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Manchester Public Schools
CMT Comparison 2006-2009
Students At or Above Proficiency

MATH READING WRITING

2006 2007 2008 2009 2006 2007 2008 2009 2006 2007 2008 2009

74.5 79.2 80.3 81.6 67.3 72.3* 66.5 68.3 79.0 85.8* 86.8 84.0

77.4 78.9 82.2 81.6 73.0 68.7 72.0 70.9 84.3 84.0 86.2 84.9

78.6 80.2 81.0 85.0 68.7 72.6 72.3 73.6 85.1 90.0 86.0 86.0

g opeo | vy apeus | g apeo

70.4 81.2* 83.3 80.3 67.2 72.9* [ 77.9* 71.0 77.5 83.8* 85.3 81.6

Jouuag

67.8 66.3 76.5* 79.7 68.5 67.7 fislsr 4.7 76.8 69.7 75.0* 77.8

Bun

67.6 68.4 72.8 74.2 66.5 67.8 70.0 69.8 72.0 2.7 73.5 80.0

Bun
g apeds | L epess | 9apess

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year's growth, and green
represents three year's growth. *Indicates significant growth of five points or more.




Manchester Public Schools: 2006-2009

CMT Comparison by Ethnicity

Perce Math Reading Writing
At/Above

=y i 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009
¢ Black 554 | 583 | 687* | 714 | 562 | 544 | 548 | 639% | 712 | 76.7* | 844* | 771
5| Hispanic | 690 | 748 | 716 | 713 | 524 | 643* | 586 | 545 | 707 | 8.7 | 836 | 790
: White 829 | 871 | 81 | 896 | 750 | 80.9* | 765 | 737 | 833 | 888* | 880 | 882
S Black 629 | 637 | 667 | 700 | 615 | 558 | 569 | 630* | 756 | 805 | 775 | 815
5| Hispanic | 708 | 707 | 758 | 721 | 640 | 585 | 600 | 613 | 798 | 793 | 832 | 775
s White 857 | 871 | 904 | 911 | 797 | 756 | 823* | 779 | 888 | 863 | 89.9 | 888
S Black 619 | 69.4* | 704 | 729 | 472 | 600 | 652* | 611 | 742 | 835 | 826 | 856
5| Hispanic | 727 | 730 | 730 | 742 | 591 | 562 | 580 | 627 | 795 | 8.2* | 753 | 79.1
5 White 874 | 869 | 876 | 949* | 820 | 823 | 802 | 836 | 919 | 940 | 90.8 | 90.9
S Black 516 | 69.1* | 70.0 | 658 | 511 | 557 | 63.0* | 593 | 667 | 701 | 79.0 | 758
5 | Hispanic | 581 | 67.8* | 795% | 703 | 451 | 644* | 654 | 533 | 681 | 80.0* | 756 | 727
3 White 80.1 | 9L7* | 896 | 909 | 786 | 843* | 874 | 839 | 832 | 89.8* | 905 | 87.4
< Black 440 | 424 | 636* | 634 | 525 | 435 | 615* | 634 | 650 | 537 | 627 | 67.0
o | Hispanic | 477 | 545 | 651* | 733* | 545 | 471 | 595* | 613 | 686 | 59.8 | 67.4* | 683
: White 795 | 782 | 8.7* | 84 | 761 | 819* | 84 | 87 | 829 | 787 | 829 | 854
G Black 485 | 455 | 51.5*% | 602* | 505 | 465 | 474 | 581* | 680 | 621 | 546 | 68.0*
5| Hispanic | 566 | 510 | 61.9% | 570 | 463 | 505 | 520 | 515 | 531 | 551 | 65.0% | 70.9*
5 White 813 | 846 | 886 | 784 | 793 | 843* | 840 | 789 | 8L1 | 823 | 89.3*

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’'s growth, and green
represents three year’s growth. *Indicates significant growth of five points or more.



S:gainsofS-lopoints | CMT POint GainS by EthniCIty
= gains of 10 or more points At/Above PrOfiCIenCy

These gains are key
indicators marking

progress in closing the Math Reading Writing
achievement gap
2006-2009 2006-2009 2006-2009

(R3 Black 16.0 1.7 5.9
g Hispanic 2.3 2.1 8.3
3 White 6.7 1.3 4.9
(R3 Black 7.1 15 5.9
g Hispanic 1.3 -2.7 -2.3
7 White 5.4 18 0

(R3 Black 11.0 13.9 11.4
g Hispanic 1.5 3.6 -4
5 White 75 16 1.0
= Black 14.2 8.2 9.1
5 Hispanic 12.2 8.2 4.6
5 White 10.8 5.3 42
(R3 Black 194 10.9 2.0
5 Hispanic 25.6 6.8 -3
: White 8.9 9.6 25
g Black 11.7 7.6 0.0
5 Hispanic 4 5.2 17.8
; White 112 5.6 10.4




. CMT Comparison by F/R Meals, SPED, ELL

-

Perce _ Math Reading Writing
At/Above

rQ i 1 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009
6| FIRMeals | 500 | 701* | 7.1 | 726 | 485 | 589* | 533 | 507* | 694 | 792" | 803 | 779
5 SPED 328 | 444* | 450 | 467 | 233 | 377 | 220 | 254 | 345 | 585* | 550 | 39.7
3 ELL 643 | 571 | 66.7* | 615 | 429 | 357 | 286 | 308 | 500 | 714* | 667 | 577
6| FRMeals | 687 | 659 | 718~ | 737 | 631 | 573 | 589 | 606 | 771 | 757 | 775 | 781
5 SPED 359 | 333 | 489* | 59.2* | 290 | 161 | 21.3* | 31.8* | 468 | 435 | 48.9* | 474
4 ELL 889 | 308 | 56.0+ | 600 | 611 | 308 | 240 | 235 | 833 | 385 | 458* | 60.9*
6| F/IRMeals | 659 | 742 | 717 | 77.0* | 521 | 613* | 592 | 657 | 763 | 856* | 80.6 | 80.2
5 SPED 351 | 456* | 37.1 | 542* | 164 | 39.4* | 246 | 423* | 407 | 67.6* | 500 | 457
5 ELL 706 | 86.7* | 385 | 50.0+ | 294 | 733 | 167 | 38.9* | 647 | 929* | 385 | 47.6*
6| F/RMeals | 553 | 69.9* | 755% | 700 | 467 | 586* | 694* | 559 | 659 | 77.3* | 765 | 727
5 SPED 16.7 | 341* | 466* | 523* | 215 | 31.8* | 362 | 262 | 266 | 318 | 49.1* | 386
6 ELL 438 | 583* | 545 | 583 | 313 | 250 | 455 | 167 | 625 | 66.7* | 545 | 438
6| F/RMeals | 523 | 525 | 683* | 691 | 547 | 495 | 616* | 642 | 671 | 573 | 665 | 684
5 SPED 202 | 147 | 205* | 536* | 220 | 253 | 244 | 586* | 289 | 189 | 174 | 326*
: ELL 200 | 333* | 333 | 40.0* | 100 | 500* | 91 | 222* | 30.0 00 | 333* | 36.4
6| F/RMeals | 530 | 530 | 59.8* | 608 | 490 | 509 | 525 | 519 | 636 | 599 | 620 | 689
5 SPED 189 | 205 | 247 | 400 | 288 | 194 | 276* | 333 | 278 | 189 | 256* | 333
5 ELL 25.0 00 | 333* | 176 | 286 00 | 500% | 176 | 375 | 167 | 333* | 47.1*

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year's growth, and green
represents three year’s growth. *Indicates significant growth of five points or more.




[ ] =gains of 5 - 10 points

|:| = gains of 10 or more
points

These gains are key indicators

CMT Point Gains
by F/R Meals, SPED, ELL
At/Above Proficiency

marking progress in closing Math Reading Writing
the achievement gap
2006-2009 2006-2009 2006-2009
g F/R Meals 13.6 11.2 8.5
5 SPED 13.9 2.1 5.2
5 ELL 28 121 77
g F/R Meals 5.0 -2.5 1.6
5 SPED 23.3 2.8 6
‘ ELL 28.9 37.6 224
g F/R Meals 1.1 13.6 3.9
5 SPED 19.1 25.9 5.0
5 ELL 206 95 171
g F/R Meals 14.7 9.2 6.8
5 SPED 35.6 4.7 12.0
6 ELL 145 146 18.7
g F/R Meals 16.8 9.5 1.3
5 SPED 33.4 36.6 3.7
7 ELL 20.0 12.2 6.4
g F/R Meals 7.8 2.9 5.3
5 SPED 21.1 4.5 5.5
8 ELL 7.4 11,0 9.6




Students At or Above Goal



CMT Comparison 2006-2009

Students At/Above Goal

Math Reading Writing

2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009

Grade 3 57.3* 55.0 64.0* 50.1 53.9 49.0 49.5 53.8 61.5* 66.7* 62.6
Grade 4 54.5 58.6 56.7 56.9 57.7 55.0 55.1 58.8 64.1 65.4 67.6 63.8
Grade 5 51.6 61.4* 60.6 65.7* 55.3 58.4 60.4 58.1 56.8 61.1 61.0 60.8

| Grade 6 41.3 58.1* 59.5 56.8 54.5 55.3 66.7* 59.3 51.6 56.9* 58.9 52.9
II Grade 7 41.0 39.5 48.8* 51.0 56.2 55.5 66.0 67.3 52.5 43.4 52.1* 52.2
Grade 8 43.2 41.9 40.3 56.0 58.7 55.9 55.9 42.2 52.5* 45.2 56.7*

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year's growth, and green
represents three year's growth. *Indicates significant growth of five points or more.




CMT Comparison by Ethnicity:

At/Above Goal 2006-09

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’'s growth, and green

represents three year’s growth. *Indicates significant growth of five points or more.

Math Reading Writing

2006 2007 2008 2009 2006 2007 2008 2009 2006 2007 2008 2009
6| Black 25.6 26.2 | 343* | 445 33.9 27.2 32.6 31.9 415 46.6 | 60.7* | 49.2
o | Hispanic | 46.4 47.0 49.1 53.5 36.9 41.7 37.9 35.6 43.9 51.3 | 56.9* | 54.0
5| white 59.8 70.1 64.7 76.5 58.9 66.4 61.0 64.8 60.5 69.6 | 716* | 721
6| Black 34.7 35.4 38.2 37.5 41.8 39.8 36.3 43.7 54.5 55.8 52.9 57.7
o | Hispanic | 44.9 45.1 37.5 47.7 42.7 415 42.5 47.2 50.6 53.7 | 58.0* | 517
s | white 64.7 707 | 703* | 68.8 68.9 64.5 65.9 69.9 71.2 714 | 766* | 70.3
6| Black 30.2 438 | 417 | 4717 31.2 442 | 461* | 417 37.9 47.1 45.2 45.9
o | Hispanic | 36.4 483 | 50.6* | 500 375 36.0 | 47.7% | 389 455 42.0 47.2 46.3
s | white 65.6 719 | 717 | 801 72.8 70.7 71.0 74.4 715 71.3 64.0 74.4
6| Black 11.8 371 | 370 | 325 35.6 381 | 540% | 434 33.3 454 | 480* | 375
5 | Hispanic | 29.0 478 | 474* | 440 33.0 411 | 487* | 424 35.2 433 | 526% | 424
s | White 53.9 704 | 716* | 741 68.3 69.9 | 784* | 739 61.2 67.6 63.3 63.5
6| Black 15.0 120 | 29.0* | 307 38.6 272 | 495 | 535 31.0 232 | 37.3* | 431*
5 | Hispanic | 25.0 257 | 422% | 307 36.4 346 | 524* | 520 43.0 35.3 38.4 34.1
2| white 52.0 523 | 61.0* | 643 66.2 723 | 806* | 76.2 60.4 51.6 63.3 60.6
6| Black 18.4 19.8 175 | 258« | 350 35.4 295 | 419 | 194 38.8 26.8 | 43.0*
5 | Hispanic | 22.9 23.0 24.8 26.0 40.2 41.1 32.0 34.3 25.9 306 | 388* | 379
s | White 54.9 56.0 55.4 52.7 69.0 71.9 73.2 72.0 54.7 63.9 523 | 70.7*




CMT Comparison by F/R Lunch, SPED, ELL
At/Above Goal 2006-2009

Math Reading Writing

2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009
6| FRMeals | 315 | 436" | 386 | 532 | 205 | 378" | 323 36.1 39.8 | 454* | 515* | 54.0
. SPED 164 | 241* | 217 | 267 | 167 | 226* | 102 11.9 103 | 377 | 167 | 121
3 ELL 28.6 286 | 381* | 385 21.4 21.4 23.8 3.8 214 | 286* | 381* | 154
G | FRMeals | 421 40.5 39.8 43.0 43.9 37.8 39.0 | 46.2* | 50.0 52.4 50.8 51.8
5 SPED 15.6 15.9 17.0 18.4 16.1 113 | 191* | 227 21.0 19.4 23.4 145
; ELL 66.7 23.1 240 | 400* | 167 | 231* | 16.0 17.6 55.6 30.8 29.2 21.7
6| FIRMeals | 350 | 516* | 450 | 553* | 343 | 465* | 414 42.4 42.2 45.4 46.1 45.8
5 SPED 105 | 265% | 161 | 33.3* 9.1 227 | 115 | 192* | 167 | 294* | 16.1 15.2
5 ELL 235 | 80.0* | 154 | 333* | 294 33.3 8.3 5.6 412 | 64.3* | 154 14.3
S| FIRMeals | 235 | 43.0% | 440 38.0 30.7 | 36.0 | 56.3* | 43.1 327 | 427 | 486* | 390
5 SPED 7.6 13.6% | 241* | 182 13.8 159 | 241* | 119 7.8 114 | 228* | 100
5 ELL 188 | 25.0* | 27.3 8.3 18.8 8.3 0.0 8.3* 31.3 25.0 27.3 18.8
S | FIRMeals | 2438 235 | 386* | 325 38.8 343 | 505* | 56.0 38.5 26.6 | 39.7% | 388
5 SPED 3.6 4.0 6.8 179« | 122 | 173* | 244* | 37.9* 7.2 4.1 6.5 15.2%
, ELL 10.0 | 33.3* 0.0 20.0* 0.0 0.0 9.1* | 222* | 200 0.0 33.3* 9.1
S | FIRMeals | 247 24.4 28.1 26.3 37.4 39.6 35.6 37.4 272 | 341* | 308 | 41.3*
5 SPED 5.7 4.1 5.2 6.7 173 111 | 171* | 200 9.3 6.8 7.7 11.1
5 ELL 25.0 0.0 33.3* 0.0 14.3 0.0 50.0* 0.0 125 0.0 0.0 17.6*

10

X £

MR

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s growth, and green
represents three year’'s growth. *Indicates significant growth of five points or more.




Cohort Data




CMT Comparison: Unmatched Cohort
At/Above Proficiency 2006-2009

Grade NT‘QSZr 3 4 5 6
2006 514 74.5
2007 483 78.9
2008 480 81.0
2009 450 79.8
2006 513 67.3
2007 482 68.7
2008 480 72.3
2009 448 70.5
2006 504 79.0
2007 482 83.9
2008 480 86.0
2009 478 80.8

¥ Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s growth, and green
7 represents three year's growth.



CMT Comparison: Matched Cohort
At/Above Proficiency 2006-2009

Grade N%rsrj[ggr 3 4 S 6
2006 313 78.9
2007 313 85.3
2008 313 87.9
2009 313 85.0
2006 311 72.7
2007 311 73.6
2008 311 79.4
) 2009 311 194
riting 2006 326 78.5
o 2007 326 85.0
R 2008 326 88.0
2009 326 84.7

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s growth, and green
represents three year’s growth.




CMT Comparison: Unmatched Cohort
At/Above Proficiency 2006-2009

Grade N_I% rsr][ggr 4 5 6 7
2006 532 77.4
2007 510 80.2
2008 430 83.3
2009 436 78.7
Readmg 2006 530 73.0
2007 508 72.6
l 2008 429 77.9
2009 434 74.7
ertlng 2006 529 84.3
e 2007 509 90.0
2008 428 85.3
2009 453 76.6

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s growth, and green
represents three year’s growth.
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CMT Comparison: Matched Cohort
At/Above Proficiency 2006-2009

Grade N_Il_Je r;ggr 4 5 6 7
2006 309 82.2
2007 309 83.5
2008 309 90.0
N 2009 309 83.2
Reading 2006 308 77.6
2007 308 78.6
My 2008 308 86.7
» 2009 308 83.4
Writing 2006 313 85.9
. ‘ Wl | 2007 313 92.0
- 2008 313 90.4
2009 313 84.0

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’'s growth, those in orange represent two year’s growth, and green
represents three year’s growth.



CMT Comparison: Unmatched Cohort
At/Above Proficiency 2006-2009

Grade N_I% rsr][ggr 5 6 7 8
2006 504 78.6
2007 425 81.2
2008 422 76.5
2009 433 72.5
2006 502 68.7
2007 425 72.9
2008 421 73.2
2009 431 68.4
2006 498 85.1
2007 425 83.8
2008 428 75.0
2009 448 77.9

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s growth, and green
represents three year’s growth.




CMT Comparison: Matched Cohort
At/Above Proficiency 2006-2009

Grade N_I% rsrj[ggr 5 6 7 8
2006 284 82.0
2007 284 87.7
2008 284 85.9
2009 284 82.7
2006 281 70.8
2007 281 77.9
2008 281 8l.1
2009 281 78.6
2006 292 86.6
2007 292 87.3
2008 292 79.8
2009 292 84.2

il Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’'s growth, those in orange represent two year's growth, and green
o represents three year’s growth.
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CMT Comparison: Unmatched Cohort

At/Above Proficiency 2006-2009

Grade N_Il_“é rsntlggr 6 7 8
Math 2006 480 70.4
2007 483 66.3
2008 489 72.8
Reading 2006 475 67.2
2007 483 67.7
2008 483 70.0
Writing 2006 475 77.5
2007 482 69.7
2008 487 73.5

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s
growth, and green represents three year’s growth.



CMT Comparison: Matched Cohort
At/Above Proficiency 2006-2009

Grade N_Il_Je rsr][lgcejr 6 7 8
Math 2006 368 76.4
2007 368 72.3
2008 368 78.3
Reading 2006 365 71.2
2007 365 75.9
2008 365 75.3
Writing 2006 364 81.0
2007 364 75.8
2008 364 78.0

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s
growth, and green represents three year’s growth.




CMT Comparison: Unmatched Cohort
At/Above Goal 2006-2009

Grade N_I% rsr][ggr 3 4 5 6
2006 514 50.0
2007 483 58.6
2008 480 60.6
2009 450 56.4
2006 513 50.1
2007 482 55.0
2008 480 60.4
2009 448 58.9
2006 504 53.8
2007 482 65.4
2008 480 61.0
2009 478 52.3

B Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s
B growth, and green represents three year’s growth.
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CMT Comparison: Matched Cohort
At/Above Goal 2006-2009

Grade N_I% rsr][ggr 3 4 5 6
2006 313 52.1
2007 313 62.6
2008 313 66.5
2009 313 63.6
2006 311 55.0
2007 311 60.8
2008 311 66.9
2009 311 68.2
2006 326 54.6
2007 326 66.6
2008 326 62.6
2009 326 59.2

'z 41 Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s
Bchi - growth, and green represents three year’s growth.



CMT Comparison: Unmatched Cohort
At/Above Goal 2006-2009

Grade N_I% rsr][ggr 4 5 6 7
2006 532 54.5
2007 510 61.4
2008 430 59.5
2009 436 50.5
2006 530 57.7
2007 508 58.5
2008 429 66.7
2009 434 66.4
2006 529 64.1
2007 509 61.1
2008 428 58.9
2009 453 51.4

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s
growth, and green represents three year’s growth.




CMT Comparison: Matched Cohort
At/Above Goal 2006-2009

Grade N_I% rsr][ggr 4 5 6 7
2006 309 57.6
2007 309 66.0
2008 309 66.0
2009 309 57.0
2006 308 60.1
2007 308 63.6
\ 2008 308 76.9
~ 2009 308 75.0
Writing 2006 313 66.5
. 2007 313 64.9
2008 313 63.6
2009 313 62.0

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s
growth, and green represents three year’s growth.




CMT Comparison: Unmatched Cohort
At/Above Goal 2006-2009

Grade N_I% rsr][ggr 5 6 7 8
2006 504 51.6
2007 425 58.1
2008 422 48.8
2009 433 39.0
2006 502 554
2007 425 55.3
2008 421 66.0
2009 431 54.8
2006 498 56.8
2007 425 56.9
2008 428 52.1
2009 448 55.1

'z 41 Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s
Bchi - growth, and green represents three year’s growth.



CMT Comparison: Matched Cohort
At/Above Goal 2006-2009

Grade N_I% rsrj[ggr 5 6 7 8
2006 284 57.0
2007 284 67.6
2008 284 58.8
2009 284 45.4
2006 281 59.8
2007 281 62.3
2008 281 75.1
N 2009 281 63.7
Writing 2006 292 59.2
L 2007 292 62.3
' 2008 292 59.2
2009 292 62.0

'z 41 Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s
Bchi - growth, and green represents three year’s growth.



CMT Comparison: Unmatched Cohort
At/Above Goal 2006-2009

Grade N_Il_Je r;lte)gr 6 7 8

2006 480 41.3

2007 483 39.5

2008 489 41.9
2006 475 94.5

2007 483 55.5

2008 483 55.5
2006 475 51.6

2007 482 43.4

2008 487 45.2

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s
growth, and green represents three year’s growth.




CMT Comparison: Matched Cohort
At/Above Goal 2006-2009

Grade N_Il_é rSrJ[SSr 6 7 8

2006 368 45.9

2007 368 44.3

2008 368 46.5
2006 365 58.6

2007 365 63.6

2008 365 61.4
2006 364 56.9

2007 364 50.3

2008 364 50.3

Notes: Cells highlighted in yellow indicate one year’s growth, those in orange represent two year’s
growth, and green represents three year’s growth.




Demographic Reference Group
(DRG)
Comparison Ranking Order




Demographic Reference Group (DRG)
Comparison Ranking Order

Students At or Above Goal

2007-2009
Grade 3 Grade 4
Math Math
2007 2008 2009 2007 2008 2009
Ranking Ranking Ranking Ranking Ranking Ranking
9 8 2* 8 o* 8
Reading Reading
6 S5* 7 6 3* 4%
Writing Writing
10 o* 4* 4 1* 2*

Notes: There are a total of 15 towns in demographic reference group G.
Ranking order is 1-15, with one being the town with the highest score and 15 being the lowest scoring.

* Indicates ranking within the top 5!



Demographic Reference Group (DRG)

Comparison Ranking Order
Students At or Above Goal

2007-2009
Grade 5 Grade 6
Math Math
2007 2008 2009 2007 2008 2009
Ranking Ranking Ranking Ranking Ranking Ranking

11 9 8 14 14 13
Reading Reading

7 7 11 13 7 14
Writing Writing

9 4* 8 10 6 11

Notes: There are a total of 15 towns in demographic reference group G.
Ranking order is 1-15, with one being the town with the highest score and 15 being the lowest scoring.

* Indicates ranking within the top 5!



Demographic Reference Group (DRG)

Comparison Ranking Order
Students At or Above Goal

2007-2009
Grade 7 Grade 8
Math Math
2007 2008 2009 2007 2008 2009
Ranking Ranking Ranking Ranking Ranking Ranking
14 11 14 14 14 15
Reading Reading
13 6 13 13 10 11
Writing Writing
9 10 12 15 15 10

Notes: There are a total of 15 towns in demographic reference group G.
Ranking order is 1-15, with one being the town with the highest score and 15 being the lowest scoring.

* Indicates ranking within the top 5!



CMT Comparison
State/Manchester




2009 CMT Comparison

State/Manchester
At/Above Proficiency
Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
State | District | State | District | State | District

Maith 82.8 81.6 84.6 81.6 85.9 85.0

| Reading 71.1 68.3 74.4 70.9 77.7 73.6

:;, ¥ Writing 83.2 84.0 85.0 84.9 86.5 86.0
Science N/A N/A N/A N/A 82.9 81.6




2009 CMT Comparison
State/Manchester
At/Above Proficiency

Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8

State | Bennet| State llling State llling

Math

86.8 80.3 85.7 79.7 84.5 74.2

| Reading

80.3 71.0 83.4 75.5 80.5 69.8

8| Writing

83.1 81.6 80.9 /7.8 83.7 80.0

Science

N/A N/A N/A N/A 76.6 66.6







Highlights:

Making progress in closing the achievement gap.

Our black students have made significant gains in
both math and reading as seen on page 3

Our economically disadvantages students have
made remarkable gains across grade levels and
content areas as seen on page 5

Student growth from Proficiency to Goal level
continues to occur.

Math continues to show evidence of steady growth.

When the same group of students (matched cohort)
* . aretracked over time, there Is an increase in
. student achievement.




concerns

 Reading at all grade levels and within all
groupings

§ .« ELL students continue to struggle

« 7t and 8" grade math, when compared
with our district reference groups (DRG)




Plan for Improvement

Continued emphasis on accountability
and high expectations for all

Implementation of Scientific Research-
Based Intervention (SRBI)

Continued emphasis on the delivery of
differentiation strategies for reading,
writing, and math abilities district-wide

Student goals are established for each
child in both language and math content
areas



Plan for Improvement

o Continued emphasis on explicit
Instruction in reading and writing across
the curriculum

®  « Strong focus on reading district-wide,
j with a plan to be shared at a later date

{
' 7 » Strong focus on math for our 7t and 8t

grade students

¢
e -

%
5
.
7%
W
in R
—-'—"‘;. 2, ‘.r




Plan for Improvement

Data teams: assessment data informs
Instruction and determines direction

Focus on cultural relevance to support
staff and students and create success

through equity

Additional Equity Trainer will be added to
support ELL teachers and students K-12
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