Amath screening

Grade

THREE

FOUR

FIVE

Six

SEVEN

EIGHT

Average 217.63 220.05 =
Median 218.38 22158 -

Standard Deviation 12.52 10.30 -

B 0-19.99 %ile [ 20-29.99 %ile [ 30-84.99 %ile | 85 %ile and Above
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Goal. Compares the Predicted with the
EQY Goal and Benchmark.

Did the Group Improve? Changes to
risk status (far left) and rates of
improvement (near left) are graphed
after the second screening period.

F W Fall-Winter Growth
Mors Data
. Monthly Observecd Mentnly Goal
Median Student Median Gr MEGiaR Crowth End of Year
- Fall Winter Predicted Goal Benchmark e

Clatereve! Score Score Hile Score %ile Score Score Score

TWO - 152 . 057 . ‘2138 | 2000 [W2050

THREE - 043 . 091 . Waiz7 Woaiso 2090

FOUR - 063 . 116 . Wa2et1 Wz2o  P2130

FIVE - 068 . 119 . 251 2290 2180

SIX - 050 . 085 . Bzs1 P30 P00

SEVEN - 022 . 007 . Woaars 2o 2230

EIGHT - 008 . 027 - W2ss [W2so  [Wazso

217.66

Average 058 s 070 : 22324 22500 21629
21855 22158

Median 050 5 0385 z 22514 229.00 218.00
o 1253 10.30

Standard Deviation 047 = 047 = 897 993 761

, 198.97 206.58

Min 008 ; -0.07 3 21371 209.00 205.00

B 01999 %ie [0 20-29.99 %ile [ 30-84.99 %ie

85 %ile and Above

n/a student assessed outside the screening window



areading screening
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Score

THREE

FOUR

SIX
SEVEN

EIGHT

Average 526.11 530.36 .
Median 521.73 528.13 -

Standard Deviation 2322 2012 -

B 0-19.99 %ile [ 20-29.99 %ile [ 30-84.99 %ile | 85 %ile and Above



areading growth
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54% Goal. Compares the Predicted w
EQY Goal and Benchmark.
499, 91%
38% 369 < Did the Group Improve? Chang
| risk status (far left) and rates of
9% 14% 13% improvement (near left) are grap
9% 8% = = E
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F ow F ow F w F W Fall-Winter Growth
[# Mars Data
. Monthly Observed Menthly Geal
Medican Student Median Growth Median Growth End of Year
- Fall Winter Predicted Goal Benchmark
Grade Level Score Score Score Hile Score File Score Score Score
FOUR - - 059 - 1.04 . Ws271 5o 5130
SIX .ca 0.44 . 176 . Wisiss Mmoo 5240
SEVEN ‘ - 053 . 0.14 . 501 [ssso 5310
526.19 53044
Average 1.16 - 043 - 533.84 533.00 517.43
92229 92813
Median 063 - 076 - 535.59 536.00 520.00
23.20 20.20
Standard Deviation 113 - 1.05 - 15.99 18.31 1717
490.27 503.02
Min -0.19 2 -1.76 = 513.50 505.00 490.00

B o-19.99 %ie [0 20-29.99 %ile

[ 30-84.99 %ile

85 %ile and Above

n/a student assessed outside the screening window



CBM screening

display (left) indicates the proportion of
7% 47% students in each category.
22% 24% 26%  24% 3 Tier 2: Serves about 30% of students
i with evidence-based intervention
l 0% 5% 8% g, 0% 0% supplemental o Tier 1 core instruction.
== L - Use the table (below) to identify
Fow s Fow s Fow s Foow s students below the 30th percentile
locally.
Median Studsnt # More Data Winter Percentile Rank
Fall Winter Spring District National
Grade - Score Score Score Score Score

ONE

I

FIVE

Average 98.38 106.75 - 50.00 56.50
IMedian 97.50 120.50 - 50.00 60.50
Standard Deviation J2.26 50.39 - 0.00 1212
Min 65.50 36.00 - 50.00 39.00
Max 133.00 150.00 - 50.00 66.00

B 0-19.99 %ile [ 20-29.99 %ile [1) 30-84.99 %ile | 85 %ile and Above

There ic a clandard error rate for all erarec which varioe by meacare See the knnwledna hace fnr mnre infarmatinn



CBM growth
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Fall-Winter Growth

progress toward well-defined Enc
Year (EQY) learning goals. Set th
Goal. Compares the Predicted wi
EOY Goal and Benchmark.

Did the Group Improve? Chang
risk status (far left) and rates of

improvement (near left) are grapr
after the second screening perioc

More Data .
: Weekly Opssrved Weskly Goal Median
Mediian Studsent e S Crokieh o is End of Year
- Fall ‘Winter Predicted Goal Benchmark

Gatekevel Score Score Score Hile Score Zile Score Score Score
ONE % = - = - = - - -
FIVE - - - - - - - - -

108.33 130.33
Average 1.31 = 1.00 = 14563 152.33 12433

118.00 134.00
Median 1.30 = 0.98 g 149.83 151.00 125.00

2899 2173
Standard Deviation 043 - 0.08 - 2773 22.03 23.01

B o-19.99 %ie

I 20-29.99 %ie

[ 30-84.99 %ie

85 %ile and Above

n/a student assessed outside the screening window



Early reading screening

ce [

67%
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20%
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Fall
Score

Winter
Score

District
Score

- N O

Average 34.50 49.00 47.00
Median 34.50 49.00 47.00
‘Standard Deviation 212 566 424
Min 33.00 45.00 44.00
IMax 36.00 53.00 50.00

B 0-19.99 %ie [ 20-29.99 %ile [ 30-84.99 %ile

There is a standard eror rate for all scores which varies by measure. See the knowledge base for more information.

85 %ile and Above

the Low Risk Benchmark. Set Color
Coding to Benchmark so the graphical
display (left) indicates the proportion of
students in each category.

Tier 2: Serves about 30% of students
with evidence-based intervention
supplemental o Tier 1 core instruction.
Use the table (below) to identify
students below the 30th percentile
locally.

Winter Percentile Rank

National
Score

31.00

31.00

1414

21.00

41.00



Early reading growth
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Standard Deviation
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Score Score Score
2 m b
36 . 53 0.88

3450 49.00
0.76

34.50 49.00
0.76

i 74 566

017

33.00 45.00
0.64

36.00 53.00
0.88

20-29.99 %ile 30-84.99 %ile
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85 %ile and Above

40%
32% 2
22%
6%
Fall-Winter Growth
Weskly Goal Median
Growth
Predicted
Score Hile Score
. 0.93 55 | 582

047 38 75.5
0.70 E 66.82
0.70 = 66.85
0.33 = 12.24
047 = 5819
0.93 - 75.50

Year (£OY) learning goais. Settne k&
Goal. Compares the Predicted with tl
EQY Goal and Benchmark.

Did the Group Improve? Changes |
risk status (far left) and rates of
improvement (near left) are graphed
after the second screening period.

End of Year
Goal Benchmark f
Score Score
64.0 64.0
66.0 66.0
63.00 62.00
653.00 65.00
141 141
54.00 64.00
656.00 66.00

nfa student assessed outside the screening window



Early math screening

Coding to Benchmark so the graphica

57% 59% display (left) indicates the proportion ¢
students in each category
18% = Tier 2: Serves about 30% of studenis
14% 6% 12% 109 = 6% with evidence-based intervention
. . 0% - m 0% 0% supplemental to Tier 1 core instruction
Use the table (below) to identify
Fow s Fow 8 Foow s Fow s students below the 30th percentile
locally.
Median Student E More Data Winter Percentils Rank
Fall Winter Spring District National
Grade - Score Score Score Score Score
e - _ _
Average 45.75 54.75 - 45.50 49.00
Median 4575 54.75 - 45.50 49.00
Standard Deviation 6.01 5.30 - 6.36 12.73
Min 41.50 51.00 - 41.00 40.00
Max 50.00 58.50 - 50.00 58.00

B 0-19.99 %ile [ 20-29.99 %ile [[] 30-84.99 %ile 85 %ile and Above



Early math growth
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Fall-wWinter Growth

Wesekly Observed
Meclian Growth

Winter
Score Score
59 123
51 0.51
55.00
0.87
55.00
087
5.66
0.51
51.00
0.51
59.00
123
30-84.99 %ile

Hile

51

37

Wesekly Goal Msdian

Score

0.33

0.49

0.41

0.41

0.12

0.33

049

85 %ile and Above

Growth

Predicted
Hile Score

7 70.19
- 70.19
- 11.82
- 61.83

- 78.55

e e e e e

Year (EOY) learning goals. Set the EQ
Goal. Compares the Predicted with the
EQY Goal and Benchmark.

Did the Group Improve? Changes to
risk status (far left) and rates of
improvement (near left) are graphed
after the second screening period.

End of Year

Goal Benchmark B
Score Score

63.0 65.0

60.0 60.0

62.50 62.50

62.50 62.50

3.54 354

60.00 60.00

65.00 65.00

nfa student assessed outside the screening window



