High School PMF Task Force Meeting | November 17%, 2015
Voting and Feedback Results

Voting:

Student Achievement: Target for PARCC Level 4+ Measures

My LEA would like to keep the target used on the 2014-15 HS PMF, which was based on the business rules approved in October 2014 6  42.9%
My LEA would like to use the new business rule: 25% of the gap between the 90th percentile and 100% & 57.1%

Other 0 0%
Comments on the target for PARCC Level 4+ measures

Let's axaming the twe year trend (200415, 2015.18) data | suppont the scale down, sliminating “3" ower thiee years

| d20t think we should have any changes fr the 1516 PWF, tut we sheuld contitue the comversations for 16-17 i recommendations seod to be made now, | am most mterested n keepng thngs
cinunlent

Student Achievement: Would you like to change the weights for Levels 3+ and Level 4+ on the 2015-16 HS PMF?

Yes, my LEA would like to implement new weights to shift away from Level 3+ 3 21.4%
No, my LEA would not like to change the weights for Level 3+ and Level 4+ (My LEA would like to keep the same weights as 201415 HSPMF.) 11 78.6%

Other 0 0%
Student Achievement: Transitioning to points only PARCC Level 4+ and Level 5

Option1 3 21.4%

Option2 1 7.1%
Option3 5 357%
Other 5  35.7%

c on the ition to points only for PARCC leveis 4+ and §

| need more arlirmation regasding how these impact subgrouns asd ward-by warnd &stebuton delore | can vote on how to tansmon. Addtionaly. | hope we can ook st wsing only 4+ 3s an option rathes
thae himang two Efecent grocps
I the mewting we discusand himang 0 peparate ports for el 5 We support lumpng togeihier beesls 4 aned 5 for the Ll ponts

Ve we would ike for (he weights 1o s1ay the same for the 20152016 SY_we wes 31l choosing an ootion 1o sahke our vole knowe for Ssgnning in 2016-2017 SY For Option 82, confimuing the decine by
25 pts m Year 3 would be preferred su that the fnal option would be Yaar 5 3+ 24 S4.76 S26 Yoard Joo (0 8410 526 Yoar & 3.0, 4+ 10, 5.2 &
Inewtablel Let's go togather!



| would bk tn see consideration grven th scheols wi high poveny devels Far example for schools with a determned poverty level. sad schoos weuld be grven weights in year 4 and & fur achievemarnt n
Toved 30

G y: R ing Intell ity Imp d who qualify for the NCSC state from the inators for the PSAT, SAT/ACT, AP8/Dual Enroliment,
and College Acoeptance measures.
Yes, my LEA agrees that NCEC shoul be fom the of those Lt B v LY
Mo, iy LEA dees not agiea that HCSC students should be d bom tha o ate of hosa ] %
Other 1 7%
c on ving NCSC d from college-going Gateway measures
NA
Thark you!
Feedback:
Comments on the Sth grade on track business rules
Yes!
Plaaze considar how under the comently lmnguage. the PCSE migit prepare dsef (o add fexitvbty for new models fooking at how to do HS pathwarys diflerertly | don't think the mide needs to changs. but
gwen tha pesh Yam many 0 the funding y £ may ba g tha board shauld consder 0 the Autuse
Ages wih new clanty prepoiad
Good naws

Comments on conditional/provisional college acceptance letters
Agres that (s i Sccap 36 peop shaud not coust
A

On a five-point scale, where "5" is extremely satisfied and "1" is extremely dissatisfied, how satisfied are you with today's meeting?

Extremely Dissatisfied- 1 0 0%

2 2 154%

8 39 692%
6 4 2 154%
4 Extremely Satisfied: 5 0 0%

1 2 3 4 5
On a five-point scale, where "5" is strongly agree and "1" is strongly disagree, please rate your thoughts on the following statement:

Strongly Disagree: 1 1 71%
5 2 2 143%
s 3 5 357%
N 4 4 286%
5 Strongly Agree: 5 2 14.3%
1
]
1 2 3 4 5
What are your main takeaways from today's meeting?
Tha task farce has Been dang graat woank l'm happy
Tha shit om 3 1o 4 2 the of part L and LEAS Alsg, thit PCSS is pushing accountalilly far chools sdan wa haveot had bime t6 adusl cur indtiuctionsl practices to
mprave periormance due 10 the fact that we have stif not recessd al of o HS PARCC data ing steand-bewel, ble nk
We ore mowng from 34 to 4+

W arw moeng 1o 4+ Tow we need 12 Ngure cul the Baet way 10 maka it move (Weights 25 well 45 Toores and taigets)

Baned on Ihe survwy abawe | doe) feel That the options dacusiad s by prasunted hers 10 voln o5 Whch mubes £ Se thie the Buth of the cormmsstion sakn) kil taban 11lo sccoum sadly

We agreed a5 a hgh schoal sector that s paktically necrssavy to phase out PMF pomts fr 3 on PARCC

| ramun concemed about the mex of segeabonal and “tosed  resl data” targets on the PAF - | inow Naom ddnt think i wae 3 part of yesterday's meeting, but se-abgning the purpose of the PAF mth
raw ralties (NCLE gone. DC CAS gone, now £'s PARCC. lower culcames. #ic) is | thik a mecessary fist step before same of the things we have 10 vote an dere



What conversations, Issues, or topics would you ke to continue discussing?
The demageaphes of the chater sactor. e pacticeiresources (o pregare for the PARCC (releassd fems)

Weghts. fisors, wnd tangets for d«.
| weuld b to comnue the comersaton about PARCC and taking mto consdecation the small window of tme gven to hgh scheals to comect ncadeanc deficienciss. Tha o especially impertant for LEA's

ik sanve 3 high peeidation of al-itsk studeres

The timeles i shfing 10 enly €3 snd 55 counting | G201 balwve we e Ay Taking W1 Schools (pamculardy thase that aie more Fvarss Loc-acancacaby wed aealy)

CTE. If so one has opted in for two years now, €5 not working as proposed | would ke it 10 be considered as #ee Borus points to the PP 30 # you opt m, they would ba eamed sn-top of college-
rasness saatures 201 31 The expense thareol Pachaps e coud be ansther 5 Lomes peinth on mothe s asure Ske SAT omi 1700 or senmecking (hat 850 offers semiar benus gonts. We & nat
need to wed the PMF 10 3 100 part ccaie.

Holding tiegats and 5003 sleiady S & paiod of 335 years
Riduntint metics In PRF (St gt s rack. & yeir scgr 5 yedr acgr attitan Wl poist ba Same [s506) PSAT atam s fir ACT schosls



