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Background Information

Assessment May and June 2010 In
Reading, Writing, Mathematics for
Grades 3 and 6 students

One source of student data which
Informs school/Board improvement
planning



Background Information

Based on consistent curriculum expectations
(standards)

Content of assessment changes annually

Measures the expectations outlined in the
curriculum documents

Measures results for a different cohort of
students each year



\What do the Tests Assess?

4 Feading—using a variety of reading strategies and
conventions, understanding concepts, making
Infierences and connecting Ideas;

4 WrIting—Uusing wWriting strategies and language
conventions, understanding assigned tasks,
elganizing Ideas and communicating With the: reader
and

| mathematics—demoenstrating knoewledge: and skills
I the five: striands off mathematics: RUMIBEr SENSe
and numeration, geemetny anadl spatial SERse,
Measurement, patterning and algekra; and data
management anal proanility



Consliderations

Patterns and trends:

= System analysis
= School/site analysis
= Cohort data

Reflective/proactive response
Emphasis

Longitudinal data/tracking
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Primary EQAO

2006 — 2010 Comparisen
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Primary Results — 2005/201.0
Level 3 & 4 (Percentage)

Reading Writing Mathematics

UGDSB | Ontario | UGDSB | Ontario | UGDSB | Ontario

2006 62 62 60 64 66 68
20017 62 62 63 64 70 69
2008 62 61 62 66 66 68
2009 60 61 67 68 67 70
2010 64 62 66 /70 68 /1




Percentage of Students

Gender Analysis — Primary
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Gender Analysis — Primary.

Writing
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Gender Analysis — Primary/

Mathematics
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E.S.L. — Primary [ Sreading
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Special Needs — Primary
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Percentange of Students

Junior Results 2009 - 2010
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Junier Results — 200672010
Level 3 & 4 (Percentage)

Reading Writing Mathematics

UGDSB | Ontario | UGDSB | Ontario | UGDSB | Ontario

2006 65 64 60 61 62 61
2007 68 64 60 61 59 59
2008 69 66 67 6/ 60 61
2009 72 69 65 67 61 63
2010 74 /2 69 /70 59 61




Percentage of Students

Gender Analysis — Junior

Reading
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Percentage of Students

Gender Analysis — Junior
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Gender Analysis — Junior

Mathematics
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Percentage of Students

E.S.L. — Junior
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Percentage of Students
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\WWhat 1s Cohort Data?

Looks at the achievement of the same group ol
“cohort” of students on the grade three and
grade six assessments

Matches exactly the students Who wrote: the test
N grade 3 te the students Who wrete the test in
grade 6

Ellminates; those students; for WhomWe do; not
Rave ot grade sfand grade 6; data



% Students at Level 3 & 4
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% Students at Level 3 & 4

Reading: Junior Cohort:
2009-2010

% at level 3 &4 in grade 3, achieve level 3 & 4 in grade 6
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Reading: Junior Cohort:
2009-2010

% Students Achievement from Primary to Junior

21% (442)
Maintained Standard

5% (105) Rose to Standard

. 58% (1241) Dropped from Standard
FleEss) Never Met Standard




% Students at Level 3 & 4
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% Students at Level 3 & 4

Writing: Junior Conort
2009-2010

% at level 3 &4 in grade 3, achieve level 3 & 4 in grade 6
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Writing: Junior Conort
2009-2010

% Students Achievement from Primary to Junior

21% (456)
Maintained Standard
Rose to Standard
10% (205) 54% (1157) Dropped from Standard
Never Met Standard

15% (324)




% Students at Level 3 & 4

Mathematics: Junior Cohort
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% Students at Level 3 & 4

Mathematics: Junior Cohort
2009-201.0

% at level 3 &4 in grade 3, achieve level 3 & 4 in grade 6
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Mathematics: Junior Cohort
2009-201.0

% Students Achievement from Primary to Junior

23% (488

( ) Maintained Standard
Rose to Standard

18% (395) 52% (1106) Dropped from Standard
Never Met Standard

7% (153)




Key Eindings

4 Students whoe meet the provincial
standard in grade 3 are likely: to: maintain
thls achievement In grade: 6

| Students wWho do not meet the standard in
grade 3 are less likely te: meet the
stanaard IR grade: 6

 lldentiiying struegling students; eanly: can
make: a difference




\WWhere Do We Go

Erom Here?
Board Improvement Plan

School Improvement Plans

High Levels of Student
Achievement — Literacy and
Numeracy

Addressing Gaps in Student
Achievement



'ne 4 Pillars OfF TThe Boeard
Improvement Plan




EQAQ Tlargets

. Grade 3 EQAO — Reading), Wiiting, Math
m Special Education Reading, Wiriting, Math

| Grade 6 EQAO — Reading, Wiiting, Math
a Speciall Education Reading), Wiating, Vath



4 Grade 9 Applied Math
m Special Education

| Grade 9 Academic Math
a Speciall Education

| OSSLLIF Eirst time: eligible
a Speciall Education



Targets for Pass Rates

| Academic and Appliea English anal Viath
a Speciall Education

| lLecally’ Developed Englishrand Vath
a Speciall Education



Additional Targets

. Credit Accumulation for Grade 9, 10, 11

. Credit Accumulation: for special education
for Grade 9, 10; 11
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Wihere do we go frem here?
Summary.

Clear system and schooel goals that are alignead
Sustained attention| to: geod teaching practices

Prioritize and Focused Intervention: focus on
Expectations 1.5 1o/ 1.9

Professionall Leaming: FLCR's /Capacity: Daysiin
elementany;, Kindergarten NEtWerking groups,
Expandeal ViatarRPillot, Literacy, Coaches
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