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MANSFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Group Test Results
2011-2012
Executive Summary

The purpose of this executive summary is to provide in a succinct manner the most salient points related to the
Mansfield Public Schools Group Test Report.

- Group test results provide both individual scores and summary results, which serve both the individual,
needs of students as well as provide district feedback on program effectiveness in selected curriculum areas.

- District testing in grades three, four, five, six, seven, and eight involves an extremely high percentage of all
eligible students.

- Scientifically Research Based Intervention (SRBI) programs are implemented at cach elementary school and
the middle school based on data from both local and State assessments.

- To maximize student readiness, this is the eighth year of implementing a full day kindergarten program and
the fourth year of expanding our preschool program enroilment.

- Connecticut Mastery Test Fourth Generation scores in grade three, four, five, six, seven, and eight indicate
the following:

Participation rates on grade level tests are high (99.3%).

A substantial percentage of students achieved an advanced level score (26.6%-56.1%).

A low percentage of students achieved either a basic or below basic score (0% - 10.5%).
Approximately two thirds (66.7%) of all students reached or exceeded the state goal on all tests
(59.2% - grade 3) (71.9% - grade 4) (56.8% - grade 5)(80.0% - grade 6) (67.4% - grade 7)
(65.1% - grade 8)

District scores exceeded the state average in each grade and in each area tested.

Data from other school districts including Type of Community and District Reference

Groups will be reviewed for possible enhancement of our instructional program.

Continued staff emphasis on addressing individual student needs in the regular classroom (Tier
D), as well as through support services (Tier II, Tier 1II), will be needed for students not achieving
the state goal on one or more tests. ‘

Sub-group data regarding special education indicates that non-special education students
consistently outscored special education students regardless of grade and/or subtest.

Sub-group data regarding socioeconomic status indicates students not receiving free/reduced
lunch consistently outscored students receiving free/reduced lunch regardless of grade and/or
subtest.

Sub-group data regarding gender indicates that in mathematics males scored higher in three
grades with females scoring higher in the other three grades; females exceeded males in writing
in five of the grades tested; females exceeded males in five of six grades tested in reading; and in
science, males scored higher in one grade and females scored higher in the other.

Sub-group data regarding ethnicity indicates a consistent pattern of achievement by grade level,
but varied patierns of achievement between grade levels due to small number of students,
Matched scores which compare student performance on the Connecticut Mastery Test over two
consecutive years indicate that most students maintain or increase their level of performance.



Connecticut Mastery Test - Fourth Generation Results 2011-2012

MATHEMATICS WRITING READING SCIENCE
Gr. #of % #of % #of % #of %
Students Students Students Students
3 5 A satrrDeramy - 39‘ ........

200 |19

Proficient 17 13.9 25
Basic 2 1.6 4 3.2 ] 4.9 N/A
Below Basic 3 2.5 6 4.8 10 8.1 N/A
Total 122 100 125 100 123
Percent of Change

4
1 R P ettt At RIS A M ey SRR
Proficient 14 10.4 17 12.6 13
Basic 4 3.0 5 3.7 3
Below Basic S 3.7 6 44 10 .
Total 134 999 135 100 133 100 N/A N/A
Percent of Change 2.7 | 18 138 | +6.7 75.0 | 48.0 N/A A
5
Proficient
Basic . .
Below Basie 4 2.7 8 5.5
Total 146 999 145 100
Percent of Change 59 [ +27 0.0 | +32
5 2
. Goa
Proficient 15 10 7.2
Basic 2 1.4 3 2.2
Below Basic 2 1.4 | 0.7
Total 140 999 139 100
Percent of Change +78 ] 23 +146 | +112
7
Basic
Below Basic .
Total 100 N/A N/A
Percent of Change +49 1 403 N/A
8 S0 34
LGeat i 64 | 438
Proficient 9.6
Basic 6.2
Below Basic . . . 6.2
Total 145 100 145 100 144 100 146 100
Percent of Change 62 | 3.0 23 | +38 -8 | +25 110 T A

* Percentage +/- changes from last year’s students at a given grade to this
year's students at that grade,

*¥ Percentage -+ change from the same group of students from last year’s

test to this year’s test,

wiie




The district has implemented a revised district assessment plan to include the specific assessment, purpose
of the assessment, group to take the assessment, time of year taken, and number of times taken will take
place given changes to the Connecticut Mastery Test and the development of Response to Intervention
(RTT)/Scientific Research Based Intervention (SRBT) progress monitoring assessments.

A district review of all aspects related to the Mathematics and Language Aris Programs and their alignment
to the CMT 4™ Generation and the Common Core State Standards (CCSS) will be conducted by district K-8
staff.

The mechanics of test administration will be reviewed with all appropriate staff to maximize student
achievement. This process will consist of building-level discussions to review both the sequence and timing
of individual subtests, as well as state requirements, involving the use of online testing for selected
subgroups of students on selected tests.

Differentiated Instruction will be used as a catalyst to insure that regular classroom instruction expands its
focus on pre-assessment, selective remediation and/or reinforcement for identified students, as well as
appropriate challenge activities for students demonstrating a high level(s) of achievement.

Science teachers address the recommendations resulting from the program review during the 2010-2011
school year to include review the State of Connecticut grade level expectations in light of our K-8 scope and
sequence in order to prepare students for a CMT science test which is administered in grades five and eight.

A revised Language Arts Curriculum continues to be implemented this year which aligns with State of
Connecticut Frameworks and Connecticut Mastery Test objectives and will provide a transition to Common
Core State Standards.

A revised K-8 Mathematics Curriculum continues to be implemented this year, which aligns with State of
Connecticut Frameworks and Connecticut Mastery Test objectives and will provide a transition to Common
Core State Standards.

- Building principals will develop, recommend, and implement additional supplemental programs for students
not at goal in one or more areas in an effort to increase student confidence, motivation to learn and student
achievement in the regular classroom, and in future assessments.

Language Arts Consultant and Coaches will recommend specific grade level instructional strategies to
address objectives with district scores less than 80%.

Mathematics Consultant will recommend specific grade level instructional strategies to address objectives
with district scores less than 80%.

Literacy How Strategies will be implemented with all K, 1, 2, and 3 teachers to provide instructional
strategies and formative assessments to assist both regular classroom teachers and support service staff on
the identification and instruction of reluctant readers.

Mansfield Middle School mathematics teachers will focus on a targeted number of Connecticut Mastery
Objectives which a numbers of students have struggled. '

District will continue the development and use of a software product which will allow staff to review
individual and group progress in Mathematics, Reading, and Writing for pk-8.
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Professional development time will be devoted to extending and strengthening staff knowledge and abilities
regarding Tier I instruction, Response to Intervention/Scientific Research-Based Interventions (RTI/SRBI),
data teams, and Connecticut Accountability for Leamning Initiative (CALI modules).

The Connecticut State Department of Education’s adoption of the Common Core State Standards (CCSS) in
Language Arts and Mathematics will require revision of our current grade level objectives to insure that
students are prepared for future state and/or national assessments.

District and school level data teams will review formative, interim, and summative assessment data as it
relates to both the Connecticut Mastery Test and the Common Core State Standards.

The CPM: Core Connections Series mathematics program will be implemented in grades six, seven, and
eight to address Common Core State Standards, which in the future (2015-2016) will be measured by the
Smarter Balanced Assessment and essential skills measured in the Connecticut Mastery Test.

The Language Arts program will be reviewed by an outside consultant with a focus on curriculum,
instruction, and assessments which would enhance our efforts to meet the needs of all children.

The Mansfield Public Schools will devote significant professional development time and resources to the
implementation of a successful transition from the Connecticut Mastery Test to the Smarter Balanced
Assessment,

The district and schools will review unique challenges related to all students currently enrolled who are not
at goal or advanced in all tested areas and attempt to address individual student needs while maintaining the
breadth of our program for each individual to the extent possible,

The district will examine attendees 1o a voluntary school program with a focus on engagement and

achievement for students not at goal in all subject areas.

Students At/Above Goal Level on the Content Areas of Mathematics, Writing, Reading and Science

Current Tested 0 1 2 All3 All 4 Total Total # of
Grade Grade #/% #% # % #% #% Test | Students/%

Issues™ of Total
4 3 (125) 17/13.6 | 12/9.6 | 22/17.6 | 74/59.2 n/a 97 51/40.8
5 4 (135) 14/10.4 | 14/10.4 | 10/7.4 | 97/71.9 n/a 80 38/28.1
6 5 (146) 14/9.6 11/7.5 | 14/9.6 | 24/164 | 83/56.8 141 63/43.1
7 6 (140) 6/4.3 13/9.3 9/6.4 | 112/80.0 n/a 53 28/20.0
8 7 (141) 11/7.8 12/8.5 | 23/16.3 |, 95/67.4 n/a 80 46/32.6
9 8 (146) 15/10.3 7/4.8 13/8.9 | 16/11.0 | 95/65.1 123 51/34.9

* Students needing to reach goal in one, two, or three subject areas.
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2011-2012 GROUP TEST RESULTS

INTRODUCTION

As an introduction to the data presented in this report the reader should be aware of the purpose of this testing
program and the ways in which scores are used.

INDIVIDUAL SCORES from these group fests are used in one or more of
the following ways: (1) They are considered to be objective evidence of a
child's achievement or non-achievement of basic skills. Scores are included
in each child's permanent record, shared with the parents and student when
requested as well as with other schools if the child moves from Mansfield;
(2) Scores are used by Special Education, Title I, and Enrichment teachers
to identify children who may be eligible for, or in need of, one of these
programs; (3) Teachers use these results to identify instructional needs of
their students. This is accomplished by reviewing an item analysis of the
tests and analyzing the types of questions that children answered incorrectly;
(4) To meet the requirement of P.A. 79-128 (Educational Evaluation and
Remedial Assistance - EERA), test scores identify students who may require
additional individual evaluations to determine the need for remedial
instruction.

SUMMARY RESULTS for the entire population are utilized in a somewhat
different way. These mean (average) scores are used to evaluate programs;
to identify general population characteristics; and to make inter-district
comparisons. The most important of these uses is program evaluation
which is the logical first step in curriculum planning. An achievement test
which covers various skill areas is valuable in judging the long term
effectiveness of a curriculum. These group test results indicate whether or
not we are teaching information and skills which, by consensus, should be
taught and how effectively we are doing so.

These are the potentially beneficial uses of test results, however, we should
not leave this discussion without considering some of the precautions
necessary to avoid misuse. These scores should not be accepted as the only
measure of achievement. This is true of group results as well as individual
scores.  Individual differences in children, school systems and test
conditions can partially invalidate results. Decisions significantly affecting
individual children or total school programs should not be based on test
results alone. Test results should be considered as SOME evidence of
achievement or non-achievement but not the ONLY evidence.




BACKGROUND

Since the early 1970's Mansfield students have taken a nationally
standardized group achievement test each fall. Initially these tests were
administered in grades 2, 4, 6 and 8. In 1985 this pattern of testing was
altered by the introduction of a State Mandated Basic Skills Mastery Test
for 4th graders. To avoid a duplication of testing during the 1985-86 school
year the national achievement test was administered in grades 2, 3, 6 and 8
and the State Mastery Test in grade 4.

In 1986 the use of the State Mastery Test was extended to grades 6 and 8.
Again, to avoid a duplication of effort Mansfield's group testing program
was adjusied so that students took a nationally normed test in grades 2, 3, 5
and 7 and the State Mastery Test in grades 4, 6 and 8.

In 1990, a nationally normed test in grade 2 was replaced by a locally
developed criterion referenced test. Other aspects of the testing program
remained the same.

In the fall of 1993 students in grades 4, 6, and 8 were given the Connecticut
Mastery Test - Second Generation.

Beginning in May 2000, the locally developed criterion reference test was
administered to grade one students. This change eliminated the need for
grade two testing in the fall.

In the fall of 2000, students in grade 4, 6, and 8 were given the Connecticut
Mastery Test -~ Third Generation.

In the fall of 2002, students in grades 3, 5, and 7 were given the Off Level
Connecticut Mastery Test replacing the Stanford Achievement Test. This
was done for a total of three years in preparation for Connecticut Mastery
Testing.

In March 2006, students in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 were given the
Connecticut Mastery Test - Fourth Generation.

In May 2006, the locally developed criterion test was made ‘optional due to
revisions made in our district Literacy Assessment Plan.



CONNECTICUT MASTERY TEST
TESTING PLAN AND PARTICIPATION RATE
During March 2012, the following tests were administered:

Grade N Test
Grade 3 129 Total Mathematics
(129) 128 Total Writing
123 Total Reading
3 Modified Assessment
2 Skills Checklist
0 Absent
2 ELL Exempt
Grade 4 i34 Total Mathematics
(140) 135 Total Writing

133 Total Reading
2 Modified Assessment
2 Skills Checklist

0 Absent
3 ELL Exempt
Grade 5 146 Total Mathematics
(147 145 Total Writing
143 Total Reading
146 Total Science

2 Modified Assessment
1 Skills Checklist

i Absent
0 ELL Exempt
Grade 6 140 Total Mathematics*
(141) 139 Total Writing

140 Total Reading
0 Modified Assessment

1 Skills Checklist
0 Absent
0 ELL Exempt
Grade 7 140 Total Mathematics
(144) 140 Total Writing*
140 Total Reading
1 Modified Assessment
3 Skills Checklist
0 Absent
0 ELL Exempt
Grade 8 145 Total Mathematics
(149) 145 Total Writing*®
144 Total Reading*
146 Total Science
1 Modified Assessment
3 Skills Checklist
0 Absent
0 ELL Exempt

* 1-No Valid Score _

At the time of testing, the total census for grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 was 850 students. Of this total, 5 students were
English Language Leamners Exempt and 1 student was absent for one or more tests. 844 (99%) children were included in
the appropriate testing program. This total number of students tested represents 100% of the eligible population.

_3,.....




Connecticut Mastery Test - Fourth Generation

Grades 3 and 4 by School

12,0

MATHEMATICS WRITING READING
# of Students/Percentage # of Students/Percentage H# of Students/Percentage
Gr. 2006 2007 2008 2009 2018 2011 2012 2806 2067 2008 2009 2019 2011 2012 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 244 2012
3 Advanced
Gondwin 18/439 | 9243 14341 | 16/44.4 | 140438 | 227629 | 17/43.6 | 13/31.7 | 100263 /18,1 15/41.7 7219 14/40.0 14/33.5 16/39.6 9f24.3 6/14.6 117306 | 104313 i3571 117282
Southeast 19/40.4 | 22/44.8 | 9724.3 28/56.0 | 15/204 t 200465 | 20/476 | 21/457 § VIB47F | 1189 117228 3 15294 | 127286 11425.0 16/34.0 14/28.6 | 6/i6.2 14728.0 | 117220 13/30.2 12/279
Vinton 13/30.2 | 204465 1 27/61.4 | 30/63.8 § 16/320 | 26/51.0 | 18/43.0 | 18/41.9 | 11/26.2 | 15/34.} | 207426 ) 137263 | 97176 18/43.9 14/32.6 9/21.4 14/31.8 § 15319 | 17/34.0 8/15.7 16/39.8
Goat
Goodwin 15/36.6 | 16/43.2 { 16/39.0 | 11/306 | 9/28.1 10/28.6 | 157385 | 167300 § 14368 | 26/63.4 | 107278 ; 117344 | 13371 13432.5 16/39.0 17/45.9 | 24/585 | 16/444 | 517344 18/51.4 16/41.0
Southeast 157315 § 11/22.4 | 147378 | 16320 § 29/52.% | 197395 | 17405 | 137283 | 17/347 | 18/48.6 : 23/46.G | 18353 | 16/38.3 241545 23/48.9 2i/42.9 | 111297 § 23/46.0 | 26/52.0 16/37.2 19/44.2
Vinton 18/41.9 | &/i4.0 167364 | 12/25.5 | 2000 | 15294 1 134317 | 15349 | 15357 1 22/500 | 17362 | 153/306 § 29/56.9 10124 4 19/44.2 17/40,5 | 22/550 | 15/404 | 187350 26/51.0 $4/34.1
Proficient
CGogdwin 3/2.3 9/24.3 5/12.2 5/13.9 6/18.8 129 4/10.3 T3 7184 $A22 8167 ©/18.8 3/14.3 10/25.0 4.5 71189 3{1.3 256 263 245.7 8/20.5
Southeast 8/17.0 11/22.4 8/21.6 5/10.0 4/1.3 4/9.3 419.5 7152 101204 § 10/27.0 | 117220 | 117216 81940 7/15.9 £/12.8 3/6.1 10270 | 5/10.0 4/3.0 4/9.3 9/20.9
Vinton 5/14.0 13/30.2 /2.3 5/10.6 6/12.0 &/11.8 222G 5116 8199 &/13.6 7/54.9 15730.6 7137 8/12.5 3/7.0 8/18.0 4/9.1 5/10.6 8/16.0 B/3s.7 2/4.9
Busic
Goodwin 2/4.9 127 4/9.8 215.6 2/6.3 2457 1/2.6 3/7.3 7184 3173 4111 6183 2/5.7 008 4/9.8 2.7 3/1.3 /2.8 4/12.5 0.0 1/2.6
Southeast 364 4/8.2 /5.4 2.8 35.9 142,32 2.4 5/10.9 3.1 2/5.5 5/100 | 3/3599 3/11.% 40 0/2.0 6/12.2 4/10.8 480 51100 6/14.0 47
Vinton 2/4.7 2/4.7 0/0.0 /0.0 5/14.0 3/5.9 9/0.0 370 5143 /2.3 3/6.4 3/6.1 2.0 4/9.3 4/9.3 2443 1/2.3 4/8.5 005 4/7.8 3413
Befow Basic
Goodwin 3713 2/5.4 249 236 1/3.1 0/0.0 5.2 2445 8/0.0 0/0.0 1723 2/6.3 2.9 3/1.5 3/1.3 3/8.1 512.2 6167 3/15.6 257 317
Southeast 2/4.3 1/2.0 4/10.3 0/0.6 2/3.9 1/2.3 0/00 itk 2/4.{ 000 S0 4718 124 2/4.5 2/4.3 5/10.2 6/16.2 4/8.0 4/3.0 4/9.3 1/2.3
"":lﬁ Vinton 4/9.3 2147 0/0.0 $/0.0 3/6.0 1/2.0 124 2t 2448 0/0.0 G0 3/6.1 S/9.8 1/2.4 37.0 6/14.3 3/6.8 4/8.5 140 5/9.8 6/14.6
3 Advanced
Goodwin 11/26.8 1 20/47.6 | 187275 | 154395 | 21/618 | 15/51.7 | 287737 922.0 184425 1 13/28.2 | 9/23.7 137382 1 12/41.4 22/57.9 19/46.3 20476 | 12308 | 120316 1 10/25.4 i3/44.8 19/50.0
Southeast 13/32.5 | 15/27.8 | 14/29.2 | i2/33.3 | 16/333 1 13/265 | 15341 { 16/40.0 | 20/37.7 1 18/383 | 7119 18/37.5 8/16.7 18/40.9 11727.5 197352 | 17234 7194 10/2G.8 161327 121279
Vinten 14/28.0 | 18/38.3 1 19/432 | 27/58.7 | 33/68.8 | 26/558 1 29/56.9 1 18/36.0 | i7/362 | 16/364 | 17/38,2 | 20/408 | 15/288 19/37.3 12/24.0 i15/319 | 12273 | 17/37.0 | 18375 19/36.5 16/35,0
Goak
Goodwin 21512 | 13/31.0 § 18/45.0 | 14368 | 8/23.5 8/27.6 8/21.1 22/53.7 | 164381 16/41.0 | 19/50.0 | 12/353 § 107344 11/28%9 13/31.7 127286 -} 14/35.9 | 18/47.4 | 20/58.8 9/31.0 15/39.5
Southeast 18/45.0 | 29/53.7 | 18/37.5 & 14/38.9 | 21/43.8 | 224449 | 15/34.1 | 20/30.0 | 23/43.4 | 20/426 | 18/462 | 23/471.9 | 27563 14/31 8 22550 26/48.3 | 21447 | 16/484 1 2904 18/436.7 15/34.2
Vinten 19/38.0 1 19/40.4 | 12/27.3 1 1839.1 | 10/20.8 | 18346 | 16/31.4 § 147280 | 15337 | 1431.8 | 22/46.8 | 201408 | 23/481 23/45.1 23/46.0 19404 | 1943.2 | 21/457 | 197396 24/46.2 30/58.8
Proficient
Gogdwin 4/9.8 2/4.8 7.5 8/15.8 3/88 $M7.2 1/2.6 6/14.6 248 10725.6 | 94237 5/17.6 3/10.3 379 3713 45.5 179 4/18,5 /5.9 5/17.2 2/53
Southeast 1715 9/16.7 4/3.3 5/13.8 S/18.8 9/i8.4 97205 5.0 8/15.1 5110.6 137282 | 5/10.4 6/12.5 2/18.2 6/15.0 6/11 1 5/12.8 10278 51104 4.3 5/11.6
Vinton 13/26.0 4/8.5 117256 0/0.0 3/6.3 3/5.8 418 12/24.0 | 8/17.0 117250 | 6/128 3/16.3 417 6/i1.8 /8.0 5/10.6 3/6.8 4/8.7 478.3 6115 5/11.8
Basic
Goodwin 1/2.4 371 2150 253 2459 1/3.4 £i0.0 1/2.4 2/4.8 2451 0/G.0 3/8.8 2069 1/2.6 2/4.9 2/4.8 317 379 1/2.9 469 V26
Southeast 2.5 340G 114225 50139 24} 5/8.2 49.1 0.0 /19 4/8.5 1.7 242 4/8.3 363 1/2.5 /1.9 /4.3 /2.8 0.0 6/12,2 2/4.7
Vinton 4/8.0 5/16.6 245 2.2 0r0.¢ 1.9 0.0 6/12.06 3/6.4 3/6.8 2/4.3 £/0.0 345.5 1/2.0 5/18.0 172.1 6136 376.5 5/10.4 238 /0.0
Below Basit
Goodwin 49.8 4/9.5 2/50 1726 0/0.8 /0.0 126 3/7.3 4/9.5 S10.0 2.6 0700 2/6.2 s 49 8 49,5 317 126 1/2.9 000 WZ6
Southeast /2.5 /1.9 /2.1 0/00 0.8 1/2.0 123 50 1415 &5.0 /0.0 /0.8 3463 1/2.3 /0.0 237 7114.9 256 4/8.3 241 4/9.3
Vinton 0/0.3 if2.1 0.0 /0.5 2/4.2 1/1.9 /3.9 0/0.0 243 0/0.0 109 5/9.6 2/3.9 &/12.0 7149 4/9.1 2.2 2/4.2 1/1.9 4/7.8




Connecticut Mastery Test - Fourth Generation/

Grades 5 - 8
Mathematics Writing
# of Students/Percentage # of Students/Percentage
Gr 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2006 2607 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

5 | Advanced 471318 | 411308 | 65/468 | 49/36.0 | 480356 | VB39 | 64/44.1 | 50/33.8 | 50376 | 62/44.9 | 5BM0.9 : 531360 | 66M68 | 40278
Goal 58/39.2 | 55/414 | 49348 | 48353 | £2/455 | 49/34.8 | 58386 | 57/3B5 | 45368 | 541391 | 43314 | 520382 | 48315 | 61424
Proficient 27182 ¢ 23173 1 1302 | 22M62 | 18133 | 1285 1 15103 | 20135 | 22165 | 15108 | 23168 | 23169 | 24170 | 26181
Basic 9161 10175 8/8.7 1410.3 43.0 3121 6/4.1 12/8.1 6/4.5 428 i2/8.8 6/44 5/3.5 9/6.3
Below Basic | 7147 428 53.5 32.2 32.2 0.7 4128 9161 6/4.5 32.2 32.2 215 in.7 8/5.6
Total# 148 133 141 136 135 141 145 148 133 138 137 136 141 144
Students

§ | Advanced 33243 | B4/418 | 47346 1 65M5.1 | 58307 | 60M32 | 73524 | 47348 | 467289 | 20213 | 480343 | 49/336 | 400353 | 78/561
Goal 70515 | BOB2T | 56412 | 48340 | 58307 | 50/360 | 48/34.3 | 52382 | 58377 | 6363 | 61438 | 66M52 | 56/M03 | 471338
Proficient 17125 | 280183 | 21154 | 17M21 | 23168 | 23165 | 18107 | 22162 | 33214 | 26197 | 18M29 | 24/164 | 26187 i 1072
Basit 130.6 7/4.6 5137 543 534 53,6 214 1181 12/7.8 10/7.4 750 324 53.6 32.2
BelowBasic | 322 4i2.6 15,1 535 214 1107 214 4i2.8 5i3.2 8i5.9 6/4.3 427 322 0.7
Total # 135 163 136 141 146 139 140 136 153 136 140 148 136 139
Students

7 | Advanced 68/41.0 | 50/35.2 § T0/M43 | 571429 | 75524 | 62437 | 61436 | 77458 | 60/304 | THAM7.2 | H43Q7 | 6BM7E | 61M27 | 55/303
Goal 57034.3 1 B4/45.1 | 560354 | 487367 | 40/28.0 | 47/33.1 | 5057 | 52310 | 548G | 50/314 | 56M41.2 | 48322 | 47328 | 550393
Proficient 21127 | 17120 | 26M65 | 201150 | 194133 | 25M176 | 29150 | 17101 | 20141 | 18M13 | 1288 | 7A1S | 22154 | 20143
Basic 7/4.2 6/4.2 3.9 753 4728 Bi5.6 429 1377 74.9 10/8.3 6/4.4 6i4.2 16/7.0 857
Below Basic | 1378 5135 39 10.8 535 0.0 4/2.9 954 5135 6/3.8 8/5.9 /4.2 324 214
Total # 166 142 158 133 143 142 140 168 142 159 138 143 143 140
Students

8 | Advanced 751468 | 74/438 | 45302 | 63384 | 57413 | 70/486 | 56/3B6 | 68M28 | 73M32 | 45/30.2 | B4S25 | 5710 551377 | 57/39.3
Goal 550344 | 61381 | 66M4.3 | 68MZ5 | 551300 | 46319 | 51/362 | B84/40.3 | 591349 | 72483 | 55/34.4 | BRM1T | BBM6E | B1M4Z1
Proficient 23144 | 17M01 | 241184 | 20M25 | 20145 | 17M18 | 320221 1 19119 | 21124 | 18107 | 1275 10/7.2 12082 1 211145
Basic 5i3.1 6i3.6 9/6.0 5i3.1 214 5/3.5 6/4.1 4125 185 8/5.4 744 9/8.5 321 534
BelowBasic | 2/13 1165 5(3.4 425 4/2.9 §/4.2 G0 425 53.0 8/5.4 21.3 53.6 8/5.5 0.7
Total # 160 169 158 160 138 144 145 159 169 143 150 139 146 145
Students

Gr Reading Science
# of Students/Percentage # of Students/Percentage
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2008 2007 2008 2008 2010 2011 2012

5 | Advanced 51345 | 370278 | 40284 | 320234 | 10/294 | B3/376 | 38/268 N/A N/A 52369 | 60/438 | 50/365 | 62437 | 831434
Goal 6005 3 500444 | 69489 | 60/504 1 B1B7.5 | 5811 | 66458 NiA NiA 69/489 | 50/385 | 57/416 | 50M15 | 530366
Proficient 174 12160 1 16M1.3 | 1180 | 22162 | 151106 | 16113 NiA NIA 151106 | 241153 | 191139 | 17120 | 16110
Basic 1474 8i6.0 5/3.5 107.3 6/4.4 /4.3 8156 N/A N/A 535 322 9/6.6 21,4 17,5
BelowBasic | 15/109 | 17128 | 1178 | 15108 | 171125 9/6.4 151106 N/A NIA 0090 3/2.2 215 214 24
Total# 48 133 4 137 136 41 142 N/A N/A 0/0.0 137 137 147 145
Students

6 | Advanced 54397 1 BBMIT.T | 480356 ] 541386 | 60M11 | 59M24 | 517364 RA N/A NIA N/A /A N/A /A
Goal 16M1.2 | 60/39.6 | 58M3.0 | 66471 | 62425 | BO/AB.C | 70400 NIA N/A NIA N/A /A N/A N/A
Proficient 8/5.5 1710 1 1184 321 1389 | 17H22 | 12186 N/A NiA N/A NiA N/A NIA N/A
Basic 751 8/5.2 867 5358 4.7 10702 3iz1 N/A N/A N/A A NIA Ni& NFA
BelowBasic | 1181 106.5 9i6.7 12/8.6 7148 322 429 N/A N/A NfA N/A N/A N/A NiA
Total # 136 153 135 140 46 139 140 NIA NiA N/A N/A NA /A N/A
Students :

T | Advanced 79475 | 65461 | 81616 | 54M06 | TOMB0 | 60M25 | 53450 /A N/A NiA A N/A NiA N/A
Goal 54/32.5 | 56/30.7 | 54/344 | 621466 | 570389 | 551303 | HOM21 /A N/A NfA N/A N/A N/A NIA
Proficient 1166 5i3.5 6/3.8 7153 214 9/6.4 /6.4 N/A NiA NIA N/A N/A N/A /A
Basic 5(3.0 7150 6/3.8 5/3.8 8/5.6 BIET 513.6 NIA NiA NiA NIA NIA NiA N/A
Below Basic | 17/10.2 8/5.7 1084 5i3.8 6/4.2 Bi5.7 4/2.9 N/A NIA NiA /A NIA NiA NFA
Total # 166 141 57 133 143 140 140 /A N/A NIA N/A NIA WA NIA
Students

8 i Advanced 77M78 | 80/471 | GBS | THMY2 | 61439 | T6/528 | 47M65 N/A N/A 48/32.0 | 83/52.2 | 50/36.2 | 69410 | 50/34.2
Goal 64/39.8 | B3/37.1 | /7480 | B3/386 | 56/M40.3 | 48/33.3 | 55/38.2 N/A N/A 790527 | 590371 | 67M8.6 | 69/479 | 64438
Proficient 9/5.8 7i4.1 8/5.4 8/5.0 Hrs 535 10/6.9 N/A N/A 11773 BiS.0 13124 749 14126
Basic anz 529 5i3.4 638 425 428 5i3.5 NiA NiA 3/2.0 531 5/3.6 321 9/6.2
Below Basic | 8/55 15188 1 11174 744 750 178 7/4.9 N/A N/A 9i6.0 4i2.5 32.2 6/4.2 9/6.2
Total # 161 170 144 159 139 144 144 A NFA 150 158 138 144 146
Students
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CMT Interpretive Guide

PURPOSE OF THE CMT INTERPRETIVE GUIDE

The Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) Interprefive Guide is desighed o help students, parents,
educators, the general public, and members of the media understand and explain the resuits of
the CMT. This guide provides interpretation rules to consider when analyzing CMT data and
information about making valid comparisons of student performance.

Sample paper reports (e.g., individual Student Report) are included in this guide. A complete list
of paper reports provided to each sc hool district is jocated on page 54.

CMT results are also available on the Connecticut CMT Online Reports Web site
(www.ctreports.com). The Public Summary Performance Reports site provides school district
personnel and the gene ral public access to state, district, and school performance results. The
data can be disaggregated by gender, ethnicity/race, free/reduced meal, special education, and
English language learner (ELL) status. The Individual Student Performance Reports site is
password profected and provides school district users access to individual student performance
resuits.

The CMT is only one indicator of student performance. CMT results should be used along with
other information, such as class work and other tests, when making educational decisions.

Additional information about the CMT is available through the Student Assessment link on the
Connecticut State Department of Education (CSDE) Web site (www.ct.gov/sde}. General
questions about the CMT should be directed to the Student A ssessment Office at
860-713-6860 or CMT@ct.gov.

Specific questions about individual student resuits should be directed to local school personnel.



CMT Interpretive Guide

THE TESTS

Connecticut General Statutes {Section 10-14n) mandate that the State Board of Education shalt
administer an annual statewide mastery test to all public school students enrolled in Grades 3
through 8. Students are assessed in reading, writing, mathematics, and science (Grades 5 and
8). The purpose of the CMT is to provide for a statewide evaluation of siudent performance and
to ensure that students’ academ ic strengths and weaknesses are identified.

THE STANDARD CMT

The standard CMT assesses essential reading, writing, mathematics, and science (Grades 5
and B} skills. The specific skill areas included in the CMT were reviewed and revised by content
consultants and com mittees of educators from across the state. Pilof {ests were administered
during the years prior to actual test form construction. The content areas focus on the following
skills and strands:

The Mathematics test is administered in two test sessions in Grades 3 and 4, and in three test
sessions in Grades 5 through 8. T he test draws from 25 content strands which are represented
and aligned with the content and performance standards delineated in the FreK—8 Connecticut
Mathernatics Curriculum Standards. Students respond to multiple choice, grid-in (Grades 5-8
only) and open-ended test item s. Additiona! information about the Mathematics test is available
in the CMT Mathematics Hangbook.

The Science test is administered in Grades & and 8. T he test assesses science knowledge and
abilities described in the 2004 Core Science Curriculum Framework. The Grade 5 test includes
expected performances and inquiry standards for Grades 3, 4, and 5. T he Grade 8 test includes
expected performances and inquiry standards for Grades 6, 7, and 8. Students respond to
muitiple-choice and open-ended test items. Additionatl information about the Science test is
available in the CMT Science Handbook and the CMT Science Test Format.

The Reading test is comprised of three test sessions, the Degrees of Reading Power® (DRF)
and two {est sessions of Reading Comprehension. The DRP is a holistic, multiple-choice
measure of reading ability. This test measures a student’s ability to understand nonfiction
English prose on a graduated scale of reading difficulty. The Reading Com prehension test
sessions consist of narrative and informational passages on a variety of topics. Students
respond to multiple-choice and open-ended questions after reading each passage.

The Writing test is comprised of two test sessions, the Direct Assessment of Writing (DAW)
and Editing & Revising. The DAW test session requires students to write a response to a
prompt. The DAYV assesses how well students can communicate written ideas in a coherent,
elaborated, and organized way. The Editing & Revising test session Is a mulitiple-choice test that
measures the writing process. Students are provided with scenarios and rough drafts followed
by sets of questions. '

The Reading and Writing tests draw from content and performance standards delineated in the

2006 Connecticut English Lanquage Arts Curricufum Framework. Additional information about
the Reading and Writing tests is available in the CMT Language Arts Handbook.




CMT Interpretive Gujde

THE CMT MODIFIED ASSESSMENT SYSTEM (MAS)

The CMT Modified Assessment System (MAS) is a modified assessment designed fo be more
appropriate for those special education students w hose disability would preciude them, during a
given school year, from achieving grade-level proficiency on the standard CMT. The student’s
Individualized Education Program ({EP) team determines if a student meets the eligibility criteria
to be assessed with the CMT MAS in mathematics and/or reading. Students who are
administered the CMT MAS in mathematics and/or reading participate in the standard grade-
level CMT for all other content areas, Additional information about the CMT MAS is available on
the CSDE Web site.

The MAS Mathematics test is administered in two test sessions in Grades 3 and 4, and in three
test sessions in Grades 5 through 8. The test draws from 25 content strands which are
represented and aligned with the content and performance standards delineated in the PreK-8
Connecticut Mathematics Curriculum Standards. The CMT MAS Mathematics test includes
multiple-choice and a limited number of open-ended questions. T he test question formats are
similar to those on the standard M athematics test with modifications such as more accessible
presentation of text and graphics, embedded graphic organizers, and scaffolding of multi-step
problems.

The MAS Reading test is comprised of three test sessions, the MAS Degrees of Reading
Power® (DRP) and two test sessions of MAS Reading Comprehension. The MAS DRP is a
holistic, multiple-choice measure of reading ability, This test is designed to measure a student’s
ability to understand nonfiction English prose on a graduated scale of reading difficulty. The test
is similar to the standard DRP with the modifications of more accessible presentation of text, a
~combination of shortened and fult iength DRP passages, and four answer choices rather than
five, The MAS Reading Comprehension test sessions consist of narrative and informational
passages on a variety of topics. Students respond to multiple-choice and a limited number of
open-ended questions af ter reading each passage. T he test question formats are similar fo
those on the standard Reading Com prehension test with modifications such as more accessible
presentation of text and embedded scaffolding within questions.



CMT Interpretive Guide

THE CMT SKILLS CHECKLISTY

The CMT Skills Checklist is an alternate assessment designed for students with significant
cognitive impairments. The student's Individualized Education Program (IEP) team must
determine that the student meets ALL of the foliowing criteria to be assessed with the CMT
Skills Checklist:

1. The student has a significant cognitive disability;

2. The student requires intensive individualized instruction to acquire, maintain, or
generalize skills that students without disabilities typically develop outside of a school
setting;

3. The student reguires dire ct instruction in multiple settings fo successfully generalize
skills to natural setiings, including home, school, and community, and

4. The student's instructional program includes participation in the general education
curricuium to the extent appropriate and may also include a functional and life skills
component,

The CMT Skills Checklist is used to assess academic skills in language arts, mathematics, and
science (Grades 5 and 8). The ac ademic skills sections of the CMT Skills Checklist corresponds
to grade-level performance standards and specific expected performance statements that are
found in the Connecticut curriculum frameworks.

The CMT Skills Checklist includes Access Skills that are rated on the following:
+  Communication (Receptive, E xpressive, and Social Interactive Communication)
= Basic Literacy

»  Quantitative (Basic Spatial Relationships)

Additiona} information about the CMT_Skills Checklist is available through the Student
Assessment link on the CSDE Web site.
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THE SCORES (Standard and MAS)

Each student who completes the CMT (standard and MAS) receives a total scale score for each
content area. Scale scores are based on the raw scores (i.e., number of points earned). These
raw scores are converted to scale scores to ensure accurate comparisons of student performance
across different forms of the test by adjusting for slight differences in difficulty between test forms.
Estahlished psychometric procedures are used to ensure that a given scal e score represents the
same level of performance regardiess of the test form. For example, if a student receives a scale
score of 270 on one form of the test and another student earns a 270 on a later form of the same
test, the scaling process ens ures that both scores represent the same level of performance.
Based on this, scale scores are especially suitable for comparing the performance of different
groups of students in the same grade from year to year and for maintaining the same
performance standard across the y ears. While scale scores are comparable across forms in a
given content area within the same grade, they are not comparable across content areas or ,
grades. For instance, a scale score on the Mathematics test should not be compared with a scale
score on the Reading test, nor should a sc ale score on a Grade 3 test be com pared with a scale
score on a Grade 4 test. See page 20 for additional information about analyzing CMT scores.

MATHEMATICS (Standard and MAS)
A total mathematics scale score ranging from 100 to 400 is reported. A total mathematics raw
score is reported as well as a score relative to the mastery criteria for each tested content strand.

SCIENCE

A total science scale score ranging from 100 to 400 is reported. A total science raw score is
reported for each content sfrand and dimension. There are no established mastery criteria for
this test.

READING (Standard and MAS)

A total reading scale score ranging from 100 fo 400 is based on a com bination of scores from
two reading tests, the Degrees of Reading Power® (DRP) and Reading Comprehension. A DRP
unit score is reported, as well as a score relative to the mastery criteria for the four Reading
Comprehension content strands. Each test accounts for 50% of the total reading scale s core.

WRITING
A total writing scale score ranging from 100 to 400 is based on a com bination of scores from
fwo writing tests, the Direct Assessment of Writing (DAW) and Editing & Revising. A DAW
holistic score that ranges from 2 to 12 is reported. A student may receive an NS, non-scorable,
if the written response is:

(1) A copy of the prompt

(2) Wrritten in a language other than English

(3) Too brief to score

(4) Hlegible :

{5) Written about something other than the topic indicated by the prompt

A score relative to the mastery criteria for the two Editing & Revising content strands is also
reported, The DAW accounts for 60% and Editing & Revising accounts for 40% of the total
writing scale score.

Detailed information regarding the calculation of scale scores is available in the 2012 CMT
Score Conversion Tables/Technical Bulletin available on the CSDE Web site (www.ct.gov/sde).

_10......
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TABLE 1

MANSFIELD MIDDLE SCHOOL
CLASS OF 2012

Percent of Students Above
Remedial Standard from C.M.T. Scores

Mathematics Writing Reading Science

Grade 3 ("07) B Grade 4 ("08) & Grade 5 ('09) E Grade 6 ('10) B Grade 7 ('11) @ Grade 8 ('12)




Report - CMT Data Interaction

Matched Comparison: All Performance Levels
Mansfield, Grade 3, 2011, Grade 4, 2012

sfiathematics - Numiber Matched

Grade 4, 2012 )
Gredi 3, 2041 Toial
Below Basic gaslc Proficient Goai Advanced
Below Basls : 1 0 _© 0 3
Basie 2 ? 0 [} 5
Proficient 0 1 9
Goal 0 4 41
Advanced 0 ] 65
Total 4 4 13 3B 87 123
wReading » Number Matched
Grade 3, 2041 - Grade 4, 2012 Total
Below Basic Basic Pioficient Geal Adyenced i
Below Basic ' 1
Basic [
Proficlent 13
Goal 59
Advanced 3z
Totat 123
sWriting » Number Matched
) Grade 4, 2012
Grade 3, 2041 Total
pelow Basic pasic Proficient Goal Advanced
Below Basic 1 3 o} 0 7
Basic 7 ' B
Praficlerd 0 18
Gosl o] £8
Advanced 0 34
Total 4 P21

Notes This report does not include ELL-Exempt students, or students thet have invalid scores for one or bath years.
Click the celi 15 dril down e the individuat students’ scores.
By federa! law, race/ethnicily categeries were changed in 2011,

we] 2—



Report - CMT Data Interaction

Matched Comparison: All Performance Levels
Mansfield, Grade 4, 2011; Grade 5, 2012

pMathematics - Mumber Matched

Grade 5, 202

Crade 4, 2011 Total

Below Basic Basic Proficient Goal Advanced
Bejow Basic ¥ 0 0 [} 0 p
Basic 0 &
Proficient 1 17
Goal ‘0 a7
Advenced 0 56
Totat 3 128

wReading ~ Number Matched

Grady 4, 2014 Gredo 5, 2012 Tetal

Below Baslc Basic Proficient Goal Advanned
Below Basic / 1 0 1 0 2
Basic El
Proficient 12
Goal ‘63
Advanced 34
Total 127

sWrting - Number Matched
Grade 5, 2012

Grade 4, 2041 Total

Below Basic pasic Proficient Goal Advanced
Below Basic i 1 2 i 0 4
Bagic 2 0 50
Preficient 4 3 Q 16
Goal 0 3 ] &0
Advanced o] 1 0 48
Totat 3 9 24 57 35 128

Note: This report dees not include ELL-Exempt students, or students that have invalid scores for one or beth years.
Click the cel to drili down o the individual students’ scores,
By federal law, racefethnicily categories were changed in 2011,

....13_



Report - CMT Data Interaction

Matched Comparison: Al Performance Levels
Mansfield, Grade 5, 2011; Grade 5, 2012

sifathematics - Number Matched

Grage 8, 2012
Grade 8, 2011 Total
Below Basle % Basic Proficient Gea] Advanced
Below Basic o] 1 0 o] 1
Basic 1 3
Proficient 0 0 i
Goal 4] 0 46
'L Advanced o 0 69
Totat k] 1 13 44 71 130
apReading - Number Matched
Greade 6, 2012
Grade 5, 2011 Yeovmt
Below Basic Basic Proficient Goal Advanced
Below Basic 1 2 3 0 a
Bagis o s 5
Proficient a] 1 14
Goal 0 0 55
Advanced o] 0 ; 47
Totai 2 2 10 67 49 130
Writing - Number Maiched
Gradoe 6, 2012
Grade 5§, 2011 Total
Below Basic Baslc Proficient Goal Advanced
Beiow Basit k| [/ 0 1
Basic Q % 2 4
Proficient 0 1] 5 23
Gioal 0 1 1 39
Advanced 0 0 0 52
Total 0 z a 129

Note: This report does not Include ELL-Exempt students, or studznis that have invalid scores for one or both years.
Click the cell to drili down {0 the individual students’ scores.
By federaf law, race/ethnicity categories were changed in 2011,
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Report - CMT Data Interaction

Matched Comparisan: All Perfermance Lavels
Mansfield, Grade 6, 2011; Grade 7, 2012

sMathematics - Number Matched

. Grade 7, 2012
Grade 6, 2074 Totat
Beiow Basic Basiz Proficlent Goal Advanced
Below Basle L 1 0 0 0 2
Basiq 2 5
Proficient [¢] 1 29
Goai 0 o} 48
Advanted 1 0 57
Totad 4 4 133
sReading - Mumber Matched
Grade 7, 2042
Grags 6, 2011 - Total
: Below Basic Basic Proficient Gosgl Advanced
Below Basid {0 : q 0 0 4
Basic i 4 5 o 10
Proficlent Q i i 11 V] 16
Goal 0 3 8 1 49
Advanced 0 0 0 5 58
Total 4 4 [ 56 61 133
sWriting - Numbey Matched
Grado 7, 2012
Grade 5, 2011 - Total
Below Basic Basie Proficient Goal Advanced
Below Basic S 0 1 1 0 E]
Basic ; 0 5
Preficiont 4 3 24
Goal 2 18 53
Advanced 0 a : 47
Totat 2 7 17 62 &4 132

Moter Thiz report doas not includs ELL-Exemnpt students, or students ihat have Invalid scores for one or bath years,
Click the cell ko drilt down to the individual students™ scores,
8y federal law, race/ethnicity ategories were ¢hanged in 2011.
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Report - CMT Data Interaction

Matched Comparison: All Performance Leveis
Mansfield, Grade 7, 2011; Grade 8, 2012

piMathematics - Number Matched

Grade 8, 2012 ,
Grade 7, 2091 Taotal
Below Bagie Basic Proficient Goal Advanced
Below Basic 0 0 0 0
Sasic 0 4 o 1] &
Proficient b 3 ‘ D 24
Goal 0 0 5 44
Advance 0 0 50
Total 0 g 26 48 54 133
zReading - Number Matched
Grage B, 2042
Grade 7, 2011 - Totaf
Below Basic Baslc Proficlen] Goal Advanced
Below Basic 0 1 [s} =]
Basgic i 4 1 0 3
Proficient i 2]
Goaj o o &1
Adyanced 0 0 58
Total § 5 131
sWriting - Number Matched
Grade 8, 2012 .
Grady 7, 2011 Totaf
Below Basic Basic Froficient Goat Advanced
Below Basle 3
Basic 0 g
Proficient 0 19
Goat 0 43
Advanced s} 51
Total G 134

Note: This report doey net include ELL-Exempt students, or students that have invalid scores for one or both years.
Ciick the cel to drill down to the individual students® scores,
By federal taw, racefethnicity categories were changed in 2021,
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Reading/Language Arts District Assessments Administration Schedule 2012-2013

PAST

*Subtests not [i500 it
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Mathematics District Assessments Administration Schedule 2012-2013

Grade Test Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar. Apr May June
K Kindergarten Test admin: Test admin: Test admin:
Cumulative Qct 17-28 Feb 13-Mar May 21—
Assessment Scare entry. Z June 1
Qct 25- Score entry: Score entry:
Movit Feb 27 - May 28 -
Mar 19 June 12

N
T
B! 24 i , e o . - o ] L L
2 Number Corper | Bassline NC Check-up NG Check- NC Check- NC Check-
Test admin: | 14 up 2 Jupd up 4
Sept 24-28 Tesi admin: Test admin: Test admin: Test admin:
Scoreentry: | Qct 29-Nov 2 Jan 28-Feb Mar 25 - Apr Jun 2-7
Sept 24 - Score eniry: 1 5 Score entry:
Oct5 Oct 29-Nov 9 Score entry: Scoreentry: | Jun 2-16
Jan 28- Fely Mar 25- Apr
8 . 12
Unit To be entered within 2 weeks of completion of the unit
Assessments*




Number Corner | Baseline NC Check-up NC Chegk- NC Check- NG Check-
' Test admin: | 1 up 2 up 3 up 4
Sept 24-28 Test admin: Test admin: Test admin: Test admin:
Score enfry: | Oct 28-Nov 2 Jan 28-Feb Mar 25 — Apr Jun 27
Sept 24 - Score entry: 1 5 Scaore entry:
Qct5 QOct 29- Mov 9 Score entry: Score entry: Jun 2-16
Jan 28-Feb Mar 25- Apr
8 12
Unit To be entered within 2 weeks of completion of the unit
Assessments

Assessments
Hita

Unit
Assessments

,To be ehtered

REr b

witﬁin 2 weeks' of completion of the unit

| Unit Assessments — Please refer to your grade level Assessment Calendar in your assessment binder due to changes in the order of units due to
r> CMT and M’ schedules.




SUMMARY/DISCUSSION

Introduction

This school year student achievement was evaluated with the Connecticut
Mastery Test (grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8). The Connecticut Mastery Test is a
criterion-referenced instrument developed by the Connecticut State
Department of Education for use by schools in this state. Administration of
this test is mandated by state statute.

A criterion referenced test measures student performance against a specific
standard of expected achievement (the criterion) and does not typicaily
make provisions for comparing one group of students with another.

The value of a particular score largely depends on the extent to which there
is an appropriate match between test items and local curriculum.
Acknowledging that one of the objectives of testing is to evaluate our
instructional effectiveness, then clearly the tests we use should measure
objectives that are in our curriculum and that have been taught. For this
reason the questions that one should ask when reviewing test results are: (1)
to what extent do these results accurately measure the movement of our
students through our established curriculum; (2) if there is not a "good"
match between test and curriculum how can this be corrected; and (3) is the
fact that national test items do not always match our curriculum cause for
concem? Stated differently, are we confident that our local curriculum
offerings are those that are best for our students, irrespective of what other
states or other communities have chosen to teach?

In summary, the best tests are those that closely parallel the scope and
sequence of the curriculum being taught. The selection or development of
tests that provide for such a match should always be of primary concern
when designing a testing program.

D




2011-2012 Results - Findings, Issues, and Actions

Participation rates on grade level tests are high (99.3%).
A substantial percentage of students achieved an advanced level score (26.6%-56.1%).
A low percentage of students achieved either a basic or below basic score (0% - 10.5%).

Approximately two thirds (66.7%) of all students reached or exceeded the state goal on all tests
(59.2% - grade 3) (71.9% - grade 4) (56.8% - grade 5)(80.0% - grade 6) (67.4% - grade 7) (65.1% -
grade 8) :

District scores exceeded the state average in each grade and in each area tested.

Data from other school districts including Type of Community and District Reference Groups will be
reviewed for possible enhancement of our instructional program.

- Continued staff emphasis on addressing individual student needs in the regular classroom (Tier 1), as
well as through support services (Tier 11, Tier III), will be needed for students not achieving the state
goal on one or more tests.

Continued staff emphasis on addressing individual student needs in the regular classroom (Tier I, as
well as through support services (Tier I, Tier I1T), will be needed for students not achieving the state
goal on one or more tests.

The Mansfield Public Schools K-8 program continues to produce a high percentage of students
who meet or exceed Connecticut Mastery Test proficiency standards (87.7%) as grade eight
students.

Results for grade eight students who have taken the Connecticut Mastery Test- Fourth
Generation at six grade levels indicate that 95 students 65.1% achieved at or above the state goal
in all four areas, Mathematics, Reading, Science, and Writing.

Connecticut Mastery Test scores in grades three, four, five, six, seven, and eight indicate that,
although the number of students in need of intervention is relatively low, there are a number of
students who have not yet reached the state goal.

Efforts at remedial assistance will be focused on improving individual student achievement
levels over time.

Mathematics objectives have been revised fo include objectives listed in the Connecticut
Standards and the fourth generation of the Connecticut Mastery Test. The text series in grades
five through eight is being supplemented by additional resources to address computation. Year
Five implementation of the Bridges in Mathematics Program in grades K-5 has begun.

The Mansfield Public Schools Literacy Plan continues to focus on addressing the needs of

students K-3 who are not progressing at an appropriate pace in Reading. We will continue to
implement both remedial reading instruction as well as Success with Early Intervention

-3



Techniques (S.W.E.IT.) instruction to assist students, In addition, through a targeted summer
school program, we will provide additional intervention instruction. We are currently in year
twelve of a reading series implementation.

Orientation sessions for newly hired classroom teachers will be held prior to the start of the
school year to insure that staff is familiar with the test they will administer in the spring as well
as objectives to be taught during the school year to ensure future student success.

Orientation sessions and printed resources for all staff will be reviewed during the 2012-2013
school year in preparation for spring 2013 admlmstlatlon of the Connecticut Mastery Test -
Fourth Generation.

The mechanics of test administration will be reviewed with all appropriate staff to maximize
student achievement. This process will consist of building-level discussions to review both the
sequence and timing of individual subtests.

Differentiated Instruction will be used as a catalyst to msure that regular classroom instruction
expands its focus on pre-assessment, selective remediation and/or reinforcement for identified
students, as well as appropriate challenge activities for students demonstrating a high level(s) of
achievement.

District Language Arts and Mathematics Consultants and Building-based Literacy Coaches will
provide support and assistance to individual classroom teachers and support services teachers to
provide enhanced instructional strategies designed to meet individual student needs, as well as
assisting the district in the review and purchase of instructional materials and providing timely
professional development for teachers.

Science teachers will review fifth year results in grades five and eight and focus instruction to
address identified areas.

Principals will meet with grade level teams to review Tier I, II, and III student progress and
adjust support and intervention strategies and programs as needed.

_..24..



The following issues and actions have been identified by teaching and administrative staff and will be addressed
as outlined:

ISSUES ACTIONS TO BE TAKEN
1) Implementation of a The Language Arts teachers will continue to implement a revised
Language Arts Management | Language Arts Curriculum during the 2012-2013 school year.

Plan

K-6 District staff will implement the anthology, Houghton Mifflin,

Reading, A Legacy of Liferacy (year 12), to support reading as well as

writing and spelling in selected grades. The district will review and

revise the Literacy Plan to enhance reading opportunities and

instruction for all students.

Administrators and the Language Arts/Reading Consultant will

continue to work with current staff members to enhance the writing

program, define instructional reading levels at each grade, and

provide workshops for all new staff.

Language Arts Council members and administrators will continue to

work with staff to develop formative and summative assessment tools

which measure performance in the area of writing, reading, and

spelling.

Administrators will continue to provide professional development

training based on staff need.

2} Implementation of Bridges in | K-5 mathematics teachers will implement the Bridges in
Mathematfics K-5 Muathematics year five plan.

Mathematics consultant and trained teacher leaders will provide

support for K-5 during year four implementation.

3) Review of individual student | Principals, classroom teachers, and support services personnel will
results: review individual student results, implementing a Tier 1, T1, TII

protocol .

Remedial assistance will be planned for and provided as needed.

Students will be monitored and tested to assess progress.

4) Grade level building results: Grade level teachers, building coaches, district consultants, building

principals, and the superintendent will review grade level results and

propose strategies to enhance student performance as needed.

5) Curriculum alignment: Appropriate cwrriculum councils will review Connecticut Mastery
Test - Fourth Generation results, as well as align to Common Core
State Standards (CCSS) and recommend test or curriculum
adjustments as necessary.

Language Arts and Mathematics curriculum guides will acknowledge
and denote Connecticut Mastery Test - Fourth Generation objectives
with alignment to the Common Core State Standards (CCSS) at
appropriate grade levels.

Appropriate staff will investigate districts that have shown
consistently positive results at particular grade levels.

Science teachers will review and revise our current program based on
an outside evaluation and will prepare changes to the K-8 scope and
sequence in order to prepare for the CMT science test administered in
grades five and eight, '

._...25'...



ISSUES

ACTIONS TO BE TAKEN

6) Staff development:

A significant amount of professional development time will
be devoted to implementing the Bridges in Mathematics
program to include unit pacing and assessments.

As veteran staff teaching mathematics and language arts
retire, it is important that the district orient and support new
staff, providing a clear initial structure for curriculum,
instruction, and assessment.

Additional opportunities for staff training in instructional
techniques related to mathematics, writing, reading, and
spelling will be provided to enhance teachers’ ability to work
with students requiring remedial assistance.

Staff will be encouraged to attend State of Connecticut,
Department of Education TEAM training which has a strong
emphasis on the teaching and learning process.

Technology applications will be explored for their benefits in
enhancing student proficiency and achievement in all areas
currently fested.

Literacy coaches will support and sustain training to all
kindergarten, grade one, two, and three teachers regarding
Literacy How strategies,

6) Connecticut Mastery Test — Fourth
Generation

Staff will again review changes in the fourth generation of
the Connecticut Mastery Test to include: student objectives,
testing format, guidelines for testing students, and score
report changes with particular attention to the students with
disabilities subgroup.

7) Sub-Group Results

The district will continue to review various sub-groups of
students to determine if any particular group of students is in
need of specific interventions.

8) Additional Support

The distriet will review current support and interventions
available to our students in both Language Arts and
Mathematics. We will explore the possibility of extended
day, weekend, and summer programming options, including
online programs for students in need of additional support.

A full day kindergarten program for all students will be
implemented at each elementary school (Year §).

Additional days of summer school instruction for identified
students will be implemented to the extent possible.

Study Island will be made available to all grade three and

four students to provide practice in reading and mathematics
(Year 4).
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
STATE BOARD QF EDUCATION

TO: Superintendents of Schools
Executive Directors, Regional Educational Service Centers
Charter School Leaders

FROM: Stefan Pryor i
Commissioner of Education Mf\n ’]’2@"7

DATE: Augnst I, 2012

SUBJECT: Schoo! Disirict Profiles

As we discussed at the meeting regarding Connecticut’s new accountability system on July 23%,
school performance and progress in the 2012-13 school year will be assessed using different
indicators. Using data from previous years (including 2011-12), the Comnecticut State
Department of Education (C8DE) has set differentiated performance targets for districts, schools,
and subgroups for the 2012-13 school year,

In this mailing, pleass find school profiles for all schools in your district and distiict profiles that
capture performance across schools. 1f a representative from your district was unable to atiend
the meeting on. Monday when the new metrics were explained, we bave also incinded a copy of
the presentation slides, a desoription of the new accountability indlcators, and a summary of the
NCLB waiver flexibilities,

Please visit the CSDE website at: htgn//wwrw.csde state.ct.us/public/cedar/nelb/index.him to
access these documents and to listen 10 a narrated presentation that explains our new
measurement and accouniability system.

If you have eny further questions about the new indicatos, please contact Gilbert Andrada at
gilbert.andrada@cet.goy.

ce: District Test Coordinators

P.0, Box 2219 & Hatford, Comecticat 06105
An Bgual Opportunity Employer

—-27 -



Connecticut State Department of Education
CRAT District Performance Targets for the 2012-2013 School Year

11078

MANSFHELD
Participation DPt Baselins DP1 DPy
indicator Rate {2011-12} {3-year Avg.} Performance
{2011-12) Target
, {2012-13)

District Performance Index (DP1) 100.0% 88.9 88.1 NMaititain
DP: Students with Disabilities 100.0% 60.8 59.4 617
bP1: Elfigible for Free or Reduced Price Lunch 100.0% 76.7 76.4 71.4
LoPl Black
3P Hispanic 100.0% 79.7 B0.5 811
DP1: English Language Learners 100.0% 543, 64.1 66.1
DP Subject: Reading 99.6% 87.6 86.6 86.7
[DP1 Subjaci: Mathematics 100.0% 90.7 90.3 Maintzin
DPi Subject: Writing 45.6% §9.3 28.3 Maintain
DPI Subject: Stience 100.0% 88,5 50.5 Maintain

Please note that these are the baseling data for Connecticut's new accountability system, Where sufficient data were
unavailable to calculate & three-yesr achievement average using 2010, 2011, and 2012 data {he. n<20), the most
recent data were used as the baseline value. These data should not be used to rank or classify schools, They are
provided for use by districts and schools to support planning and goal-setting. More Information about these
indicators Is available in the explanatory documents.

At the time of this printing, the procedure to implement the caps on achievement at the Goal level on the Skilis
Checklist and the MAS {1% on Skills Checkiist, 2% on MAS, or 3% combined between both tests} were belng finalized.
implementing this procedure is unlikely to alter a baseline figure. Nevertheless, new district reports will be Issued
when the procedure for implementing it as part of this sccountability system has been approved.
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LConnecticut State Departiment of Education

11078

CRT School Performance Targets for the 2012-2018 School Year

MANSFIELD DORCTHY C GOODWIN
Participation 5Pt Baseline SP sPl
indicator Rate {2011~12} {3-year Ave.} Petformance
{2011-12} Target
{2012:13)

School Performance Index {SPT) 100.0% 88.2 86.6 25.8

5P Students with Disabilities

SP1: Eligible for Free or Reduced Price Lunch

5P Black

SPLr Hispanhic

SP1: English Language Learnars .

5Pl Subject: Reading 58.7% 88.5 8B 86.3

5P! Subject; Mathematics 100.0% 91.7 51.0 Miaintaln

5Pl Subject: Writing 98.7% 88.1 B5.4 85.6

S8 Subject: Science

Please note that these are the baseline data for Connecticut’s hew accountability system. Where sufficient data were
unavaitable to calculate a three-year achievement average using 2010, 2011 and 2012 data {i.e. n<20j, the most
recent data were used as the baseline value. These data should not be used to rank or classify schoals. They are
provided for use by districts and schools to support planning and goal-setting. More Information about these

indicators Is available in the explanatory documents.
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Connecticut State Department of Education
CRAT school Performance Targels for the 2012-2013 Schoo! Year

11078

MANSFIELD SOUTHEAST ELEM
Participation SP Baseline 5P| 5Pt
Indicator Rate {2011-12}) {3-year Avg.) Performance
{2011-12} Target
{2012-13)
School Performance Index (P} 100.0% 86.7 85.9 86.1
SPL Students with Disabilities
SPl: Eliglele For Free or Reduced Price Lunch 100,0% 74.6 725 73.8
500 Black
5P1: Hispanic _
SP1 English Lanpuage Learners _
5P Subject: Reading 97.8% B89 84.8 85.1
SP1 Subject: Mathematics 100.0% 50.3 501 Maintain
5Pt Subject: Writing 97.8% 89.3 86.6 86,7
EPI Subject: Science
]

Fiease note that these are the baseline data for Connecticut’s new accourtability system. Where sufficient data wera
unavailable to calcuiate a three-year achievernent average using 2020, 2011 and 2012 data {l.e. n<20}, the most
recent data were used as the baseline value. These data should not be used to rank or dassify schools, Thay are
provided for use by districts and schools to suppert planning and goalsetting. More information about these
ndicators Is available in the explanatory documents.

mggu




Connecticut State Department of Education
CMT School Performance Targets for the 2012-2013 School Year

11078

MANSFIELD ANNIE E VINTON SCH
Participation spl Baseline 5P SPy
Indicator Rate (2011-12} {3-year Avg.) Performance
{2011-12} Target
{2012-13)

School Performance index {5P1) 100.0% 88.4 87.3 87.4

5Pl Students with Disabilities

SPl: Eligible for Free or Reduced Price Lunch 100.0% 78.4 78.4 79.2

SPi Black

SP1t Hispanie

SPi: English Language Learners _

SPI Subject: Reading 100.0% B4.8 83.5 23.9

SP! Subject: Mathematics 100.0% 92,5 91,2 Maintain

571 Subject: Writing 100.0% 88.2 B7.4 87.5

2P Subject: Seience

Piease note that these are the baseline data for Conpecticut's new accountability system. Where sufficient data ware
unavailable to calculate a three-year achievement average using 2010, 2011 and 2012 data {l.e. n<20), the most
recent data were used as the baseline value. These data should not be used to rank or dassify schools. Theyare
nrovided for use by districts and schools to support planning and goal-setting, More information about these
indicators is available In the explanatory documents.
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Connecticut $tate Depariment of Education
CiAT School Performance Targets for the 2012-2013 School Year

11078

MANSFIELD MANSFIELD S
Participation SPt Basaline SPI 5P}
Indicator Rate (2011-12} (F-yeoar Avg.) Parformance
{20111 ‘ Target
{2012-13}
School Performante ndex {SP1) 100.0% 50.3 Ba.5 Maintain
SP1: Students with Disabilities 100.0% 66.8 63.6 65.6
5P Eligibie for Free or Reduced Price Lunch 100.0% 77.8 718 78.7
SP1: Black
SP1: Hispanic 100.0% 85.7 82.0 82.5
SPE: English Language Learners ‘
SP Subject: Reading 100.0% 89.4 B8.3 Maintain
SP1 Subject: Mathematics 100.0% 511 Q0.7 Maintain
SPY Subject: Writing 100.0% &0.3 896 Maintain
SPI Subject; Science 100.6% 88.7 90.8 Maintain

Pleasa note that these are the baseline data for Connecticut's new sccountability systers, Where sufficlent data were
unavailable to calculate a three-year achlevement average using 2010, 2011 and 2012 data {i.e. n<20), the most
recent data were used as the baseline value. These data should not be used to rank or classify schools, They are
provided for use by districts and schools to support planning and goal-setiing. More information about these

indicators is available in the explenstory documents.
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