 | 26 29 48 /9 =
. Not Meeting Expectations (NM) 9| 4 |2 |10 18 19
S0 -
2021 Participation Rate = 99% -
GRADE 08 - SCIENCE AND TECH/ENG GRADE 08 - SCIENCE AND TECH/ENG
ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2019 2021 Percentage of Students by Achievement Level
. Exceeding Expectations (E) 19 12 100 -
. Meeting Expectations (M) 46 | 40
. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM) 31 42 P
. Not Meeting Expectations (NM) - 7
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Grade 8 —- ELA
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Grade 8 -- Math
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GRADE 08 - SCIENCE AND TECH/ENG
Percentage of Students by Achievement Level
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Grade 8 —- STE
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GRADE 10 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

GRADE 10 - ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS
Percentage of Students by Achievement Level

100 -

2019
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2019

2019 2021

ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2019 2021
. Exceeding Expectations (E) 12 | 40
. Meeting Expectations (M) 56 | 47
. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM) 29 12
. Not Meeting Expectations (NM) = 1
2021 Participation Rate = 99%

GRADE 10 - MATHEMATICS

ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL 2019 2021
. Exceeding Expectations (E) 1 | 20
. Meeting Expectations (M) 47 50
. Partially Meeting Expectations (PM) 29 | 26
. Not Meeting Expectations (NM) 6 <

2021 Participation Rate = 99%
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Grade 10 —- ELA
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Grade 10 -- Math
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MCAS is just one of many forms of assessment
in IPS by which students show us
what they know and are able to do.

DIBELS®

Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early Literacy Skills




How are we using the MCAS data?

@ Doing data reviews in all schools & through Compass

@ Comparing MCAS data alongside other assessments

@ Using data to support interventions, extensions & "just in
time" curriculum

@ Applying DESE's "Acceleration Roadmap" guidance
throughout




DESE Guidance: Acceleration Roadmap

"Accelerate, don't Remediate”

Acceleration Acceleratlon
Roadmap: Roadmap:
:aihway to an Equitable Pathway to an Equitable
ecover

May 2021 ; | 5:;‘2’:231'7

Venucmou Vaﬁ"t‘;’é‘&’f?on
() B[] | S —

m T“ll reenagine 1eaching




Acceleration Roadmap

"Accelerate, don't Remediate”

Roadmap Vision

Focus on Acceleration Instead of Remediation

- Provide access to grade level * Begin the year with 4-5 full units
content with unit-by-unit, or of prior grade content
lesson-by-lesson scaffolds. » Assume all students need

- Utilize diagnostic data to identify reteaching

what students need

* Align Tier 1 instruction and Tier
2/3 supports




Why Learning Acceleration?

Students of color Zearn “Accelerate, Don’t Remediate” (2021)

= nd from FIGURE 2 | Students from historically marginalized communities were remediated more often
than those who had similar success on grade-level content.
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Percent of students remediated by the number of repeated struqqle alerts PDEr Iesson in the hirst unit of grage-ievel content
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experience = 3
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level of readiness

: g :
\_/@\/—' . From DESE Acceleration Roadmap presentation to CSDN, 10/8/21



The importance of grade level work

" The reality is that [students] struggle not because of their race,
language, or poverty-status. They struggle because we don't offer
them sufficient opportunities in the classroom to develop the
cognitive skills and habits of mind that would prepare them to

take on more advanced academic tasks (Boykin & Noguera, 2011,
Jackson, 2011).

- Zaretta L. Hammond,

Culturally Responsive Teaching and the Brain ,\

\_/@\/—/ \.—Pén DESE Acceleration Roadmap presentation to CSDN, 10/8/21



Acceleration Roadmap

Acceleration in Action - ELA

ELA Acceleration ELA Remediation

» 8th graders read 8th grade texts with » 8th grade students read 5th and 6th
scaffolds grade texts exclusively

The Btvas Oyt Pupeer L - - N p—

A Mighty Long Way i Educatior et b el T '
B Ry b Riwer g S e 6 A eI
e ‘ "'F R - . -ots - -e C‘f’-‘.' . b S - - - .
e _ o <o monen = e s et o e e e After reading a fifth-grade leve!
L e text, students completed
— o 2 04 s o #On w multiple-choice vocabulary
ODwte

questions and filled in the
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ol Hhigh O prean slacan! o swahy (nearted rue b ohat v s Bl 8w b Wmiimote evemts b e

e~ which is not aligned to any

s e ol emhenne el f what v s N 2 gy e mrvemeirts 1@ Frem e er e pen t ey of ety ?

eighth-grade literacy standard

Students read A Mighty Long Woy and wrote an informational essay

analyzing historical events, getting the chance to fully meet the depth

of muitipie standards and learn relevant content

Sampie Queshon Mrom this assigrmaent

Acceleration Roadmap




Acceleration Roadmap

Acceleration in Action - Math

Math Acceleration

» 8th graders engage in 8th grade
content with unit-by-unit prerequisite

skills taught.

Unit 1
No adjustments
needed

Unit 3

Days added to pacing
guide to address
prerequisite gaps

Math Remediation

* The 8th grade year starts with 3-4
months of 6-7"" grade standard and
skills review

"This approach denies students the opportunity to
engage with grade-level material and ensures they

will not catch up.”
- The Opportunity Myth, TNTP

Acceleration R



Accelerationin Action: IPS
Priorities & Next Steps

@ Continue with adoption of high-quality curriculum

@® Ensure grade-level content is occuring

@® Regularly use data to identify what students need

@ Provide "just-in-time" supports for students to access content

@ Support educator collaboration in order to identify & share
effective strategies







