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Alignment to Strategic Plan 2027

Strategic Plan

- Goal Area #1: Effective and consistent
instructional practices that meet the needs of all
students

Focus Priority Student Outcomes

* Increase achievement for all students while closing
gaps among student groups

* Ensure at least one year of academic growth for
each student
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Assessment Administration

* August 2021 - In-person test administration for all grade levels
* Similar to previous test administrations, about 96% of the
students completed the Reading and Math iReady diagnostic
Assessment
— Includes Remote ISP students
* For both reading and math, iReady recommended testing time
periods were implemented
e K:Three 20-minute sessions
* 1st: Two 30-minute sessions
* 2nd - 5th: Two 50-minute sessions
* 6th - 8th: Two 45-50 minute sessions
— Additional time provided to students who may need it -
student with accommodations, ELs, students that were
absent, or any extenuating circumstance

Mountain View Whisman School District



Assessment Administration

Assessment Administration Dates:

* Grades 1-8
— Reading - August 16
— Math - August 18
* Kindergarten:
— Reading - August 31
— Math - September 2
* Kindergarteners are provided additional time for adjustment
to school routine before testing

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Districtwide Overall Placement - Reading

Overall Placement

® AtRisk for Tier 3
21%

Tier2
28%

52%

Mountain View Whisman School District

Placement By Domain

Phonological Awareness (P4) [ N RN

Phonics (PH)

[
High-Frequency Words (HFw) NG

Vocabulary (voc) [
Comprehension: Literature (L/7) [INEGCGCG_G_——
Comprehension: Informational Text (INF0) IEEGCGEGEG_—_—_—

Tier 1: On or Above Grade Level
Tier 2: One grade level below
Tier 3: Two or more grade levels below
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Districtwide Overall 5-level Placement-

Reading

36% 16%

‘ Mid or Above Grade Level 0 Early On Grade Level One Grade Level Below
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' Two Grade Levels Below

28%

10% 1%

. Three or More Grade Levels Below



Overall Placement By School -
Reading

BENJAMIN BUBB ELEM SCHOOL 60% 29% 1%
e

53% 19% 27%

CRITTENDEN MIDDLE SCHOOL R EEEEEE—
EDITH LANDELS ELEM SCHOOL 55% 31% 14%
- I —

GABRIELA MISTRAL ELEM SCHOOL - 36% 43% 21%
55% 14% 31%

GRAHAM MIDDLE SCHOOL Rty S
72% 2% 6%

IMAI ELEMENTARY SCHOOL S —"
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Overall Placement By School -
Reading

52% 34% 14%

JOSE ANTONIO VARGAS ELEMENTARY E—

33% 56%
MARIANO CASTRO ELEM SCHOOL

—_
o
ST

MONTA LOMA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 4% 37% 18%

65% 29% 6%
STEVENSON ELEM SCHOOL

THEUERKAUF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 36% 42% 22%
9
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Overall Placement by Grade Level -

Reading

Grade K
Grade 1
Grade 2
Grade 3
Grade 4

Grade 5

46%

38%

45%

o
(6]
a2

54%

93%
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Overall Placement By Grade Level-
Reading

0% 0% 28
wunl e ——] —

S 1% 0%
brade ] _—y S
Ll _56/ 17/0—27/0
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Bubb Elementary
Reading

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

A

Placement By Domain

- Overall Placement-

® At Risk for Tier 3 Phonological Awareness (p4) [N
11%

Phonics (pH) NI ||

Tier 2 High-Frequency Words (HrFw) GG =
29%

Vocabulary (voc) NG |

® Tier1 F F

o Comprehension: Literature (L/7) [INEEEG_G_G_as o

Comprehension: Informational Text (INFO) GGG 3

52% 48%

|

38% 55% 7%

T —

52% 33% 15%

e [ —

77% 9% 14%

s | =]

70% 17% 14%

.Eeeee [ ——

63% 23% 14%



Bubb Elementary - Subgroup Data -
Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 69% 31%
Hispanic

p. / 24% 76%
Latino

White 68% 32%

On or Above | Below Grade
Grade Level Level

ELs 9% 91%

EO 66% 34%
RFEP 88% 12%
SWD 15% 85%
SED 30% 70%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Landels Elementary - Overall Placement-
Reading

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

A
AR

Placement By Domain

® AtRisk for Tier 3 Phonological Awareness (PA) [IEE————
14%

Phonics (pH) I T—;

Tier 2 High-Frequency Words (HFw) I [
31%

Vocabulary (voc) I s

® Tier1 o

s Comprehension: Literature (L/7) NG =

Comprehension: Informational Text ((INFO) NG (===

56% 44%

|

45% 48% 7%

L R | jE—

52% 37% 12%

| =

66% 9% 25%

-=-.. S — |

56% 35% 9%

| )

55% 16% 29%



Landels Elementary - Subgroup Data -
Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 70% 30%
Hispanic

p. / 18% 82%
Latino

White 69% 31%

Grade Level Level

ELs 10% 90%
EO 65% 35%
RFEP 68% 32%
SWD 32% 68%
SED 21% 79%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Mistral Elementary - Overall Placement-

Reading

Overall Placement

Grade K
Grade 1
Grade 2
Grade 3
Grade 4

Grade 5

Placement By Domain

® AtRisk for Tier 3
21%

Tier 2
43%

® Tier1
36%

25%

23%

38%

Phonological Awareness (PA)
Phonics (PH)

High-Frequency Words (HFW)
Vocabulary (VoC)
Comprehension: Literature (LIT)

Comprehension: Informational Text (INFO)

27%

51%

31%

51% 18%

61% 17%

35%

24% 25%

45% 24%

31%



Mistral Elementary - Subgroup Data -
Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 72% 28%
Hispanic

p. / 19% 81%
Latino

White 56% 44%

Grade Level Level

ELs 12% 88%
EO 60% 40%
RFEP 67% 33%
SWD 12% 88%
SED 14% 86%

Mountain View Whisman School District

17




Imai Elementary - Overall Placement-
Reading

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

A

Placement By Domain

® AtRisk for Tier 3 Phonological Awareness (P4) I 1
6%
Phonics (pH) IS =
Tier 2 High-Frequency Words (HFy) IS
22%
Vocabulary (voc) [ |
e ;;’1 Comprehension: Literature (L/7) NG 1]
Comprehension: Informational Text ((NFO)  IEEEGEGGEE |
74% 26%
|
58% 35% 6%
| =
72% 25% 3%
| ||
79% 16% 6%
o | I
68% 24% 8%
s A (——
78% 11% 11%
| | E—



Imai Elementary - Subgroup Data -
Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 82% 18%
Hispanic

p. / 27% 73%
Latino

White 71% 29%

Grade Level Level

ELs 29% 71%
EO 77% 23%
RFEP 74% 26%
SWD 63% 37%
SED 29% 71%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Vargas Elementary - Overall Placement-
Reading

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

A
AR

Placement By Domain

® AtRisk for Tier 3 Phonological Awareness (P4)  [IEEEE———— |
14%
Phonics (PH) I (I
Tier 2 High-Frequency Words (HFw) IS |
34%
Vocabulary (voc) GGG ==
. ;';/” Comprehension: Literature (L/7) [N ]
Comprehension: Informational Text (INFO)  [INEGEG__—_—_——_ Lo
42% 58%
|
53% 1% 5%
| s
44% 40% 17%
| I
67% 13% 19%
o | |
51% 33% 16%
| e
52% 17% 31%



Vargas Elementary - Subgroup Data -
Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 74% 26%
Hispanic

p. / 21% 79%
Latino

White 56% 44%

Grade Level Level

ELs 18% 82%
EO 61% 39%
RFEP 65% 35%
SWD 17% 83%
SED 24% 76%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Castro Elementary - Overall Placement-

Reading

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

@ AtRisk for Tier 3

56%

Tier 2

33%

® Tier1

10%

1

|*’5
&°

14%

7

Io\" |

13%

7

Io\" |

10%

Placement By Domain

Phonological Awareness (PA)

Phonics (PH)

High-Frequency Words (HFW)
Vocabulary (VOC)

Comprehension: Literature (LIT)

Comprehension: Informational Text (INFO)

86%

65% 22%

20% 73%

13% 73%

23% 70%

21% e



Castro Elementary - Subgroup Data -
Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 67% 33%
Hispanic

p. / 6% 94%
Latino

White 21% 79%

Grade Level Level
ELs 2% 98%
EO 34% 66%
RFEP 20% 80%
SWD 0% 100%
SED 6% 94%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Monta Loma Elementary - Overall Placement-
Reading

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

A

Placement By Domain

® At Risk for Tier 3
18%

Tier 2
37%

® Tier1
44%

37%

34%

35%

Phonological Awareness (PA)

High-Frequency Words (HFW)

Comprehension: Literature (L/T)

Comprehension: Informational Text (INFO)

""" =

Phonics (PH) I |
7 =

Vocabulary (voc) |GG L
63%

58% 8%

| E—

37% 28%
=== |

13% £

59% 35% 5%

e 00000000 =
24% 29%

| |



Monta Loma Elementary - Subgroup
Data - Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 62% 38%
Hispanic

p. / 24% 76%
Latino

White 60% 40%

On or Above | Below Grade
Grade Level Level

ELs 7% 93%

EO 54% 46%
RFEP 61% 39%
SWD 33% 67%
SED 21% 79%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Stevenson Elementary - Overall Placement-

Reading

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

A

Placement By Domain

® AtRisk for Tier 3 Phonological Awareness (P4) INIEE———
6%
Phonics (p+H) I =
Tier 2 High-Frequency Words (HFv) I |
29%
Vocabulary (voc) I |
o Z;” Comprehension: Literature (L/7) [ |
Comprehension: Informational Text (INFO)  INEEEGEGEGEEEEE_—_—_——— =
55% 45%
e —
43% 51% 6%
| L
59% 38% 3%
) =
85% 8% 7%
v T——
71% 21% 8%
[
73% 16% 11%



Stevenson Elementary - Subgroup
Data - Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 72% 28%
Hispanic

p. / 34% 66%
Latino

White 64% 36%

Grade Level Level

ELs 25% 75%
EO 66% 34%
RFEP 86% 14%
SWD 26% 74%
SED 52% 48%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Theuerkauf Elementary - Overall Placement-

Reading

Overall Placement

Grade K
Grade 1
Grade 2
Grade 3
Grade 4

Grade 5

Placement By Domain

® AtRisk for Tier 3
22%

Tier2
42%

® Tier1
36%

32%

25%

27%

Phonological Awareness (PA)
Phonics (PH)

High-Frequency Words (HFW)
Vocabulary (VOC)
Comprehension: Literature (LIT)

Comprehension: Informational Text (INFO)

32%

63%

68%

13%

41%

66%

34%

26%

12%

44%

N
N
&

15%

40%



Theuerkauf Elementary - Subgroup
Data - Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 67% 33%
Hispanic

p. / 14% 86%
Latino

White 54% 46%

Grade Level Level

ELs 17% 83%
EO 38% 62%
RFEP 69% 31%
SWD 24% 79%
SED 13% 87%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Crittenden Middle - Overall Placement-
Reading

Overall Placement Placement By Domain
® AtRisk for Tier 3 Phonological Awareness (P4) [IEEEE—
27%
Phonics (PH) G-
Tier 2 High-Frequency Words (HFw) [
19%
Vocabulary (voc) |
¢ ;';/” Comprehension: Literature (L/7) [INEG_G__a |
Comprehension: Informational Text (INFO)  INEEGEG_G__N [

49% 24% 27%
Grade 6 | _—=i
57% 14% 29%
Grade 7 | —— |
54% 20% 26%

Grade 8

Mountain View Whisman School District 30



Crittenden Middle - Subgroup Data -
Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above Below Grade
Grade Level Level
Asian 78% 22%
Hispanic
p. / 33% 67%
Latino
White 74% 26%

Grade Level Level

ELs 4% 96%
EO 66% 34%
RFEP 41% 59%
SWD 27% 73%
SED 24% 76%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Graham Middle - Overall Placement-
Reading

Overall Placement Placement By Domain
@ AtRisk for Tier 3 Phonological Awareness (PA)
31%
Phonics (PH)
Tier2 High-Frequency Words (HFW)

14%

Vocabulary (VOC)
® ;'lse; 1 Comprehension: Literature (L/T)

Comprehension: Informational Text (INFO)

53% 17% 29%
S = ]
56% 10% 34%
Graned | ==
57% 15% 28%

Grade 8
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Graham Middle- Subgroup Data -
Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above Below Grade
Grade Level Level
Asian 81% 19%
Hispanic
p. / 25% 75%
Latino
White 75% 25%

Grade Level Level

ELs 2% 98%
EO 75% 25%
RFEP 45% 55%
SWD 13% 87%
SED 21% 79%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Overall Placement Comparative -
Reading

® AtRisk for Tier 3 ® At Risk for Tier 3 @ At Risk for Tier 3
22% 19% 21%
Tier 2

Tier 2 Tier 2

28%

29% 24%
49% 57% 52%

August 2019 August 2020 August 2021
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Overall Placement Comparative By School-
Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2019) | Diagnostic 1 (August 2020) | Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above | Below Grade | On or Above | Below Grade | On or Above | Below Grade
Grade Level Level Grade Level Level Grade Level Level
Bubb 56% 43% 67% 33% 60% 40%
Landels 51% 49% 60% 40% 55% 45%
Mistral 36% 64% 52% 48% 36% 64%
Imai 61% 39% 75% 25% 72% 28%
Vargas 53% 47% 62% 38% 52% 48%
Castro 11% 89% 18% 82% 10% 90%
“L":r::a 41% 59% 53% 47% 44% 56%
Stevenson 61% 39% 76% 24% 65% 45%
Theuerkauf 39% 61% 49% 51% 35% 65%
Crittenden 51% 41% 53% 47% 53% 47%
Graham 55% 45% 55% 45% 55% 45%

Mauntain View Whisman School District 3




Comparative Subgroup Data - Reading

Diagnostic 1 (August 2019) | Diagnostic 1 (August 2020) | Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)
On or Above [Below Grade|On or Above |Below Grade|On or Above |Below Grade
Grade Level Level Grade Level Level Grade Level Level

ELs 4% 96% 16% 84% 8% 92%

EO 63% 37% 70% 30% 66% 33%
RFEP 44% 56% 52% 48% 52% 48%
SWD 16% 84% 24% 76% 21% 79%
SED 17% 83% 24% 76% 19% 81%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Comparative Ethnicity Subgroup Data

- Reading

Diagnostic 1 Diagnostic 1 Diagnostic 1
(August 2019) (August 2020) (August 2021)

On or Above Below |On or Above Below |On or Above Below

Grade Level | Grade Level | Grade Level | Grade Level | Grade Level | Grade Level
Asian 70% 30% 78% 22% 76% 24%

Hispanic/

Latino 24% 76% 29% 71% 22% 78%
White 59% 41% 69% 31% 57% 43%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Data Trends - Reading

* Overall Districtwide, there is comparable proficiency this Fall to
pre-pandemic year (both in-person assessment administrations)

* Similar comparable proficiency trend for all schools except for Imai (61%
in August 2019 to 72% in August 2021)

* Looking at overall by school data, Imai has most students proficient (72%)
and Castro has least proficiency (10%)

* Looking at grade level data, 3rd grade has highest proficiency Districtwide
(65% of student proficient)

* By school data reflects a similar trend with 3rd graders being most
proficient in Reading at all schools except Monta Loma (4th Grade) and
Castro (Kindergarten and 1st Grade)

e 7th and 8th grade both have same proficiency - 56%

* 1st grade has least number of students proficient Districtwide - 38%

* Looking at the domain level data, Comprehension and Vocabulary
continue to be areas of focus with least proficiency

Mountain View Whisman School District 39



Data Trends - Reading

* Subgroup data reflects more ELs being proficient
than pre-pandemic year (4% in August 2019 — 8%
in August 2021)

* Similarly, more students are proficient across all
subgroups this Fall than in August 2019

* Subgroups data shows all subgroups are less
proficient this Fall than in August 2020 (Virtual test
administration during Distance Learning)

Mountain View Whisman School District 40
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Math Data
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Districtwide Overall Placement- Math

Overall Placement Placement By Domain

® At Risk for Tier 3 Number and Operations (N0) - IR ==
22%
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) | IRECGCGE_—— [ —
Tier2 Measurement and Data (v/s) | EEEEGEG__—_— I
36%
Geometry (G£0) | INEGCGEGE—_— ==
® Tier1
42% R N G O R S S

Tier 1: On or Above Grade Level
Tier 2: One grade level below
Tier 3: Two or more grade levels below
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Districtwide Overall 5-level Placement-
Math

25% 17% 36% 12% 1%

. Mid or Above Grade Level . Early On Grade Level One Grade Level Below . Two Grade Levels Below . Three or More Grade Levels Below

Mountain View Whisman School District 43



Overall Placement By School

BENJAMIN BUBB ELEM SCHOOL

CRITTENDEN MIDDLE SCHOOL

EDITH LANDELS ELEM SCHOOL

GABRIELA MISTRAL ELEM SCHOOL

GRAHAM MIDDLE SCHOOL

IMAI ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

52%

44%

42%

26%

50%

60%

Mountain View Whisman School District

- Math

35% 13%

30% 26%

43% 16%

48% 25%

20% 30%

33% 7%



Overall Placement By School - Math

3% 6% 18%
JOSE ANTONIO VARGAS ELEMENTARY _ e
5 31 4%

MARIANO CASTRO ELEM SCHOOL —
20% 52% 19%
MONTA LOMA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL e —
5% % 8%

STEVENSON ELEM SCHOOL

e — —
THEUERKAUF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL _2” 52/"_27/"

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Overall Placement by Grade Level -

Math

Grade K 40%
e _32/

a2 _36/

e A
bieded _45/
Grade 5 i

Mountain View Whisman School District

60%

52% 17%

37% 27%

37% 25%

31% 23%

29% 27%
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Overall Placement By Grade Level-
Math

49% 25% 26%
Grade 6

48% 24% 28%
Grade 7

| |
am—
3

46% 24%
Grade 8

Mountain View Whisman School District 47



Bubb Elementary

Math

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

A

Placement By Domain

® AtRisk for Tier 3
13%

35%

® Tier1
52% -

50%

35%

52%

48%

62%

63%

Number and Operations (N0) [N
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) NG
Tier 2 Measurement and Data (v/s) [N
Geometry (GEO) NG

- Overall Placement-

50%

55% 11%

38% 10%

35% 17%

20% 18%

20% 17%



Bubb Elementary - Subgroup Data -

Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 66% 34%
Hispanic

p. / 20% 80%
Latino

White 54% 46%

Grade Level Level

ELs 12% 88%
EO 55% 45%
RFEP 76% 24%
SWD 12% 88%
SED 12% 88%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Landels Elementary - Overall Placement-
Math

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

A

Placement By Domain

® At Risk for Tier 3 Number and Operations (N0)  [INEREG_—_—— =
b Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) NN =
Tier 2 Measurement and Data (vs)  [INREG_G__——— |

%
" Geometry (6E0) EGEG—_— —

® Tier1

A0

51%

36%

48%

32%

N
N
5°

37%

44%

51% 13%

38% 13%

46% 22%

39%

32% 24%



Landels Elementary - Subgroup Data -

Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 54% 46%
Hispanic

p. / 10% 90%
Latino

White 54% 46%

On or Above | Below Grade
Grade Level Level

ELs 14% 86%

EO 50% 50%
RFEP 32% 68%
SWD 33% 67%
SED 9% 91%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Mistral Elementary - Overall Placement-
Math

Overall Placement Placement By Domain
@ At Risk for Tier 3 Number and Operations (v0) INEG_—_:_—_  E—
25%
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) IEEEEG—_— [=———1
Tier 2 Measurement and Data (v/S) [INEG__ I
48%
Geometry (GEO) NG [J—
AN
26% B ne _ - . . )
18% 82%
Srane —
i 22% 49% 29%
raae
— |
21% 42% 37%
R = 0
Grade 3 22X Sk 2
| |
24% 43% 33%
e ] N
Grade 5 43% 31% 25%



Mistral Elementary - Subgroup Data -

Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 55% 45%
Hispanic

p. / 12% 88%
Latino

White 45% 55%

On or Above | Below Grade
Grade Level Level

ELs 6% 94%

EO 50% 50%
RFEP 56% 44%
SWD 13% 87%
SED 7% 93%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Imai Elementary - Overall Placement-
Math

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

A
AR

Placement By Domain

® At Risk for Tier 3
7%
33%

@ Tier1
60% By oL

61%

47%

58%

54%

66%

71%

Number and Operations (N0) [N
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) [N
Tier 2 Measurement and Data (Vs) NN
Geometry (GEO) [N

39%

45% 8%

37% 5

3°

36% 10%

25% 9

S°

22% 7%



Imai Elementary - Subgroup Data -

Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 72% 28%
Hispanic

p. / 13% 87%
Latino

White 56% 44%

On or Above | Below Grade
Grade Level Level

ELs 37% 63%

EO 63% 37%
RFEP 59% 41%
SWD 54% 46%
SED 13% 87%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Vargas Elementary - Overall Placement-
Math

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

A

® AtRisk for Tier 3
18%

Tier 2
46%
® Tier1
36%
29%
|

Placement By Domain

Number and Operations (NO)
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG)

=

 E———]
Measurement and Data (MS) NG

|

44%

25%

30%

43%

43%

Geometry (GEO)

71%

46% 11%

46% 29%

43% 26%

37% 20%

31% 26%



Vargas Elementary - Subgroup Data -

Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 56% 44%
Hispanic

p. / 6% 94%
Latino

White 45% 55%

Grade Level Level

ELs 10% 90%
EO 42% 58%
RFEP 52% 48%
SWD 11% 89%
SED 5% 95%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Castro Elementary

Math

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

@ AtRisk for Tier 3

64%

Tier
31%

® Tier
5%

2

1

7%
 x—

11%
L
%

7
L

5%

3%

7%

- Overall Placement-

Placement By Domain

Number and Operations (NO) [l ]
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) [l ]
Measurement and Data (VS) Il ]
Geometry (GEO) Il ]
N\ - - - - -
93%
53% 36%

86%

18%

82%

19%

28%

77%

69%



Castro Elementary - Subgroup Data -

Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 57% 43%
Hispanic

p. / 3% 97%
Latino

White 11% 89%

Grade Level Level
ELs 2% 98%
EO 11% 89%
RFEP 11% 89%
SWD 0% 100%
SED 2% 98%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Monta Loma Elementary - Overall Placement-

Math

Overall Placement

Grade K
Grade 1
Grade 2
Grade 3
Grade 4

Grade 5

A

Placement By Domain

@ At Risk for Tier 3 Number and Operations (NO)  [INEEEEEEGG_ —
19%
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) NG [
Tier2 Measurement and Data (vs) [INEEEGEG_—_ I
52%
Geometry (Geo) INEEG_——— =]
® Tier1
28% _ = -
33% 67%
—
22% 59% 19%
| |
22% 54% 24%
| )
21% 49% 30%
e — | [ |
36% 50% 14%
- [—
38% 35% 28%



Monta Loma Elementary - Subgroup

Data - Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 68% 32%
Hispanic

p. / 6% 94%
Latino

White 38% 62%

Grade Level Level

ELs 7% 93%
EO 32% 68%
RFEP 44% 56%
SWD 20% 80%
SED 8% 92%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Stevenson Elementary - Overall Placement-
Math

Overall Placement

Grade K

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

A
AR

® AtRisk for Tier 3
8%

Tier 2
35%

® Tier1
58%

Placement By Domain

Number and Operations (Vo) [N

Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) NG

Measurement and Data (vs) NG
Geometry (Geo) N

60%

58%

66%

61%

61%

|

|

.

|
40%
49% 13%
A
32% 10%
[ —
31% 4%
I
27% 12%
|
32% 7%



Stevenson Elementary - Subgroup

Data - Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 67% 33%
Hispanic

p. / 13% 87%
Latino

White 59% 41%

Grade Level Level

ELs 36% 64%
EO 56% 46%
RFEP 76% 24%
SWD 26% 74%
SED 21% 79%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Theuerkauf Elementary - Overall Placement-

Math

Overall Placement

Grade K
Grade 1
Grade 2
Grade 3
Grade 4

Grade 5

® At Risk for Tier 3
27%

Tier2
52%

® Tier1
21%

22%

21%

14%

24%

26%

23%

Placement By Domain

Number and Operations (N0) [INEEG_—_ |
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) INEG__N | I—
Measurement and Data (vs)  [INREG_—_—— I
Geometry (GEO) NN | E—
N e B e R s S i N R R S s sy

78%

63% 16%

S

41% 45%

49% 27%

48% 26%

33% 44%



Theuerkauf Elementary - Subgroup

Data - Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 60% 40%
Hispanic

p. / 3% 97%
Latino

White 31% 69%

Grade Level Level

ELs 9% 91%
EO 23% 77%
RFEP 31% 69%
SWD 8% 92%
SED 5% 95%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Crittenden Middle - Overall Placement-
Math

Overall Placement Placement By Domain

® AtRisk for Tier 3

Number and Operations (N0) [N | —
26%
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) GGG s
Tier 2 Measurement and Data (vs) NG ———
30%
Geometry (Ge0) NG | |
_ ol
44% 6y T SO VN B By maal sl o R ] B i .
45% 31% 25%
Grade 6 | |
43% 31% 25%
Grade 7

43% 29% 28%
Grade 8

Mountain View Whisman School District



Crittenden Middle - Subgroup Data -

Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 83% 17%
Hispanic

p. / 19% 81%
Latino

White 63% 37%

Grade Level Level

ELs 7% 93%
EO 52% 48%
RFEP 35% 65%
SWD 16% 84%
SED 16% 84%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Overall Placement - Math Pathways -

Crittenden
Tier 1 Tier 2 Tier 3
Crittenden 46% 30% 24%
Math 6.1 34% 40% 26%
Math 6.2 100% 0% 0%
Math 7 7% 47% 46%
Math 7.1 69% 29% 2%
Math 7.2 100% 0% 0%
Math 8 7% 39% 54%
Math 8.1 66% 32% 2%
Math 8.2 100% 0% 0%
District 49% 24% 27%
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68



Graham Middle - Overall Placement-
Math

Overall Placement Placement By Domain
@ AtRisk for Tier 3 Number and Operations (N0) INEG_—— I
30%
Algebra and Algebraic Thinking (ALG) INEEGEGG_n ——
Tier 2 Measurement and Data (vs) [N .
20%
Geometry (GE0) [N =
50% -
52% 21% 27%
Grade 6

51% 19% 30%
Gads7 | |
47% 20% 33%

Grade 8
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Graham Middle - Subgroup Data -

Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level

Asian 84% 16%
Hispanic

p. / 13% 87%
Latino

White 71% 29%

On or Above | Below Grade
Grade Level Level

ELs 5% 95%

EO 68% 32%
RFEP 38% 62%
SWD 9% 91%
SED 12% 88%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Overall Placement - Math Pathways -

Graham

Tier 1 Tier 2 Tier 3
Graham 51% 20% 29%
Math 6.1 35% 29% 36%
Math 6.2 99% 1% 0%
Math 7 0% 35% 65%
Math 7.1 71% 26% 3%
Math 7.2 100% 0% 0%
Math 8 0% 27% 73%
Math 8.1 56% 35% 9%
Math 8.2 97% 3% 0%
District 49% 24% 27%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Overall Placement Comparative -
Math

® At Risk for Tier 3 ® AtRisk for Tier 3 ¢ 2;:; faitfor Tiers
19% 18% )
Tier 2

Tier 2 Tier 2

38%

33%
AR - - el A - T
43% 48% b

August 2019 August 2020 August 2021
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Overall Placement Comparative By School-
Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2019) | Diagnostic 1 (August 2020) | Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

On or Above | Below Grade | On or Above | Below Grade | On or Above | Below Grade
Grade Level Level Grade Level Level Grade Level Level
Bubb 52% 48% 57% 43% 52% 48%
Landels 39% 61% 46% 54% 42% 58%
Mistral 29% 71% 36% 64% 26% 74%
Imai 55% 45% 67% 33% 60% 40%
Vargas 39% 61% 51% 49% 35% 65%
Castro 4% 96% 10% 90% 5% 95%
Monta 29% 71% 35% 65% 28% 72%

Loma
Stevenson 52% 48% 65% 35% 58% 42%
Theuerkauf 27% 73% 35% 65% 21% 79%
Crittenden 45% 55% 47% 53% 44% 56%
Graham 54% 46% 52% 48% 50% 50%
Méuntain View Whisman School District




Comparative Subgroup Data - Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2019) | Diagnostic 1 (August 2020) | Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)
On or Above | Below Grade | On or Above | Below Grade | On or Above | Below Grade
Grade Level Level Grade Level Level Grade Level Level

ELs 3% 97% 14% 86% 9% 91%

EO 53% 47% 58% 42% 52% 48%
RFEP 40% 60% 40% 60% 41% 49%
SWD 15% 85% 18% 82% 16% 84%
SED 12% 88% 14% 86% 9% 91%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Comparative Ethnicity Subgroup Data

- Math

Diagnostic 1 (August 2019)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2020)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2010)

On or Above

Below Grade

On or Above

Below Grade

On or Above

Below Grade

Grade Level Level Grade Level Level Grade Level Level

Asian 66% 34% 74% 36% 71% 29%
Hispanic/

Latino 16% 84% 18% 82% 11% 89%

White 53% 47% 59% 41% 54% 46%

Mountain View Whisman School District
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Overall Placement Comparative - Crittenden -
Math Pathways

Mo

Diagnostic 1 (August 2019)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2020)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

Crittenden

On or Above

Below Grade

On or Above

Below Grade

On or Above

Below Grade

Lintain View Wh

Grade Level Level Grade Level Level Grade Level Level
Math 6.1 41% 59% 44% 56% 34% 66%
Math 6.2 100% 0% 100% 0% 100% 0%
Math 7 3% 97% 1% 99% 7% 93%
Math 7.1 43% 57% 61% 39% 69% 31%
Math 7.2 98% 2% 100% 0% 100% 0%
Math 8 0% 100% 1% 99% 7% 93%
Math 8.1 51% 49% 51% 49% 66% 34%
Math 8.2 100% 0% 98% 2% 100% 0%
Total 47% 53% 48% 52% 46% 54%

sman School Distr
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Overall Placement Comparative - Graham-
Math Pathways

Mo

Diagnostic 1 (August 2019)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2020)

Diagnostic 1 (August 2021)

Graham

On or Above

Below Grade

On or Above

Below Grade

On or Above

Below Grade

Lintain View Wh

sman School Distr

Grade Level Level Grade Level Level Grade Level Level
Math 6.1 36% 64% 43% 57% 35% 65%
Math 6.2 100% 0% 100% 0% 99% 1%
Math 7 0% 100% 0% 100% 0% 100%
Math 7.1 47% 53% 63% 37% 71% 29%
Math 7.2 99% 1% 98% 2% 100% 0%
Math 8 7% 93% 4% 96% 0% 100%
Math 8.1 72% 28% 47% 53% 56% 44%
Math 8.2 100% 0% 100% 0% 97% 3%
Total 52% 48% 52% 48% 49% 51%
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Data Trends - Math

* Districtwide, overall comparable proficiency this Fall to
pre-pandemic year (43% in August 2019 — 42% in August 2021)

* By school data shows overall comparable proficiency this Fall to
pre-pandemic year for all schools in Math

* |mai with highest overall proficiency (60%), closely followed by
Stevenson (58%), and Castro has the least proficiency (5%)

* Both the trends above are similar to Reading trends

* Districtwide, grade level data reflects 4th and 5th grades being
most proficiency at the elementary level (45% proficiency)

* Most elementary schools have 3rd-5th graders more proficient
than lower elementary grades

* Comparable proficiency across middle school grades (49% - 6th
Grade, 48% -7th Grade, 46% - 8th Grade)

Mountain View Whisman School District



Data Trends - Math

e Subgroup data shows all significant subgroups have
comparable proficiency to pre-pandemic Fall assessment

* Ethnicity subgroup data shows similar proficiency trend
except a slight decrease in Hispanic/Latino students
(16% in August 2019 — 11% in August 2021)

* More English Learners proficient in August 2021 than in
August 2019 (3% - August 2019 — 9% in August 2021)

* All significant subgroups are less proficient than August
2020 except RFEPs (40% in August 2020 — 41% in
August 2021)
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Data Trends - Math

. Math Pathways data shows an increase in proficiency
for Math 7 and Math from August 2019 to August
2021

. School level data shows comparable proficiency levels

in all math pathways through the three diagnostics
~ Crittenden: 47% — 48% — 46%
- Graham: 52% — 52% — 49%

. Math 7.1 and Math 8.1 pathways data shows that
both school made considerable proficiency gains from
August 2019 to August 2021
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Next Steps

Use student data to drive instructional decisions - iReady, curriculum
assessments, other district assessments

— Sites conduct data analysis- September, October

— Site PD Day on October 12th

Sites identify strengths and focus standards based on most recent
data

Student data used for needs assessment and driving Site Plan goals,
actions, strategies

As we examine learning loss, sites design student supports keeping in
mind that most early elementary grade levels have never been in
school before this year

Use learning from August Differentiation PD and most recent student
data to design student support and fill any learning gaps

— Whole group, Small group instruction

— Core Instruction

— RTI
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Questions?
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