
2015 MCAS Analysis 
Nashoba Regional School District 



Guiding Questions 
1. What % of students achieved a proficient or 

advanced rating on MCAS? 

2. What progress have we made towards closing gaps 

in NRSD?  

3. What can achievement and growth tell us about 

curriculum, instruction, and learning in NRSD?  



District Results 
by Achievement Level 



          ELA District-wide Results 2015 



Mathematics District-wide Results 2015 



Science & Tech/ Engineering 2015 



District-wide CPI 
All Populations 





District Achievement & Growth  
by Year 



District Achievement by Year (ELA) 
ELA Growth Over Time 



District Achievement by Year (Math) 
Mathematics Growth Over Time 



District Achievement by Year (Sci & Tech/Engineering - All grades) Grade 8 Science Growth Over Time 



District Achievement & Growth 
by Content Area 



ELA Achievement & Growth by Grade 

District -wide 



Math Achievement & Growth by Grade 

District-wide 



District-Level Achievement & Growth 
by Grade 



   ELA 



MATH 



ELA Long Composition 
Grades 4, 7, 10 



Long Composition Writing 2015 

Grade 4 7 10 

% Correct 70 70 79 

District/State Diff. +4 0 +6 



ELA Open Response Averages 
Grades 3-10 



ELA Open Response Average % Correct  
2015 

Grade 3 4 5 6 7 8 10 

% Correct  44 50 61 60 55 69 79 

District/State 
Diff. 

+3 +6 +5 +7 +2 +6 +6 



The DART  
How do we compare to similar districts?  



The DART 
District Analysis and Review Tools 



District-Level Achievement & Growth 
by Subgroup 



District-wide ELA High Needs Status 



District-wide MATH High Needs Status 



District-wide ELA Disability Status 



District-wide MATH Disability Status 



  District-wide ELA Economic Status 



District-wide MATH Economic Status 



District Achievement 
 by Subgroups 



Subgroups ELA 
NRSD Subgroups 2015 

Grade 

Level 

Economically 
Disadvantaged 

Students with 

Disabilities 

Title 1 High Needs 

%P/A # %P/A # %P/A # %P/A # 

3 ELA 57 28 38 42 70 10 51 70 

4 ELA 65 19 26 46 46 13 40 63 

5 ELA 65 23 29 39 6 44 54 

6 ELA 79 19 38 40 74 31 52 52 

7 ELA 67 18 33 42 9 47 55 

8 ELA 71 17 46 39 86 14 55 51 

10 ELA 86 14 78 27 --- --- 85 39 

ALL ELA 68 139 39 275 69 83 52 384 

* ELL ELA 29% Proficiency /17 students (District-wide) 

      Highlight = < 50%  



Subgroups Math 
NRSD Subgroups 2015 

Grade 

Level 

Economically 
Disadvantaged 

Students with 

Disabilities 

Title 1 High Needs 

%P/A # %P/A # %P/A # %P/A # 

3 Math 63 27 55 42 50 10 64 69 

4 Math 60 20 30 47 38 13 42 64 

5 Math 38 24 10 39 6 24 55 

6 Math 58 19 25 40 90 31 37 52 

7 Math 72 18 22 41 9 39 54 

8 Math 65 17 41 39 64 14 50 52 

10 Math 86 14 75 28 --- --- 80 40 

ALL Math 61 139 35 276 67 83 47 386 

*ELL Math 47% Proficiency /19 students (District-wide) 

Highlight = < 50% 



Subgroups Science 

NRSD Subgroups 2015 

Grade 

Level 

Economically 
Disadvantaged 

Students with 

Disabilities 

Title 1 High Needs 

%P/A # %P/A # %P/A # %P/A # 

5 Sci 38 24 21 39 6 31 55 

8 Sci 44 18 25 40 29 14 30 53 

10 SCI 82 11 63 27 --- --- 72 36 

10 BIO 82 11 50 18 --- -- 64 28 

10 TECH --- 4 36 14 --- --- 35 17 

ALL SCI 49 53 33 106 35 20 41 122 

Highlight = < 50% 



School Performance 
by Achievement Level 

 



Phillipston Memorial Elementary School 

HS ELA 



MATH 

HS 



HS Grade 10 ELA 



HS Grade 10 MATH 



Hale Middle School - ELA  



Hale Middle School - MATH 



Luther Burbank Middle School - ELA 



Luther Burbank Middle School - Math 



Florence Sawyer Grades 6-8 ELA 



Florence Sawyer Grade 6-8 - MATH 



Center Elementary  School -ELA 



Center Elementary School - Math 



Florence Sawyer 3-5 ELA 



Florence Sawyer Grade 4 & 5- MATH 



MRE Grades 4 & 5 ELA 



MRE Grades 4 & 5 MATH 



District Achievement & Growth  
by Subgroups by School 



Nashoba High School - Math Subgroups 



                                Nashoba High School - ELA Subgroups 



Hale Middle School - ELA Subgroups 



Hale MS - Math Subgroups 



Luther Burbank MS - ELA Subgroups 



Luther Burbank MS - Math Subgroups 



Florence Sawyer Grades 3-8 ELA Subgroups 



Florence Sawyer Grades 3-8 Math Subgroups 



Center School ELA Subgroups 



Center School Math Subgroups 



MRE ELA Subgroups 



MRE Math Subgroups 



How is Nashoba Doing? 



Summary Great 
We have also seen that there 
are pockets of substantial 
growth and achievement, the 
key metric that is important 
moving forward. 

Good 
The overall trend is that we are 
mostly strong in achievement, 
not losing ground and above 
state averages for all metrics. 

More work to be done 
We have seen areas of  
weakness, with overall low 
growth and achievement in 
some of our subgroups. 



Action Plan 

Turning Results into Action 

Collect Data 
(MCAS) 

Analyze 
(Find Meaning) 

Action 
(DIP/SIP) 



Any questions? 
 

 

 


