ECRA Student Growth
Quick Guide

Overview

The ECRA Group, Inc. (ECRA) Local Growth Model compares the growth of an individual
student with local growth trends of students with the same historical achievement in the District.
Growth results can be examined by each individual student, or the student growth scores of a
group of students can be aggregated by grade, subject, school, or subgroup.

Growth Model Development

Growth models analyze longitudinal student achievement data using advanced statistical
modeling techniques to quantify growth. The ECRA Local Growth Model (LGM) assigns each
District student a projected score based on prior achievement and typical district growth profiles.
To evaluate student growth, students’ actual test scores are compared to the projected values
provided by the prediction model. The difference between the projected and actual student
achievement on assessments is summarized by a growth score and a color coded rating.
Aggregation of individual student growth scores provides a measure of overall student growth for
groups of students, whether by classroom, program, school, or subgroup.

Composite Achievement (Propensity) Scores

The propensity score is a composite of individual student test scores that reduces the complexity
of assessment data by distilling all the predictive information contained in multiple past test
scores into a single score. The composite achievement (propensity) score is scaled to represent the
student’s achievement relative to the mean (100) and the standard deviation (16) of prior students
in the same grade and district. The composite achievement score captures past achievement in a
way that best predicts future performance on a specific assessment.

68% of students typically have a composite
achievement score between 84 and 116 and
95% of students typically have a score

~ between 68 and 132.

34.1% | 34.1%
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Growth Scores

Growth scores represent the magnitude of the difference between actual and expected achievement.
Each deviation from zero indicates more (or less) than expected growth observed in the District based on
historical data. A negative growth score does not indicate a student is losing knowledge, but rather that
the student did not learn as much throughout the school year as his or her peers with the same historical
achievement.

Student growth is considered typical or “expected” unless the growth score is statistically significant and
educationally relevant. Growth is categorized in the reports using the following scale.

Higher than Lower than Expected Unsatisfactory

@ Expected Growth @ Expected Growth Growth @ Growth
Growth is +0.30 Growth from -0.29 Growth from -0.30 to Growth is -0.60
or above to +0.29 -0.59 or below

The following two conditions must be met in order for a growth score to be deemed statistically and
educationally significant:

= The difference between projected and actual achievement is statistically significant.
= The magnitude of the growth statistic is greater than or equal to the absolute value of 0.3,
which is established as an educationally relevant effect size by the research community.
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Propensity (composite achievement) scores based on historical achievement are plotted on the X-axis. Students
with propensity scores greater than 116 have above average past performance compared to the average district

student in the same grade, while those with propensity scores less than 84 have below average past performance. Page 2




Sample Growth Summary Form

/ \ School: —  Overall Growth |——
Growth LS e
ovaluation = ;Ju.je.d:SO Sample District - @ Expected Growth < The overall
reports are Mathematics growth score
provided for Evaluation Year: 2014-2015 geross a”_
the district as Growth Comparison Group:  Local District students is
well as for Term: Spring reported at
individual the top right
schools. Student Growth by Grade I i of the form as
Effective % Met %High | % Expected | % Low :
\-ﬂ'——/ Grade Test Sample Size || Benchmark ||  Growth Growth Growth Growth well as at the
04 Spring MAP 168 0% | 15% 1% un | w02 @ bottom of the
04 Spring PARCC 168 32% 17% 70% 13% +009 @ table.
05 Spring MAP 181 75% 17% 75% 9% 023 @
05 Spring PARCC 181 2% % 65% 6% 00 © |
06 Spring MAP 199 65% 16% 68% 16% +0.02 F
06 Spring PARCC 198 32% 15% 64% 21% -0.07 @
| — ]
ALL 550 49% 16% 69% 15% | +006 @
EXPECTED 16% 6% A 16% 0.00 |
* Dot color is green for all growth scores Nat are not statistically significant **Percertiges may not add to 100 due to rounding

***Growth not reporied for groups with fewer than 3 students

The percentage of students who met the state or college readiness benchmark, as well as achieved higher than expected/typical,
expected/typical, and lower than expected/typical growth are summarized in the middle columns of the table.
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Local Growth Model Process

The ECRA Local Growth Model (LGM) compares the growth of each individual student with local growth
trends of students with the same historical achievement in the District. Below is an illustration of the

process by which student growth is determined.

STEP 1 Build Local District Growth Norms

e  Multiple years of historical data
e Universally administered tests
e  Growth norms built by grade and subject

STEP 2 Students’ Scores from Previous Year

STEP 3 Composite Achievement (Propensity) Score* Based on Local Norms

VN

Projection Score Projection Score Projection Score
for Test A For Test B For Test C
| [ | I
STEP 4 Tests Administered
Actual Score Actual Score Actual Score
Test A TestB Test C
| | |
STEP 5 Difference between Projected and Actual
Student Growth Student Growth Student Growth
Test A Test B Test C

* The propensity score is a composite of individual student test scores, scaled to a mean of 100 and standard deviation of 16. This
composite achievement (propensity) score reduces the complexity of assessment data by distilling all the predictive information
contained in multiple past test scores into a single score. The composite achievement score is then used to determine the projected

score for each future assessment.
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District 228 Geneseo
Growth Model Methods 2017-2018

The District 228 Geneseo growth model was built using CBA, PSAT, SAT, PARCC, and Measured
Progress data from District 228 Geneseo between 2014 and 2017. The model was built to reflect
typical student growth in the district. With this model, each District 228 Geneseo student with
historical test score data was assigned a propensity, or composite achievement score, based on his or
her historical assessment scores. The composite achievement score indicates the expected
achievement for that student during the evaluation year. To evaluate student growth, students’

actual CBA, PSAT, SAT, PARCC, and Measured Progress scores will be compared to the expected
values provided by the prediction models. Models for high school fall PSAT and spring SAT will be
built as assessment data becomes available during the 2017-2018 school year. Assessments used to
compute propensity and to measure growth are listed in Table 1 below.

Table 1: Growth Model Assessments 2017-2018
|_Grade(s) __Inputs for Propensity ____________ OuicomesforGrowth |
2" Grade 1% Grade CBA Reading & Math (Spring) CBA Reading & Math (Spring)

CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
3rd Grade 2" Grade CBA Reading & Math (Spring) PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring)
eMPower Reading, Math & Writing (Fall/Winter/Spring)*
CBA Reading & Math (Spring)

3™ Grade PARCC ELA & Math (Spring)

4th Grade 4 : . PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring)
I A A Y eMPower Reading, Math & Writing (Fall/Winter/Spring)*
< CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
th
5t Grade j,h g;zgz E‘gicli ;Lil‘f‘ 8;1\16[5:31 ((Sspr;i‘r‘lg)) PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring)
& pring eMPower Reading, Math & Writing (Fall/Winter/Spring)*
: CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
th
6" Grade 3, oroe PARCE ELA ihﬁ?t};)((ip?ﬁlg)) PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring)
g pring eMPower Reading, Math & Writing (Fall/Winter/Spring)*
. CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
th
7t Grade 2,,, giﬁﬁi g‘gicé ;Li: ‘ifclmtgl ((Ssprrli‘:lg)) PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring)
& pring eMPower Reading, Math & Writing (Fall/Winter/Spring)*
CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
8t Grade 7" Grade PARCC ELA & Math (Spring) PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring)
r 7" Grade CBA Reading & Math (Spring) Measured Progress Reading and Math (Fall)
eMPower Reading, Math & Writing (Fall/Winter/Spring)*
0 :
oth Grade o, Orede PARCCELA & Math (Spring)  pg a1 composite, Math, & ELA (Fall)

8% Grade Measured Progress (Fall)
10t Grade 9% Grade PSAT ELA & Math (Fall) PSAT Composite, Math, & ELA (Fall)*

PSAT Composite, Math, & ELA (Fall)*
th th
11*" Grade 10™ Grade PSAT ELA & Math (Fall) SAT Composite, Math, & ELA (Spring)*

* Projections will not be provided in advance but growth will be evaluated as data becomes available

) ECRA Group
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District 228 Geneseo
Growth Model Methods 2016-2017

The District 228 Geneseo growth model was built using CBA, PARCC, and Measured Progress
data from District 228 Geneseo between 2014 and 2016. The model was built to reflect typical
student growth in the district. With this model, each District 228 Geneseo student with historical
test score data was assigned a propensity, or composite achievement score, based on his or her
historical assessment scores. The composite achievement score indicates the expected achievement
for that student during the evaluation year. To evaluate student growth, students’ actual CBA,
PARCC, and Measured Progress scores will be compared to the expected values provided by the
prediction models. Models for high school fall PSAT and spring SAT will be built as assessment
data becomes available during the 2016-2017 school year as this is the first year these assessments
will be given. The assessments used to compute propensity and to measure growth are listed in
Table 1 below.

Table 1: Growth Model Assessments 2016-20.

TInputs for Pro pensity

1%t Grade Kindergarten CBA Reading & Math (Spring) CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
2" Grade 1% Grade CBA Reading & Math (Spring) CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
" . . CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
rd d g pring
3 Grade 2" Grade CBA Reading & Math (Spring) PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring) |
4" Grad 3" Grade PARCC ELA & Math (Spring) CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
Tad€ 31 Grade CBA Reading & Math (Spring) PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring)
5t Grade 4™ Grade PARCC ELA & Math (Spring) CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
E 4" Grade CBA Reading & Math (Spring) PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring) |
6™ Grade 5" Grade PARCC ELA & Math (Spring) CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
" 5™ Grade CBA Reading & Math (Spring) PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring)
7th Grad 6™ Grade PARCC ELA & Math (Spring) CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
Ta¢€ 6" Grade CBA Reading & Math (Spring)  PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring) |
th ; CBA Reading & Math (Spring)
8" Grade ;,h gf_ggz l()jgicRi :;1];': iﬁﬁ; ((Ssp 1;1ir:lg)) Measured Progress Reading and Math (Fall)
g pring PARCC Reading, Math, ELA, & Writing (Spring) |
8" Grade PARCC ELA & Math (Spring) .
th
9™ Grade 8" Girade Measured Progress (Fall) PSAT Composite, Math, & ELA (Fall)
10" Grade 8™ Grade PARCC ELA & Math (Spring) PSAT Composite, Math, & ELA (Fall)
11" Grade 10" Grade PSAT ELA & Math (Spring) FSAT Canposite; Math, & LA (Fall

SAT Composite, Math, & ELA (Spring)

/ ECRA Group

/ Education | Consulting | Research | Analytics
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High: 36 (16%)
Typical: 165 (73%)
Low: 26 (11%)

Does Not Meet: 130
—Proficiency Benchmark (value = 450)

|______Metorexceeded the SAT College |
Readiness Benchmarks

Group Growth Values
Higher than Expected Growth: Growth is 0.30 or Above

Expected Growth: Growth from -0.29 to 0.29

Lower than Expected Growth: Growth from -0.30 to -0.59

Unsatisfactory Growth: Growth -0.60 or Below

No Growth values are printed for groups with fewer than 5 students.
Dot color is set to green for Growth scores that are not statistically different from zero.

1/2/18,10:06 AN



DISTRICT 228 GENESEO

District Spring Growth Summary
2016-2017

DISTRICT 228 GENESEO




\M District Criterion by Grade and Subject
e e (2016-2017)

Growth Year: 2016-2017

Growth Comparison Group:  Local District

Term: Spring
The following table summarizes assessments evaluated at each grade level and subject. Please
note, since PARCC ELA is a composite score of reading and writing, growth is reported for each
subtest in this report. To view growth charts to the composite ELA, as well as the subtests, please
see the School Improvement application.

Criterion by Grade and Subject

ELA Mathematics Reading Writing
Grade
01 Spring CBA Spring CBA
02 Spring CBA Spring CBA
03 Spring CBA Spring PARCC, Spring PARCC Spring PARCC
Spring CBA
04 Spring CBA Spring PARCC, Spring PARCC Spring PARCC
Spring CBA
05 Spring CBA Spring PARCC, Spring PARCC, Spring PARCC,
Spring CBA, Spring Spring Empower Spring Empower
Empower
06 Spring CBA Spring PARCC, Spring PARCC Spring PARCC
Spring CBA
07 Spring CBA Spring PARCC, Spring PARCC Spring PARCC
Spring CBA
08 Spring CBA Spring PARCC, Spring PARCC, Spring PARCC,
Spring CBA, Spring Spring Empower Spring Empower
Empower
1 Spring SAT Spring SAT
7© 2017 ECRA Group All Rights Reserved 2 Powered by: @
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District Overall Growth Summary
(2016-2017)

Subject:
All Subjects

Growth Year: 2016-2017

Growth Comparison Group:  Local District

Term: Spring

Overall Growth

-0.05 @ Expected Growth

Student Growth by School

. Effective % Met % High % Expected | % Low
School: Sample Size* | Benchmark | Growth Growth | Growth Growth
GENESEO HIGH SCHOOL 173 59% 16% 69% 15% 000 @
GENESEO MIDDLE SCHOOL 504 38% 17% 66% 18% -001 @
MILLIKIN ELEMENTARY 313 37% 13% 62% 25% -026 @
NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY 213 43% 13% 71% 16% +005 @
SOUTHWEST ELEMENTARY 281 35% 18% 65% 17% +001 @
o TR A S L S b S e S e = A SR et S S i S S U NS ok e R A T = L S a1 1 S e e s

ALL 41% 15% 66% 19% -005 @

EXPECTED 16% 68% 16%

* Dot color is green for all growth scores that are not statistically significant

A Effective sample size only include students with at least 2 predictors

**Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding
***Growth not reported for groups with fewer than 5 students

Higher than Lower than Unsatisfactory
@ Expected Growth @ Expected Growth Expected Growth @ Growth

Growth is +0.30 or Growth from -0.29 Growth from -0.30 Growth is -0.60 or

above to +0.29 to -0.59 below

9© 2017 ECRA Group All Rights Reserved 3
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DISTRICT 228 GENESEO

O fﬂ;‘\'ﬂﬂ District Building-Level Growth Summary

/~/c::nmmy Unit Schoo!

e e (2016-2017)

Subject: Overall Growth
ELA

Growth Year: 2016-2017

Growth Comparison Group:  Local District

Term: Spring
Student Growth by School
Effective % Met % High % Expected % Low
School Sample Size* | Benchmark | Growth Growth Growth Growth
GENESEO HIGH SCHOOL 173 69% 17% 67% 16% 0.00 @
GENESEO MIDDLE SCHOOL 578 N/A 19% 66% 15% + 0.09 @
MILLIKIN ELEMENTARY 312 N/A 21% 58% 21% -0.03 @
NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY 192 N/A 18% 71% 10% + 0.28 @
SOUTHWEST ELEMENTARY 279 24% 63% @
EXPECTED

* Dot color is green for all growth scores that are not statistically significant **Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding

A Effective sample size only includes students with at least 2 predictors ***Growth not reported for groups with fewer than & students

Higher than Lower than Unsatisfactory
Expected Growth @ Expected Growth Expected Growth @ Growth

Growth is +0.30 or Growth from -0.29 Growth from -0.30 Growth is -0.60 or

above to +0.29 to -0.59 below

9, © 2017 ECRA Group All Rights Reserved 4 Powered by: @



(on-uuuy Unit Schooll
Teaditivmal Valuss, Progeassive £ ducadion

N E*!:"Eﬂ

DISTRICT 228 GENESEO

District Building-Level Growth Summary

(2016-2017)

Subject:
Mathematics

Growth Year: 2016-2017
Growth Comparison Group:  Local District

Term: Spring

Overall Growth

-0.13 @ Expected Growth

Student Growth by School

* Dot color is green for all growth scores that are not statistically significant
A Effective sample size only includes students with at least 2 predictors

Effective % Met % High % Expected % Low
School Sample Size* | Benchmark | Growth Growth Growth Growth
GENESEO HIGH SCHOOL 173 48% 16% 71% 13% 000 @
GENESEO MIDDLE SCHOOL 592 36% 17% 66% 18% -001 @
MILLIKIN ELEMENTARY 313 35% 7% 60% 33% -0.50
NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY 170 52% 15% 69% 16% +007 @
SOUTHWEST ELEMENTARY 281 36% 14% 66% 20% 014 @
EXPECTED 16% 68% 16% 0.00

**Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding
***Growth not reported for groups with fewer than 5 students

Higher than

@ Expected Growth @ Expected Growth
Growth is +0.30 or Growth from -0.29
aboys to +0.29

Lower than
Expected Growth

Growth from -0.30

to -0.59

Unsatisfactory
Growth

Growth is -0.60 or
below

%) © 2017 ECRA Group All Rights Reserved

Powered by: @




DISTRICT 228 GENESEO

~—

&yfﬁﬂﬂ District Building-Level Growth Summary
e —. (2016-2017)

i

Subject: Overall Growth
Reading

-0.14 @ Expected Growth

Growth Year: 2016-2017

Growth Comparison Group:  Local District

Term: Spring
Student Growth by School
Effective % Met % High % Expected % Low
School Sample Size® | Benchmark Growth Growth Growth Growth
GENESEO MIDDLE SCHOOL 521 44% 11% 68% 20% -0.20 @
MILLIKIN ELEMENTARY 178 43% 17% 66% 18% -005 @
NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY 120 49% 17% 61% 23% 011 @
SOUTHWEST ELEMENTARY 178 42% 17% 62% 21% -0.06 @
ALL 44% 14% 66% 20% -014 @
EXPECTED 16% 68% 16% 0.00
* Dot color is green for all growth scores that are not statistically significant **Percentages may not adfi to 100 due to rounding
A Effective sample size only includes students with at least 2 predictors ***Growth not reported for groups with fewer than 5 students
Higher than Lower than Unsatisfactory
@ Expected Growth @ Expected Growth Expected Growth @ Growth
Growth is +0.30 or Growth from -0.29 Growth from -0.30 Growth is -0.60 or
above to +0.29 to -0.59 below

9/ © 2017 ECRA Group All Rights Reserved . 6 Powered by: @



DISTRICT 228 GENESEO

\ ﬁ;’%ﬁ§ﬂﬂ District Building-Level Growth Summary

Community Unit Schoo
L‘—'——_..J.h..( Wil Fingrieis (201 6-201 7)
Subject: Overall Growth
Writing

-0.01 @ Expected Growth

Growth Year: 2016-2017

Growth Comparison Group:  Local District

Term: Spring
Student Growth by School
Effective % Met % High % Expected % Low
School Sample Size* | Benchmark |  Growth Growth Growth Growth

GENESEO MIDDLE SCHOOL 442 37% 19% 65% 15% +011 @

MILLIKIN ELEMENTARY 152 36% 9% 70% 21% -016 @
NORTHSIDE ELEMENTARY 101 31% 12% 68% 19% -015 @
SOUTHWEST ELEMENTARY 148 32% 15% 67% O)

ALL

EXPECTED

* Dot color is green for all growth scores that are not statistically significant **Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding

A Effective sample size only includes students with at least 2 predictors ***Growth not reported for groups with fewer than 5 students

Higher than Lower than Unsatisfactory
Expected Growth @ Expected Growth Expected Growth @ Growth

Growth is +0.30 or Growth from -0.29 Growth from -0.30 Growth is -0.60 or

above to +0.29 - to-0.59 below

9, © 2017 ECRA Group All Rights Reserved 7 Powered by: @



DISTRICT 228 GENESEO

District Grade-Level Growth Summary
(2016-2017)

comnunuy Unit Schools
Teaditicmal Valus

. ﬁﬁ’!ﬁﬁﬂﬂ

o Educarion

Subject: Overall Growth
Mathematics -0.13 @ Expected Growth
Growth Year: 2016-2017

Growth Comparison Group:  Local District

Term: Spring
Student Growth by Grade
Grade Safnf;‘i:tg'i:e,\ Be:f’c:l";tark % High Growth % ::f‘f:;ed % Low Growth Growth

01 111 N/A 13% 64% 23% -027 @
02 152 N/A 4% 80% 16% -007 @
03 157 36% 22% 57% 21% +004 @
04 179 32% 8% 59% 33% - 0.50
05 165 49% 10% 62% 28% -0.36
06 196 36% 22% 66% 12% +024 @
07 178 27% 8% 63% 29% -0.39
08 218 43% 19% 67% 14% +006 @

48% 16% 71% 13% @

ALL

EXPECTED 16% ’ 68% 16% 0.00

* Dot color is green for all growth scores that are not statistically significant

**Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding
***Growth not reported for groups with fewer than 5 students

A Effective sample size only includes students with at least 2 predictors

Higher than Lower than Unsatisfactory
@ Expected Growth @ Expected Growth Expected Growth @ Growth
Growth is +0.30 or Growth from -0.29 Growth from -0.30 Growth is -0.60 or
above to +0.29 to -0.59 below
¥, © 2017 ECRA Group All Rights Reserved 9 Powered by: @




DISTRICT 228 GENESEO

District Grade-Level Growth Summary

(2016-2017)

Subject:
Reading

Growth Year: 2016-2017

Growth Comparison Group:  Local District

Overall Growth

-0.14 @ Expected Growth

Term: Spring
Student Growth by Grade
Effective % Met . % Expected
Grade Sample SizeA Benchmark % High Growth Growth % Low Growth Growth

03 146 31% 18% 59% 23% -013 @
04 165 47% 15% 69% 16% 000 @
05 165 54% 18% 60% 22% -009 @
06 168 40% 7% 68% 26% -0.46
07 135 42% 16% 68% 16% -003 @
08 218 48% 12% 69% 19% -010 @

ALL 44% 14% 66% 20% -014 @
EXPECTED 16% 68% 16% 0.00

* Dot color is green for all growth scores that are not statistically significant
A Effective sample size only includes students with at least 2 predictors

**Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding
***Growth not reported for groups with fewer than 5 students

Higher than

@ Expected Growth @ Expected Growth
Growth is +0.30 or Growth from -0.29
above to +0.29

Lower than
Expected Growth

Growth from -0.30
to -0.59

@

Unsatisfactory
Growth

Growth is -0.60 or
below

9:© 2017 ECRA Group All Rights Reserved
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DISTRICT 228 GENESEO

District Grade-Level Growth Summary

(2016-2017)
Subject: Overall Growth

Writing -0.01 @ Expected Growth

Growth Year: 2016-2017

Growth Comparison Group:

Term: Spring

Local District

Student Growth by Grade

* Dot color is green for all growth scores that are not statistically significant

A Effective sample size only includes students with at least 2 predictors

Grade Safnf;ﬁ:tg';e,\ Be:f’crri;rk % High Growth % ::f::;ed % Low Growth Growth
03 92 20% 10% 62% 28% -0.32
04 147 17% 12% 72% 16% -008 @
05 162 56% 13% 69% 18% -011 @
06 130 28% 14% 69% 17% -003 @
07 98 32% 39% 51% 10% +059 @
08 214 46% 13% 70% 17% -003 @
ALL 35% 16% 67% 17% -001 @
EXPECTED 16% 68% 16% 0.00

**Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding
***Growth not reported for groups with fewer than 5 students

Higher than
Expected Growth

Growth is +0.30 or
above

@

Expected Growth
Growth from -0.29

to +0.29

Lower than
Expected Growth

Growth from -0.30
to -0.59

O,

Unsatisfactory
Growth

Growth is -0.60 or
below

9,)© 2017 ECRA Group All Rights Reserved
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DISTRICT 228 GENESEO

District Grade-Level Growth Summary

(2016-2017)
Subject: Overall Growth
ELA +0.11 @ Expected Growth
Growth Year: 2016-2017

Growth Comparison Group:  Local District

Term: Spring
Student Growth by Grade
Grade S:nfﬁgﬁs";e,\ Be‘:’cr;;rk % High Growth % :::‘med % Low Growth Growth

01 154 N/A 6% 75% 19% -018 @
02 152 N/A 23% 56% 21% -003 @
03 155 N/A 20% 71% 9% +026 @
04 175 N/A 21% 65% 15% +016 @
05 147 N/A 38% 47% 15% +053 @
06 190 N/A 4% 69% 26% - 0.44

07 175 N/A 29% 60% 11% +03¢ @
08 213 N/A 24% 68% 8% +034 @
11 173 69% 17% 67% 16% 000 @

ALL

EXPECTED 16% 68% 16% 0.00

* Dot color is green for all growth scores that are not statistically significant
A Effective sample size only includes students with at least 2 predictors

**Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding
***Growth not reported for groups with fewer than 5 students

Higher than

Expected Growth @ Expected Growth
Growth is +0.30 or Growth from -0.29
above to +0.29

Lower than
Expected Growth

Growth from -0.30
to -0.59

Unsatisfactory
Growth

Growth is -0.60 or
below
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