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Analysis
Due to some behavioral issues from only a few students, there was a rather large increase in the number of
suspensions during 2018-2019.  However, many interventions were put in place for these individual students,
which caused a downward trend in the following two years. Due to behavioral issues from a small number of
individuals, an increase in suspensions was seen in 2021-2022. Overall, our school follows discipline
guidelines, making sure students are educated properly on how to behave and conduct themselves during school
hours, as well as demonstrating exemplary character.  The first couple of weeks of school, teachers are expected
to go over school procedures and expectations with their students.  If possible, it is always our goal to keep
students at school and learning. We utilize the learning lab as a place for disruptive students to go to receive
one-on-one instruction in a quiet environment away from other students. We focus on character education
throughout the school year and reward students for exemplary character. Social Emotional Learning (SEL)
lessons are provided for 3rd-6th graders to support students with self-regulation. In 2021-2022, our corporation
invested in training and implementation of Trust-Based Relational Intervention (TBRI). This program is
designed to help staff identify the root causes of student misbehavior, focusing on physical and emotional
regulation, in order to approach behavior issues in a positive and proactive manner. Counseling staff are also
implementing TBRI instruction at the student level.
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Analysis
The number of students receiving free or reduced lunch has remained steady over the past 5 years. As shown in
our disaggregated ILEARN data, page 23, our student achievement level is  negatively influenced by this factor.
There is an achievement gap between students who receive free or reduced lunch and those who do not.
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Analysis
Centerville-Abington Elementary is focused on reading comprehension and closely follows Accelerated Reader
comprehension results.  There is no data reported for the 2019-2020 school year since students were not in
school for the 4th 9 weeks grading period. There is no data for the 2020-2021 school year due to comprehension
rate data not being available. With many students learning from home and others being quarantined,
comprehension data was not able to be collected.  This possibly affected the 2021-2022 school year negatively,
as we did not meet the 85% target goal.  Before the 2020-21 school year, all students, grades 3-6 documented
their reading comprehension percentages every nine weeks in their data folders. Every classroom teacher had a
data board inside or outside the classroom that documented student progress.  A school wide data board was
presented in our main hallway and displayed each classroom’s Accelerated Reader comprehension percentages,
as well as the school’s total comprehension percentage each 9 week period.  At the end of each nine weeks, all
classroom teachers received a graph that showed the percentage of students in their classroom who were reading
at 80% comprehension and above, and students then worked with their teacher to set individual and classroom
goals for the next nine week period.  Our school goal is for 85% of our students to be reading at 80% or higher
comprehension. When we first began collecting school wide data on AR comprehension rates, our percentage of
students reading at 80% or higher comprehension was only at 60%, however, for several years, when collecting
data, our students exceeded our school-wide goal. We attribute these great gains to daily remediation,
implementation of Sustained Silent Reading (SSR) time for all students, progress monitoring by students and
teachers, vocabulary instruction, and a school-wide focus on reading comprehension. Since teachers and
students are getting back to the normal procedures and strategies that were interrupted during the pandemic, we
are looking forward to supporting our comprehension goal and collecting reliable data when possible.
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3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade

BOY Expected Score 189 199 206 211

Fall 18-19 193 203 211 216

Fall 19-20 Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available

EOY Expected Score 200 207 212 215

Spring 18-19 204 211 217 220

Spring 19-20 Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available
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3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade

NEW BOY
Expected Score 188 197 204 209

Fall 20-21 189 198 204 213

Fall 21-22 187 200 206 212

NEW EOY
Expected Score 198 205 210 214

Spring 20-21 204 210 214 220

Spring 21-22 200 211 213 219

Analysis
The two charts above show the NWEA Language scores from 2018-2022.  The first chart is from Fall 2018 to
Spring 2020, and this is based on the Beginning of the Year (BOY) and End of the Year (EOY) expected grade
level scores.  The second chart is from Fall 2020 to spring 2022, and this is based on new BOY and EOY
expected grade level scores.  All grade levels met or exceeded NWEA Language scores each Spring testing
cycle. We attribute our gains in Language Arts to Daily Oral Language lessons, language arts remediation for
struggling students, teachers analyzing data to guide their instruction, and students becoming more aware of test
scores, understanding what their scores mean, and setting goals based upon those scores.  Fall 2019 data is not
available on the NWEA site and spring 2020 data is missing due to students not being present for the Spring
testing window due to the pandemic
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Analysis
We only began analyzing this data during the 2021-2022 school year. In the past, we only kept track of the
average RIT score of each grade level and then compared it to what NWEA expects students as a grade level to
score each testing cycle. This graph shows the percentage of students who actually met or exceeded the NWEA
RIT norm set by NWEA. Only grade four met the target of having 70% of students who tested at or above the
NWEA Reading RIT norm for their grade level. We will continue this goal with the same target of 70% or more
of our students meeting or exceeding the grade level NWEA Reading RIT norm for the 2022-2023 school year
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Analysis
We only began analyzing this data during the 2021-2022 school year. We have always analyzed student reading
progress, however, we didn't focus on how students did on the non-fiction subtest of the NWEA reading
assessment as a school. One of our corporation goals is for students to improve their comprehension of
informational text, and since NWEA does not have an informational text subtest, we analyzed the nonfiction
subtest data. Informational text is a subset of the larger category of nonfiction.  Our goal for the 2021-2022
school year was for 70% of our students to be proficient in comprehending informational text on the NWEA
spring assessment. All grade levels met or exceeded this goal on the spring NWEA assessment. We will
continue this goal and will increase the percentage of students we want to meet this goal for the 2022-2023
school year.
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3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade

BOY Expected
Score 188 198 206 211

Fall 18-19 191 200 208 215

Fall 19-20 Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available

EOY Expected
Score 199 206 212 216

Spring 18-19 203 208 218 219

Spring 19-20 Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available
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3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade

NEW BOY
Expected Score 187 197 204 210

Fall 20-21 188 197 204 213

Fall 21-22 185 199 207 213

NEW EOY
Expected Score 197 205 211 215

Spring 20-21 204 207 216 220

Spring 21-22 199 209 214 218

Analysis
The two charts above show the NWEA reading scores from 2018-2022. The first chart shows data from Fall
2018 to Spring 2020. NWEA adjusted their expected RIT scores for the Beginning of the Year (BOY) and End
of the Year(EOY) beginning with the fall of 2020. From 2018-2020, all grade levels met the reading RIT
expected scores both on the Fall and Spring assessments. The second chart shows data from the Fall 2020 to
Spring 2022, and is based on the new NWEA BOY and EOY expected grade level RIT scores.  Grade levels 4-6
exceeded their grade level NWEA reading RIT expected scores on both the 2021 and 2022 Spring assessments.
We attribute our students meeting or exceeding grade level Spring RIT expected scores to the implementation of
Sustained Silent Reading (SSR), CLOSE reading techniques, remediation for struggling readers, a focus on
reading comprehension data, the use of the Marzano 6-Step vocabulary instruction in all content areas, students
are becoming more aware of their data as it relates to reading comprehension, and students are setting goals
based upon this data.  We had many interruptions to our routines and strategies during the pandemic, however,
we plan to continue these strategies this year and going forward to support students with achieving success in
reading.

9



Analysis
We only began analyzing this data during the 2021-2022 school year. In the past, we only kept track of the
average RIT score of each grade level and then compared it to what NWEA expects students as a grade level to
score each testing cycle.  This graph shows the percentage of students who actually met or exceeded the NWEA
RIT norm set by NWEA on the math assessment. Our goal for the 2021-2022 school year was for 70% of our
students to be at or above the norm grade level RIT on the Spring NWEA math assessment. None of our grade
levels met this goal so we will continue this goal for the 2022-2023 school year.
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3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade

BOY Expected
Score 190 202 211 218

Fall 18-19 192 203 213 219

Fall 19-20 Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available

EOY Expected
Score 203 214 221 225

Spring 18-19 205 215 225 229

Spring 19-20 Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available
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3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade

NEW BOY
Expected Score 188 200 209 215

Fall 20-21 187 199 208 216

Fall 21-22 184 200 208 216

NEW EOY
Expected Score 201 211 219 223

Spring 20-21 204 213 222 231

Spring 21-22 201 213 220 227

Analysis
The above two charts show NWEA Math scores.  One is from Fall 2018 to Spring 2020, and this is based on
BOY and EOY expected grade level RIT scores.  From Fall 2018 to Spring 2020 all grade levels met or
exceeded the grade level expected RIT on both the Fall and Spring assessments. The next chart is from Fall
2020 to Spring 2022, and is based on new BOY and EOY expected grade level RIT scores.  On both the Spring
2021 and 2022 assessments, all grade levels either met or exceeded grade level RIT scores.  During the
2020-2021 Fall cycle, all grade levels started the year below expected RIT scores.  This is most likely due to an
interrupted 2019-2020 school year with the pandemic.   Our school corporation adopted a new math curriculum
resource called Go Math for grades K-6.  This curriculum resource is more rigorous and more aligned with state
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expectations, and it is our hope our students will continue to improve as a cohort from year to year.  This new
curriculum started during the 2020-2021 school year.

Teachers will continue to meet in grade-level and department teams, as well as in corporation math vertical
teams, to identify specific areas where students are struggling with math achievement. Teachers will utilize
NWEA reports to determine specific skills students have yet to master and provide instruction to students.
Students needing math remediation will receive instruction during daily RTI time. Teachers will continue to
focus on using the CUBES close reading strategy (Circle key numbers, Underline the question, Box math action
words, Evaluate what step to take, and Solve and check) method to assist students in completing multi-step
math problems.  Data is missing for the 2019-2020 school year due to the pandemic.
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Pre Expected 3 4 5 6

Fall 2018 3.4 4.4 5.4 6.4

Fall 2019 3.4 4.3 5.0 6.2

Fall 2020 3.2 4.0 4.7 5.5

Fall 2021 3.1 4.3 4.9 5.6

Post Expected 3.6 4.3 5.1 6.1

Spring 2019 4.5 5.2 6.2 7

Spring 2020 Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available

Spring 2021 4.5 5.1 6.0 Data not available

Spring 2022 4.0 5.1 5.5 6.3

Analysis
All grade levels have exceeded the Spring post expected grade level score the past four years. Once students
take the STAR reading test and learn their reading level, they have grade level point expectations to meet by the
end of each nine week period.  Students are encouraged to read for interest and enjoyment while reading books
at their instructional level in order to improve reading comprehension.  As the students’ reading comprehension
improves, their reading levels increase.  Giving students a point goal to meet each 9 week period keeps them
focused on reading more, which directly correlates with improvement in comprehension. Students are required
to do both fiction and non-fiction reading. All grade levels have a required amount of non-fiction books students
must read each 9 week period. There is no Spring 2020 data due to students not being in school for the Spring
testing cycle. No data is available for 6th graders for Spring 2021 due to scores not being pulled last spring and
no longer available since these students are now 7th graders.
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Pre Vocab Fall
19-20

43% 53% 46% 62%

Post Vocab Spring 19-20 Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available

Pre Vocab Fall
20-21

38% 48% 46% 66%

Post Vocab Spring
20-21

90% 82% 85% 86%

Pre Vocab Fall
21-22

38% 44% 47% 60%

Post Vocab Spring
21-22

89% 85% 93% 89%

Analysis
To improve our students’ reading comprehension, our staff studied the researched-based strategies of Robert
Marzano. Our students are exposed to new vocabulary words across the curriculum to help them increase their
vocabulary. Studies show that the more words students know, the better they will comprehend what they read.
For the last four school years, all grade levels exceeded the 80% benchmark.  Since we made vocabulary an
intervention to meet our reading comprehension goal, we believe that our increased focus on vocabulary
instruction has positively impacted our ILEARN Language Arts scores, NWEA Reading scores, STAR reading
test scores, and school-wide AR comprehension percentages. Teachers are encouraged to integrate grade level
vocabulary into instruction, when appropriate, and not teach words in isolation to make vocabulary more
meaningful for students.  Data is missing due to the pandemic. Spring data is not available for 2019-2020 due to
no Spring assessment being given due to students not being in school. For the 2020-2021 school year scores
were not reliable since many students were not able to take both Fall and Spring assessments due to students
learning at home or being quarantined during those testing cycles.
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2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020 2020-2021 2021-2022

CAE Average 96.8% 97% 97.4% 96% 95%

State Average 95.4% Not Available 95.4% 93.5% 92.9%

Analysis
The attendance rates of Centerville-Abington Elementary have been consistently above the state average, and
they have stayed at or above 95% for the past five years. The elementary assistant principal monitors absences
and notifies parents of problems in this area. The student handbook clearly states our expectations for
attendance, and parents must sign off that they have read and understand our attendance policy. Parents are sent
letters reminding them of our attendance policy when their child has had two or more unexcused absences, or
five or more excused absences.
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Analysis
Our IREAD3 scores for 3rd graders have always exceeded the state average. In addition, percentage rates have
always been above 90% when the state average has been below 90%.  We are addressing low performing 3rd
graders in the area of reading and phonics by providing them with small group and/or one-on-one instruction
during daily RTI time, provided by their teacher or special education teacher. We are also providing non-special
education students, who are identified as being at-risk for not passing the IREAD3 assessment in the spring,
intense reading and phonics instruction in a small group of approximately 12 students daily for 90 minutes.
Data for 2020 is missing due to the pandemic.
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Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6

2019 ILEARN 52.2% 41% 58.4% 59.5%

2019 State Average 46.3% 45.8% 47.5% 47.8%

2020 ILEARN Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available

2020 State Average Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available

2021 ILEARN 44.1% 46.5% 46.1% 38.7%

2021 State Average 38.7% 39.6% 39.5% 39.9%

2022 ILEARN 37.2% 61.4% 38.6% 46.4%

2022 State Average 40.7% 41.10% 41% 39%

Analysis
The 2018-2019 school year was the first year the state of Indiana administered the new ILEARN statewide
assessment. The ILEARN Language Arts test, administered during the 2020-2021 school year, shows a decrease
in scores for grades 3, 5, and 6 from the 2018-2019 ILEARN assessment. There is an increase in scores from
the 2021 ILEARN English/Language Arts test and the 2022 test for grades 4 and 6.  There was a slight decrease
in the state average for grade 6 in those same testing periods. In addition, grade levels 4 and 6 scored above the
state average for the 2022 ILEARN English/Language Arts test.  All teachers are encouraged to use the RACE
(restate question, answer all parts of the question, cite evidence from text, and explain how evidence supports
the answer) strategy with their students when answering questions in all disciplines and CLOSE reading
strategies to assist with reading comprehension. K-12 English vertical team meetings are held at least once per
semester to analyze student data and discuss instructional resources and instructional practice.  Teachers are
using online programs such as IXL, Formative, Newsela, and Readworks to better prepare students for
ILEARN. These programs not only help to build skills for students at their individual levels, but also simulate
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questions for students in a similar fashion to ILEARN. All students have daily RTI time where they receive
either remediation or enrichment in the area of language arts. We believe our new reading curriculum resource
from Pearson, Savvas, is going to give our students great support in the area of reading. It is aligned with the
state standards and is more rigorous than anything we have used in the past.
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Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6

2019 ILEARN 61.2% 50.7% 39.2% 59.5%

2019 State Average 58.7% 54% 47.8% 46.4%

2020 ILEARN Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available

2020 State Average Data not available Data not available Data not available Data not available

2021 ILEARN 69.3% 49% 46.5% 59.2%

2021 State Average 48.7% 43.7% 38.6% 33%

2022 ILEARN 54.5% 54.5% 50.7% 55%

2022 State Average 51.9% 47.5% 40.8% 35.5%

Analysis
The 2018-2019 school year was the first year the state of Indiana administered the new ILEARN statewide
assessment.  The ILEARN Math test, administered during the 2020-2021 school year, shows growth for grades
3 and 5 and a very small decrease for grades 4 and 6 from the previous test, which was during the 2018-2019
school year.  All grade levels performed above the state average on the spring 2021 and spring 2022
assessments in math, which is an improvement from the 2019 ILEARN math assessment. Teachers are
continuing to use CLOSE reading strategies such as the CUBES (Circle key numbers, Underline the question,
Box math action words, Evaluate what step to take, and Solve and check) method when teaching students how
to approach multi-step math problems. Teachers are utilizing NWEA student data as well as weekly formative
assessments to help them plan instruction and practice for students. Students are using IXL and also Aleks in
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6th grade as a way to practice math skills, enhance learning, and differentiate instruction to provide individual
support in skills and concepts identified as at-risk in NWEA data..

All students have daily RTI time where they receive either remediation or enrichment in the area of math. Our
new math curriculum resource, GoMath, is giving our students great support in the area of math because it is
aligned with the state standards and is more rigorous than anything we have used in the past.
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Analysis:
There is a definite achievement gap, and the gap is increasing, in both Math and English/Language Arts when
comparing our general education students to our special education students. Students grouped into the Special
Education subgroup showed lower ILEARN English/ Language Arts percent proficiency than those grouped
into the General Education subgroup. The average ILEARN English/ Language Arts percent proficiency for the
Special Education subgroup, between the years 2019 and 2022, is 7%. The average ILEARN English/ Language
Arts percent proficiency for the General Education subgroup, between the years 2019 and 2022, is 55%.
Students grouped into the Special Education subgroup also showed lower ILEARN Math percent proficiency
than those grouped into the General Education subgroup. The average ILEARN Math percent proficiency for
the Special Education subgroup, between the years 2019 and 2022, is 12%. The average ILEARN Math percent
proficiency for the General Education subgroup, between the years 2019 and 2022, is 61%.

General education teachers work closely with special education staff to support our students with IEPs.  Due to
an increase in the number of special education students over the years, we have been pulling students from their
general education classrooms into small groups to address their specific learning needs, however, sometimes
these small groups can be 15 or more students.  The past few years we have had difficulty finding and keeping
special education teaching assistants. This has affected our ability to provide many of our special education
students the support they need in the general education classroom.
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Analysis:
Data shows that from 2019-2022, we are trending towards closing the gap between Not Low Socio Econ Status
and Low Socio Econ Status students.

Students grouped into Low Socio Econ Status showed lower ILEARN English/ Language Arts percent
proficiency than those grouped into Not Low Socio Econ Status. The average ILEARN English/ Language Arts
percent proficiency for the Low Socio Econ Status group, between the years 2019 and 2022, is 34%. The
average ILEARN English/ Language Arts percent proficiency for the Not Low Socio Econ Status group,
between the years 2019 and 2022, is 58%.

Students grouped into Low Socio Econ Status also showed lower ILEARN Math percent proficiency than those
grouped into Not Low Socio Econ Status. The average ILEARN Math percent proficiency for the Low Socio
Econ Status group, between the years 2019 and 2022, is 34%. The average ILEARN Math percent proficiency
for the Not Low Socio Econ Status group, between the years 2019 and 2022, is 65%.

Research shows that students living in low socioeconomic status have fewer resources for academic support in
the home. Teachers use NWEA and ILEARN testing data to develop English/ Language Arts and Math
remediation for students identified at-risk. Students are using IXL, Khan Mappers, and ALEKS(5th grade Excel
and all of 6th grade students) to practice Math skills and IXL to practice English/ Language Arts skills. These
digital resources enhance learning and allow teachers to differentiate instruction to provide individual support in
identified areas of need. Each grade level incorporates RTI time into their daily schedules.
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