
 

CSD · Milestones Progress Indicators 2016-2017 
 Progression: Are students, K-3, Ready to learn and equitably prepared?       One, Three & Five Year Goals 
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3rd Grade Reading 

Proficiency 
72.4 47.8 ELL *** *** 40.8 27.7 Hispanic 48 42 37 H 30 50 39 64 80 

3rd Grade Math Proficiency 69.3 47.8 ELL *** *** 52.5 38.6 Hispanic 58 52 46 H 41 59 49 70 80 

 Momentum: Are students, 4-8, maintaining progress and are learning/achievement gaps removed? 

5th Grade Science 45.8 37.0 Hispanic 63.4 30.7 ELL 61.2 50.7 ELL 65 56 56 E 24 E 66 57 73 80 

6th Grade Reading 

Proficiency 
66.9 29.4 ELL *** *** 41.1 9.5 ELL 49 45 20 E NA-0/13 53 22 65 80 

6th Grade Math Proficiency 56.2 29.4 ELL *** *** 32.6 9.5 ELL 42 35 20 E 23 45 27 62 80 

8th Grade Reading 

Proficiency 
48.4 35.4 Hispanic 64.7 49.4 Hispanic 42.9 39 Hispanic 50 52 47 H 39 59 48 66 80 

8th Grade Math Proficiency 34.6 21.5 Hispanic 54.0 41.9 Hispanic 27.3 18.3 Hispanic 37 28 28 H 20 40 30 58 80 

8th Grade Science 45.2 26.5 Hispanic 58.9 41.3 Hispanic 40.9 27.9 Hispanic 49 59 38 H 38 H 63 43 65 80 

 Preparation: Are students moving towards graduation and prepared College & Career choices? 

9th Grade Attn. Rate 13.58 days  12.28 days  11.89 days  11.5 12.76 N/A 
 

N/A 11.4  10.7 9.9 

9th Grade Credits Earned X  5.648  5.718  5.75 5.76 
 

N/A 
 

N/A 5.78  5.85 5.90 

 10th Grade Science 
 

 *** *** 76.7 70.3 Hispanic 63.1 48 Hispanic 67 80 Combined 54 H 38 H 
*  

74 80 
   

 11th Grade Reading  *** *** *** *** 32.1 27.1 Male 42 79 Combined 37 M  *  
62 80 

   
 11th Grade Math  *** *** *** *** 12.4 10.0 Male 27 87 Combined 20 M 

All Results 
Suppressed 

*  
55 80 

   

4-Year Graduation Rate D/HS 67.5 *** 71.8 *** 74.2/80.2 *** 77/82 76/83   78/84  81/86 85/90 

5-Year Graduation Rate 72.5  77.3  83.5  86 86 
  88  90 95 



 Progression 

(K-3) 

Results and 

Summary: 

 

Three of the four state test targets show growth, although not at the target we were seeking. Continued work, K-3, in both content areas 

will be stressed through leadership, professional development, resource allocation and instructional review. Overall, both reading and 

math scores are a priority. We are reviewing a new math materials adoption this year.  The goals will be reset and the 3rd math target will 

be readjusted to accelerate progress towards the 3 & 5 year goals. Reading will be monitored this year to see how PD and new 

assessment diagnostics help with corrective teaching through intervention blocks and XLT.  Primaries increased para support to 

Kindergarten and we are looking at ways to include more time 1-3. 

 

ELA – We have not met the growth targets we would like to meet in ELA.  After analyzing data and having representatives attend the 

International Literacy conference we are all focusing a lot of our resources on building our literacy leaders in each building.  The literacy team 

has chosen to focus on developing a love reading and writing at all levels and across all subgroups.  All buildings have gotten specialized training 

on how to implement choice reading, standards based conferring with students about what they are reading, and all grade levels teach and 

commonly score each genre of writing. 

 

Science - Hands on Science is generally absent and each school has significant room for growth beyond just reading about science. Schools will 

work to step forward into helping students understand the world in which the live, with a strong foundation for intermediate science based on the 

Next Generation Science Standards (NGSS).  Grade level representatives are serving on the science committee where they will design units 

aligned with NGSS, pilot the units, and share with their grade level team. 

 

Math – The math scores and lack of student growth at the primary schools are unacceptable. We are yearning for cohesive, comprehensive and 

appropriately challenging mathematics materials and are all represented on the math review committee. In the meantime, teachers continue to use 

and share materials aligned to the CCSS (Engage NY materials and other supplemental materials), follow district scope and sequence maps, and 

administer district common math assessments.  

 

Instructional Coaching – Teams of teachers continue to utilize coaching opportunities with District Educational Specialists.  Additionally, our 

building facilitator’s roles have shifted to a more intentional support structure to better support teaching and learning.   

 

PLCs - All three Primary Schools PLC’s continue to be the primary vehicle for implementation of action plans aimed at the four plc questions: 

What do we want students to know? How will we know if they have achieved it? What will we do if the students didn’t learn it? And, What will 

we do if they did learn it?  

 

The Culture of Our Schools – Culturally, buildings are moving towards sharing and analyzing data and working to become high performing 

beyond simply the CEE staff survey of perceptions.  We recognize we have pockets of excellence, and pockets of resistance. At the principal 

level we know and understand that not all teachers can be proficient and distinguished when half our students are not meeting standards in ELA 

and Math.  

 

Time- While all three primary schools have equal amounts of time, we all struggle with a lack of time to successfully and completely integrate 

the myriad of initiatives and support that is offered: EL pull outs, SE pull outs, 90 minute ELA blocks, 60 minute Math blocks, Intervention, I-

Ready instructional time for struggling learners, science instruction, Hi-cap learners, ALL students, Lunch, Recess and PE.  Time is also a 

struggle outside of the student learning day as we struggle to schedule parent conferences, PLC meetings, computer lab time, library time, staff 

meeting time, math materials review, writing scoring, monthly building ELA trainings, and PBIS to name a few competing initiatives.   

 

Our strengths- We are meeting regularly, collaborating, and sharing as primary building leaders more than we have historically.  We are 

hardworking, we are dedicated, and we want to learn how to move all students forward, to successfully prepare students for their future.  We are 

hustling toward a brighter future.  

 

Respectfully,  

 

Andy Justice, David Eacker, David Roberts 



 
 Momentum 

(4-8)  

Results and 

Summary 

 

Targets across grades 5-8 varied. 3 of the 12 targets fell from previous scores and 5th science calls for immediate attention to reverse the 

trend. Science, K-6 is being reviewed for scheduling, materials and training. 6th reading rose 4 points to 45 but is still behind pace 

towards 5-year goals. The 6th grade reading ELL subgroup was small in numbers but none of the count met grade-level proficiency in 

that area.  

5 of the 12 targets show growth but not at the desired target level.  We will continue to invest in support of these areas of need.  

2 of the 12 areas show success in targeted growth for the entire grade level and 2 of the 12 areas of success were for specific sub-groups 

that are learning gap concerns.  All four groups met the goals for this last year.  We will continue to move towards the 3-5 years goals 

and invest in the above-named strategies to support the needed raise in achievement levels. 

 

5th grade science: In science, all grade levels have committed to teaching 90-180 minutes of science weekly by reworking master schedules and 

collectively committing to teaching science as a core subject.  Professional development and guidance is being provided for every grade level 

through grade level science representatives who work together to learn the new NGSS, develop NGSS-aligned science lessons and units, and lead 

their grade level PLC teams to implement these new standards and units into weekly instruction. Fidelity to these implementation plans is ensured 

through PLC and Science lead feedback and collaboration with building leadership. 

 

6th grade math: All grade levels have committed to instructional minimums of 60 minutes of math core instruction and 30 minutes of math 

intervention for students not meeting standard. We are regularly analyzing iReady diagnostic and growth-monitoring data and incorporating I-

Ready online and teacher-driven instruction for both small group interventions and individualized independent practice. Both para-educators and 

certificated staff are being trained to implement and use iReady. All grade levels are engaging in ongoing data inquiry cycles to identify problems 

of practice and respond to student needs in math. Extended learning programs (XLT) emphasize math intervention for students performing below 

level. *Similar efforts are underway for 6th grade reading as well. 

 

EL students continue to be one of our lowest-performing sub-groups. Ongoing PD is being provided to EL para-educators and teachers to 

incorporate EL best practices into daily instruction as well as specific ELD programs and interventions. Depending on need, two computer 

programs - Lexia and Imagine Learning – are being used for our lower-level EL students’ daily instruction and additional ELD services are being 

targeted to students of greatest need. High need EL students receive additional support through our XLT program with supplemental I-Ready and 

small group instruction. ELP subgroup data is disaggregated in every data inquiry cycle to analyze effectiveness of efforts to close the 

achievement gap between EL students and All students. 

 

Respectfully, 

 

Danielle Vekich & Heidi Jenkins 

Preparation 

(9-12)  

Results and 

Summary 

 

Centralia High School has developed a consistent indicator to meet the challenges of changing state data that doesn’t always accurately 

reflect student progress toward graduation – particularly concerning assessment.  The CHS Graduation Assessment Ready (GAR) 

indicator is a more accurate way to represent how CHS is preparing its students for college and career readiness.  This year’s seniors at 

CHS enter the school year with 87% GAR in math, 69% GAR in ELA and 80% GAR in science.  CHS met goals in the areas of 9th 

grade credits earned, 4-year on-time graduation rate and 5-year extended graduation rate and deserve recognition for the 

accomplishment.  The one area that fell was 9th grade attendance and this will be addressed by staff this year as a priority.  CHS has 

formed a Student Study Team (SST) to work with ALL our students with a focus on 9th graders to identify barriers to consistent 

attendance.  The SST is working with students and parents to refocus the importance on daily attendance.  All staff will participate in 

professional development focused on increasing attendance and achievement by Pat Quinn this school year. 

 

Respectfully, 

 

Josue Lowe 


