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ACTON PUBLIC SCHOOL COMMITTEE MEETING 
Cafeteria                                   October 20, 2011 
McCarthy-Towne School                           7:30 p.m.  
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
              

AGENDA with addendum 
1. CALL TO ORDER   

    
2. STATEMENT OF WARRANT  
 
3.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 3.1    9/15/11 APS Meeting 
 3.2    5/19/11 APS Meeting (addendum) 
 
4.          PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
 
5.         EDUCATION REPORT - David Krane, Principal, McCarthy-Towne School (7:45) 
  
6.          SCHOOL COMMITTEE BUSINESS  
 6.1    MCAS Update – Deb Bookis (8:00)  
 6.2    Funding of Classroom Assistants – Steve Mills (8:15) (additional memo& chart  in addendum) 
 6.3    Recommendation to Accept Gift from Conant School PTO – VOTE – Steve Mills (9:15) 

(revision in addendum)   
 6.4    Recommendation to Accept Gift from Douglas School PTO – VOTE – Steve Mills 

6.5    Recommendation to Accept Douglas at Dawn and Dusk Program Funding –VOTE – S.Mills  
 6.6    Recommendation to Accept Gift from Gates School PTO – VOTE – Steve Mills 
 6.7    Recommendation to Accept Gift from McCarthy-Towne School PTO - VOTE –  Steve Mills 

 6.8   Recommendation to Accept Gift from Merriam School PTO and Merriam Mornings/After 
Hours Program Funding - VOTE – Steve Mills 

 6.9   Policy Subcommittee Updates  (9:30) 
         6.9.1 Revised: Use of School Facilities (File: KF) – FIRST READING – Kim McOsker 
    6.9.1.1   Proposed Policy Revision  
    6.9.1.2   Current Policy  
                     6.9.1.3   Draft Use of School Facilities Procedures & Fees (File: KF-R)  
        6.9.2    New: Advertising in Schools (File: KHB) – FIRST READING – Marie Altieri  
 
7. FOR YOUR INFORMATION (9:40) 

7.1    School Improvement Plans (revised):   Conant, McCarthy-Towne 
             7.2   Enrollment Report, October 2011 
 7.3    ELL Student Population Report 
 7.4    2012-2013 Kindergarten Registration Schedule (addendum)            
 7.5    Monthly APS Object Summary and SPED Reports     
 7.6    Food Service Update – Marie Altieri (oral)  
 7.7    School Newsletters 
   Conant Crier:                          http://conant.ab.mec.edu/pto/newsletter.html 
   Douglas Digest:                               http://douglas.ab.mec.edu/pto/digest.html    
   Gates Gazette:                                              http://gatesschoolpto.org/gazette  
   McCarthy-Towne Bulletin:        http://www.mctptso.org/bulletin/ 
   Merriam Comm News:                           http://www.merriampto.org/Merriam 
   Acton Public School Preschool:           http://ab.mec.edu/Preschool/index.htm   
 7.8 Community Correspondence (addendum) 
 
8.        NEXT MEETINGS:  November 3, 7:00 p.m. in the ABRHS Library, Joint APS/ABRSC/Acton 

Board of Selectmen Meeting followed by ABRSC Meeting ?? 
November 17, 7:30 p.m. in the Merriam Library, APS SC Meeting 

 ADJOURN (10:00) 

http://conant.ab.mec.edu/pto/newsletter.html
http://douglas.ab.mec.edu/pto/digest.html
http://gatesschoolpto.org/gazette
http://www.mctptso.org/bulletin/
http://www.merriampto.org/Merriam
http://ab.mec.edu/Preschool/index.htm
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ACTON PUBLIC SCHOOL COMMITTEE MEETING 
Draft Minutes 

 
 

Cafetorium                             September 15, 2011 
Douglas School                                      7:30 p.m.  
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Members Present: Dennis Bruce, Mike Coppolino, Kim McOsker, Paul Murphy, John Petersen,  
Members Absent:  Xuan Kong 
Others:   Don Aicardi, Marie Altieri, Deborah Bookis, Liza Huber, Steve Mills, Beth Petr 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
       
1. CALL TO ORDER 

      Chairperson Mike Coppolino called the Acton Public School Committee to order at 7:30 p.m. 
 
2. CHAIRMAN’S INTRO 

Mike Coppolino thanked the Douglas PTO co-chairs, Deanne O’Sullivan and Martha Papalia, and 
Hospitality Chair, Cheryl Witty for the refreshments. 
 
Dr. Mills reported that it was a good opening of school but there were some issues due to the 
weather and Hurricane Irene. His opening day speech for staff stressed his goals for the year. 
AEA President Marc Lewis also spoke on opening day and complimented the Superintendent’s 
message. See posted information.  

    
3. STATEMENT OF WARRANT  
 Warrant #201205 dated 9/6/11 in the amount of $538,504.31 was signed by the Chairperson and 

circulated to the Committee for signatures.  
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES –  to be done at the next meeting 
 
5.          PUBLIC PARTICIPATION - none 
 
6.         EDUCATION REPORTS  

 6.1   Christopher Whitbeck, Principal, Douglas School    
 Dr. Whitbeck reported on what is happening in the Douglas School. He explained “Global 

Education” and said that in K- 6th grade, kids should know that there are children who are much 
less fortunate than they are and that they can do something do change that. “Free the Children” 
was started by a young person 12 years ago to help children in India and build them a school. 
Douglas partnered with this organization and raised $8500 and built a school in Kenya. 
Throughout the year, the students are involved with many community service projects. Club 
Penguin awarded them the Big Dreamers award of $5000. Conant and Douglas were the only 
schools in the US to receive this award. This is in addition to working on reading, writing, and 
arithmetic.  

 
 When asked what he considers his most important School Improvement Plan goal, Dr. Whitbeck 

said that it is his focus on assessment. Teachers are now coming together for two Thursdays every 
month to work on formative assessment and finding the best way to assess children. He reported 
that this is “a very exciting time”.  

 
6.2 English Learner Education (ELE) Report 
The Superintendent introduced this report by reminding everyone that speaking casual “Friday 
Night” English is very different from the language used in the English speaking classroom. He 
said that he is very proud of this part of what our schools do.  
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 Suzanne Szwarcewicz, Liza Huber, Theresa Laquerre and Pat Garrison (7-12) gave an excellent 
presentation about how English Learner Education is handled in our district. (see slides) They 
were assisted by Juhi, an AB senior and Igor, an AB graduate now in college, who shared their 
experiences as young students in our schools who did not speak English when they started. 
Currently we have 111 students in this category, compared to 90 last year. See posted slides. One 
difference between ELE and special education services with an IEP, is that all ELE services must 
be provided by a trained ELE instructor.  

 
 John Petersen stated that the school’s mission is that every student reach their full potential. He 

asked how well the staff is doing connecting with students’ families, as this is an important 
support for all students. Suzanne said that they are doing ok but always wish they had more 
resources. Some schools have buddy programs. Zoila Riccardi has reached out to the ELE 
program and has been a wonderful help. An annual family night is popular. Acton’s Community 
social worker, Laura Ducharme has been a great resource.  

 
 Liza Huber said that the ELE program is woefully understaffed. Suzanne’s direct service time has 

been cut so that .2 of it can be used for coordination at the administrative level. Liza will be 
advocating for an additional ELE teacher for the elementary schools. Currently, there are two.  

  
7.          SCHOOL COMMITTEE BUSINESS  

7.1   Budget  
Don Aicardi reported that APS ended FY11 with a $497,861.47 positive fund balance. This is 
slightly higher than the $471,000 reported to the School Committee on August 2nd due to some 
final transactions completed after the close of the fiscal year. The vast majority of this positive 
balance was created by a combination of $434,000 of non-recurring, one-time factors including: 
FY10 ARRA IDEA grant, scheduling of Early Retirement Incentive (ERI) enabling a portion to 
be paid from FY10 instead of FY11, and an SFSF grant. These kinds of surpluses will not be 
available in FY12.  

 
Planning has begun for FY13, as we close out FY11 and get into FY12. Internal documents go to 
department heads next week, asking how much accounts will increase to maintain level service as 
a start. The month of November will be spent analyzing the requests so thoughtful discussions 
about budget priorities can take place in December about FY13. 

 
 7.2    ALG Update, 9/8/11 meeting  
 Mike Coppolino read a summary of the meeting submitted by Xuan Kong. Don Aicardi reported 

that he presented at FinCom on Tuesday night. He said some people feel a stabilization fund 
should be created for the first time, as well as other options.  He is researching this and will get 
results out in advance of the October School Committee meeting. A new Table 6 may be voted.  

 
7.3   Subcommittee Updates  

  7.3.1  Long Range Strategic Planning 
Steve Mills reported that a survey is being given to the staff for their input on the 
proposed goals and values. He hopes all staff will participate.  

 7.4    Initial MCAS Results  
 Deb Bookis reported that the MCAS results are embargoed until approximately September 19 by 

the DESE. She said that the APS as a district scored very high.  
  
 7.5    Food Service News  
 Food Services Director, Kirsten Nelson reported on the new Point of Sale payment system being 

installed in the APS and ABRSD schools. This will be in use next month. There is a lot of effort 
being spent on informing students, families and staff about how this will work. The website will 
have complete information.  Cafeteria managers, as well as Kirsten, can answer questions. Many 
schools use the system very successfully.   
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7.6 Recommendation to Appoint Stephen Mills as APS Rep to CASE 
It was moved, seconded and unanimously, 
VOTED: to Appoint Stephen Mills as the APS Representative to CASE for 2011-2012  

7.7    Recommendation to Appoint Xuan Kong as Acton Rep to EDCO as a voting board member    
It was moved, seconded and unanimously, 
VOTED: to Appoint Xuan Kong as the Acton Representative to EDCO as a voting board 

member for 2011-2012 
 7.8   Recommendation to Accept Gifts from AB Community Education to the Gates and 

McCarthy-Towne Schools from the surplus generated by the Extended Day/Enrichment 
programs  

   It was moved, seconded and unanimously, 
  VOTED: to Accept Gifts from AB Community Education to the Gates and McCarthy-

Towne Schools from the surplus generated by the Extended Day programs run by 
Community Education and to the Conant School from the surplus generated by the 
Extended Day program and Enrichment programs run by Community Education at 
Conant 

 
  Steve Mills appreciates that the Community Education Program is sharing these profits with 

the schools. John Petersen reminded the Committee that although it is great to have this 
source of revenue, the School Committee must review the way the funds are being 
generated and be sure it is understood by the public. The Committee agreed.  

 
8. FOR YOUR INFORMATION  

8.1    School Improvement Plans 
Steve Mills pointed out that while the schools’ plans are similar due to district leadership, they 
are also different due to the different schools. Learning goals and tools to measure are included in 
all content areas in all grade levels. These will be in the SMART goals at the November meeting. 
Steve said, “We work toward goals but don’t need to always attain them to be successful. If we 
don’t know where we’re going, how will we get there?”  Mike Coppolino stated that the School 
Councils are very important. He feels that if they don’t meet at least 4 or 5 times a year, they are 
not really taking their School Council seriously.  

 
9. NEXT MEETINGS:   September 21, 7:30 p.m. in the JH Library, ABRSC Meeting 

    (Appointment of Regional Study Committee) 
John Peterson said that the purpose of this committee is to see if 
items can be identified that the community might support 
regarding regionalization. It is not to prejudge the community.  

    October 6, 7:30 p.m. in the JH Library, ABRSC Meeting 
October 20, 7:30 p.m. in the McCarthy-Towne Library, APS Meeting 

   
         The meeting was adjourned at 9:30 p.m.  
 
Respectfully submitted,  
Beth Petr 
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Introduction 
Assessment helps us to understand how to improve student learning. As we all learned at 
this summer’s leadership institute, “It’s Still All About Instruction: How Do We Know 
Students Are Learning?” In order to do that well, we need to employ different assessments 
for different purposes. Standardized testing, such as the MCAS, can help us identify 
strengths, weaknesses, and gaps in curriculum and instruction; fine‐tune curriculum 
alignment with the statewide standards; and at best can be used as a screening to identify 
students who may be struggling. It is also used, of course, as an accountability system for 
the district. However, it does not provide the timely, granular information that teachers 
and principals need to inform instruction. Our 2011‐2012 district curriculum goal of 
learning goals and tools for all disciplines and grades with a focus on answering the 
question, “How Do We Know Students Are Learning?” will enable us to provide a more 
balanced assessment program. This approach relies on comparing the same student to the 
same student during the same year so that teachers and principals can make instructional 
and programmatic changes when needed. The emphasis on “all disciplines” is purposeful. 
e value all of our disciplines in the education of our students, not just those tested by 

sures.  
W
MCAS or other standardized mea
 
The purpose of this report is to: 

 growth data. 
 g district item analyses. 

 

 Summarize this year’s spring 2011 performance and
Report trends and highlights within the data, includin

 Outline action items and initiatives to address goals. 
 
ollowing the summary, trends and highlights, action items and initiatives, and the 
onclusion, data is provided in charts and graphs on all tested grades and disciplines. 
F
c
 
Performance and Growth Summary 
Massachusetts Comprehensive Assessment System (MCAS) tests all students, grades three 
through ten, in mathematics and English language arts. In ELA, the long composition is 
embedded in the total scores for grades four and seven, thereby making comparisons to the 
previous grades very challenging. Science, Technology and Engineering is tested in grades 
five, eight, and either nine or ten (the majority of our high students take the Biology test). 
The state analyzes performance and growth data across aggregates and subgroups and 
onitors progress through Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP).  A group must contain at least m

forty students to be counted as a subgroup.  
 
A district, school, or subgroup achieves AYP by meeting (A) a student participation 
requirement, either (B) the State's 2011 performance target for that subject known as CPI 
or Composite Performance Index or (C) the group's own 2011 improvement target, and (D) 
an additional attendance or graduation requirement. The state’s performance targets are 
displayed in Figure 1.0. The 2011 performance target for ELA is 95.1, and the performance 
target for mathematics is 92.2. 
 
 



  Figure 1.0 

                   
 
Recent State and Federal Statements on AYP and NCLB 
Commissioner Chester stated that, “82 percent of all schools and 91 percent of all districts 
(in the Commonwealth) failed to meet Annual Yearly Progress (AYP) targets. That was up 
from the 67 percent of schools and 79 percent of districts that did not make AYP in 2010.” 1 
This statement is not surprising given the 2011 state performance targets, which increased 
in 2011 for the last time before the goal of 100 percent proficiency in 2014.  On Friday, 
September 23, 2011, President Obama, “invited states to reclaim the power to design their 
own school accountability and improvement systems, upending the centerpiece of the 
Bush‐era No Child Left Behind law, a requirement that all students be proficient in math 
and reading by 2014.”2 States will have the opportunity to apply for waivers; 
Massachusetts is in the optimal position to do so given its adoption of the Common Core 
tandards (which have already become the new MA Mathematics and ELA and Literacy 
rameworks) and a new teacher and administrator evaluation system. 
s
F
 
Class of 2012 Cohort Summary 
The 2012 graduating class of Acton‐Boxborough Regional High School achieved one of the 
goals of MCAS testing at a very high level: proficiency in English language arts, 
mathematics, and science, technology and engineering, as illustrated in Figures 1.1, 1.2 and 
1.3. Ninety‐seven percent of our students achieved proficiency in ELA, 96 percent in 
mathematics, and 97 percent in STE. Less than 3 percent of students in all discipline areas 
assessed needed intervention and support to achieve proficiency in order to receive an 

ent of all students graduating this year achieved advanced ABRHS diploma. Ninety perc

                                                        
res up, but yearly progress lags in Mass.” WHDH 7 News.com 21   1 The Associated Press. “MCAS sco

+   
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  Sept. 2011. Web. 26 Sept. 2011. 
 
2 Dillon, Sam. “Obama Turns Some Powers of Education Back to States.” New York Times 23 Sept. 2011: Print. 

http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/subjects/n/no_child_left_behind_act/index.html?inline=nyt-classifier
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performance in mathematics. Also notable is the shift of performance over time as students 
progressed from grade four to grade ten. In mathematics the cohort grew from 45 percent 
in Advanced Performance to 90 percent in tenth grade. Similarly, the cohort grew from 34 
percent in Advanced Performance in ELA to 55 percent and from 42 percent in STE to 59 
percent. All three disciplines also achieved very small percentages of students in “Needs 
Improvement” with percentages decreasing significantly over time. This historical data of 
the 2012 ABRHS graduating class indicates that all students have learned the necessary 
knowledge and skills throughout their academic careers in both Acton and Acton‐
Boxborough to achieve proficiency on the MCAS and become eligible for an ABRHS 
diploma. This information is included in this report, as it illustrates the work of both 
districts. 
 

Figure 1.1 

Acton Boxborough Graduating Class History 
Class of 2012 Mathematics
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Figure 1.2 

Acton Boxborough Graduating Class History 
Class of 2012 English Language Arts
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Figure 1.3 

Acton Boxborough Graduating Class History        
Class of 2012 Science, Technology and Engineering
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Summary of district performance and growth 
The Acton Public Schools achieved a Performance Rating of “very high” for both English 
Language Arts and mathematics, and the NCLB Accountability Status is “no status” for both 
disciplines. The district as a whole, however, did not achieve AYP in ELA for 2011 as the 3‐5 
Grade Span missed its Performance Target of 93.0, achieving a CPI of 92.8 (a .1 increase 
from 2010).  This is the first year in three years that the special education subgroup in the 
3‐5 Grade Span achieved AYP for both disciplines. It is also, however, the first year that the 
pecial education subgroup in the 6‐8 Grade Span did not achieve AYP for ELA (missing its s
Performance Target by 1.9) and for mathematics (missing its Performance Target by 4.9). 
 
he 2011 MCAS aggregate scores (Figure 1.4) for grades three through six indicate overall 
olid performances. 
T
s
 

Figure 1.4 

2011 MCAS Scores of Combined  
Advanced/Proficient: 

 
Grade  ELA  Mathematics  STE 
3rd  83%  84%  ‐‐ 
4th  72%  71%  ‐‐ 
5th  87%  83%  73% 
6th  90%  87%  ‐‐ 
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Our scores in fourth grade, as in comparable districts, are lower than in the other grades. 
While only a few districts reached the low eightieth percentile, the majority of them were 
in the seventieth percentile. Over the years, the EDCO specialists’ groups have discussed 
why continued performance on the fourth grade assessment is lower than in other grades 
across our communities. Some possibilities have emerged: the fourth grade ELA 
assessment is the only one that contains the writing portion, which is not a disaggregated 
score; there are many more open response questions in fourth grade as compared to third 
grade (short answer questions in third grade compose all but one of the “open” type 
responses); and the fourth grade mathematics assessment continues to be a challenging 
assessment for that particular grade. None of our “like communities” had a higher fourth 
rade mathematics performance score, compared to their district’s fourth grade ELA score. g
Similarly, the STE scores are average for “like communities.” 
 
The growth data for the district was strong. This is the third year that districts have 
received “Student Growth Percentiles” and the second year that parents have received this 
nformation.  In slide 12 of the DESE PowerPoint, Measuring Growth in Student Performance 
n MCA
i
o
 

S: The Growth Model, it states: 

The growth measure is really just a number from 1 to 99, with higher being 
better. There are no definitions or criteria that tell us definitively how much 
growth is high or low; it’s just our own professional judgment. (This differs 
from MCAS performance levels, where professional educators have helped us 
define what it means to be proficient on each test.) That being said, our 
guidance is that growth percentiles between 40 and 60 are what we would 
call “typical.” Percentiles above 60 suggest high growth; percentiles below 40 
suggest low growth. 

 
In addition, DESE documents inform us that growth percentiles and student performance 
should be used together, as the following two sets of tables and graphs, Figures 1.5 and 1.6, 
indicate. For English Language Arts at grades four, five and six, the growth percentiles fell 
within the range of typical growth. While grade four had a lower than hoped for 
performance score, the median growth percentile was fifty‐three, indicating typical growth 
for that grade level. In mathematics, all three grade levels posted “higher growth” student 
growth percentiles. At grade four the median SGP is 64 percent; at grade five it’s 66 
ercent; and at grade six the SGP is 72 percent. Again, even though the performance score 
f the fourth grade was lower than the others, the growth percentile indicates high growth. 
p
o
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 Figure 1.5 
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Figure 1.6 

   
 

 
APS Schools at a Glance 
Conant has a performance rating of very high for both ELA and mathematics. The NCLB 
accountability status is Improvement Year 2 for both disciplines for subgroups (special 
education and white).  

B Douglas has a performance rating of very high for both ELA and mathematics. The NCL
accountability status is “no status” for both disciplines. 
Gates has a performance rating of very high for both ELA and mathematics. The NCLB 
accountability status is “no status” for both disciplines. 
McCarthy‐Towne has a performance rating of very high for ELA and high for mathematics. 

d The NCLB accountability status is Improvement Year 1 in ELA for the subgroup (white) an
“no status” in Mathematics. 
Merriam has a performance rating of very high for both ELA and mathematics. The NCLB 
accountability status is Improvement Year I in ELA for the subgroup (special education) – 
even though AYP was achieved, it takes two years for the removal of the designation – and 
“no status” for mathematics. 
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Trends and Highlights 
Patterns begin to emerge when we look at four or more years of data. Interestingly, the 
performance data indicates that small percentages of change in one level are either 
eliminated by the next year, or after two years of increased or decreased percentages, the 
original percentage is achieved. The one area of exception is the Advanced Level of the 
sixth grade ELA performance, which over the last four years has decreased from 44 percent 
to 35 percent; however, in the same grade and discipline, the Proficient Level has increased 
rom 47 percent to 55 percent (except for last year, when it decreased by one percent to 52 f
percent). 
 
The growth data over the last four years has also been pretty consistent, with one notable 
area in sixth grade. In mathematics, the growth percentile is 72 percent, having been 71 
ercent in 2010, 67.5 percent in 2009 and 63 percent in 2008 – a steady increase of 9 p
percent. 
 
In addition, the four‐year average growth percentiles in mathematics for grades four, five 
and six have all been above 60 percent – 65.3, 61 and 67.6 respectively. The growth 
ercentiles in ELA for all three grades have been in the higher range for typical growth, p
averaging 57.5 (gr. 4), 58.1 (gr.5) and 56.6 (gr. 6). 
 
Fifth grade STE has averaged 22 percent in Needs Improvement over the last four years. 
With new state Science frameworks forthcoming and a review of science materials at all 
lementary grades, we will soon be able to better align instruction in all science strands in e
grades kindergarten through grade six. 
 
For the past three years (2008‐2010), the gap between the district’s performance in ELA 
open response questions and the state’s performance has been decreasing, as illustrated in 
Figures 2.12.4. This year, that pattern was broken in grades three and five, with 
improvements in open response questions as compared to the state’s performance. 
 

Figure 2.1 

Grade 3  Year  Difference 
  2008  8 
  2009  4 
  2010  2.4 
  2011  5.8 

 
Figure 2.2 

Grade 4  Year  Difference 
  2008  9.5 
  2009  8.25 
  2010  6 
  2011  3.25 
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Figure 2.3 

Grade 5  Year  Difference 
  2008  10 
  2009  9 
  2010  4.5 
  2011  6.25 

 
 

Figure 2.4 

Grade 6  Year  Difference 
  2008  11 
  2009  8.5 
  2010  8 
  2011  6.25 

 
 

 
District Item Analyses 
 

E

District Student Performance 

LA MCAS District Analysis 
 

 

Grade evel  L % Advanced  % Proficient  % Needs 
Improvement 

% Warning 

3  19  64  15  3 
4  14  58  23  5 
5  34  53  11  2 
6  35  55  7  4 

 
 
District Growth Percentiles 
 

Grade evel  L Growth 
Percentile 

3  N/A 
4  53 
5  60 
6  53 
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District Grade Level Analysis of Test Items with <75% Correct 
 
District Grade 3

tal  
: 83% Proficient or Advanced (State 61%) 

41 Items To
 

Item 
Number 

Question 
Type 

Strand  Standard  Percentage 
Act te on / Sta

13  MC  Literature  Nonfiction  74 / 70 
22  MC  Literature  Dramatic Literature  69 / 56 
23  MC  Language  Structure and Origins of 

Modern English 
72 / 64 

Short Answer responses ranged from 63% to 75%, and the one open response question 
cored a 2.36 or 59%. s
 

: 72% Proficient or Advanced (State 53%) 
 
District Grade 4

tal  42 Items To
 

Item 
Number 

Question 
Type 

Strand  Standard  Percentage 
Act te on / Sta

4  MC  Literature  Fiction  72 / 56 
15  MC  Literature  Fiction  66 / 54 
26  MC  Literature  Poetry  69 / 59 

Open Response questions ranged from 43% to 66%. 
 

: 87% Proficient or Advanced (State 67%) 
 
District Grade 5

tal  40 Items To
 

Item 
Number 

Question 
T  ype

Strand  Standard  Percentage 
Act te on / Sta

8  MC  Language  Vocabulary and Concept 
Development 

70 / 60 

9  MC  Language  Vocabulary and Concept 
Development 

76/ 64 

33  MC  Language  Structure and Origins of 
Modern English 

69 / 55 

38  MC  Literature  Myth, Tra
and Class

ditional Narrative 
ical Literature 

68/57 

O
 
 

pen Response questions ranged from 48% to 64%. 
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District Grade 6
tal  

: 90% Proficient or Advanced (State 68%) 
40 Items To
 

Item 
Number  Type 

Question  Strand  Standard  Percentage 
Act te on / Sta

37  MC  Literature  Style and Language  74 / 56 
O
 
pen Response questions ranged from 59% to 70%. 

 
Discussion 
Compared to last year’s item analysis, our students performed much better on the 
nonfiction literature and reading questions. This was an area of concern, especially given 
the preview of the new ELA and Literacy framework from the state. The vocabulary and 
concept development standards at grade four are noteworthy in that our students typically 
perform better for that standard. None of the percentages were below 66% in the multiple 
choice type question, and all percentages were above the state’s percentages. The short 
answer and open response questions continue to be an area in which we can improve. 
While modest improvements were noted for the region, only two grades reversed the 
three‐year trend of a closing gap between our performance and the state’s performance on 
open response questions.  

 
 

Mathematics MCAS District Analysis 
By Jean OviattRothman, Elementary Mathematics Specialist/Coach 

 
 

dent Performance District Stu
 

Grade evel  L % Advanced  % Proficient  % Needs 
Improvement 

% Warning 

3  27  57  13  3 
4  30  41  26  3 
5  49  34  13  4 
6  57  30  9  4 

 
wth Percentiles District Gro

 

Grade evel  L Growth 
Percentile 

3  N/A 
4  64 
5  66 
6  72 
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District Grade Level Analysis of Test Items with <75% Correct 
 
District Grade 3

tal  
: 84% Proficient or Advanced (State 66%) 

36 Items To
 

Item 
Number 

Question 
Type 

Strand  Standard  Percentage 
Act te on / Sta

3  SA  Geometry  Transform
Symmetry

ations and 
* 

59 / 65 

4  SA  Number and 
Operations 

Numbers  63 / 49 

7  MC  Geometry  Properties of Shapes  72 / 57 
14  SA  Measurement  Measurement Systems*  68 / 55 
35  MC  Number and 

Operations 
Numbers  50 / 43 

 
 

: 71% Proficient or Advanced (State 47%) 
 
District Grade 4
2 Items Total 4

 

Item 
Number 

Question 
Type 

Strand  Standard  Percentage 
Act te on / Sta

3  MC  Number and 
Operations 

Computation  61 / 53 

4  MC  Number and 
Operations 

Numbers  56 / 37 

6  SA  Number and 
Operations 

Computation  61 / 45 

16  MC  Number and 
s Operation

Numbers  39 / 31 

18  OR  Measurement  Techniques and Tools  54 / 44 
19  MC  Patterns, 

 Relations,
Algebra 

Symbols  63 / 49 

20   MC  Patterns, 
Relations, 
Algebra 

Models  58 / 41 

37  SA  Measurement  Techniques and Tools  61 / 50 
40  MC  Measurement  Techniques and Tools  70 / 59 

 
* Denotes standard that will no longer be assessed at this grade level in 2012 because it 
does not align to Common Core Standards. 
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District Grade 5
tal 

: 83% Proficient or Advanced (State 59%) 
42 Items To
 

It  
Number 

em Question 
Type 

Strand  Standard  Percentage 
Act te on / Sta

12   MC  Numbers a
s
nd 
 Operation

Numbers*  61 / 46 

16  SA  Geometry  Properties of Shapes  71 / 57 
20  MC  Patterns, 

, Relations
Algebra 

Symbols  70 / 53 

25  MC  Patterns, 
Relations, 
Algebra 

Symbols  63 / 50 

30  SA  Measurement  Techniques and Tools*  73 / 57 
36  MC  Numbers and 

Operations 
Numbers  68 / 59 

37  MC  Measurement  Techniques and Tools*  68 / 56 
40  OR  Numbers a

Operations
nd 
 

Computation  68 / 51 

41  MC  Geometry  Transformations and 
Symmetry 

68 / 60 

42  MC  Geometry  Properties of Shapes  62 / 47 
 

: 87% Proficient or Advanced (State 58%) 
 

District Grade 6
tal 42 Items To

 

Item 
Number 

Question 
Type 

Strand  Standard  Percentage 
Act te on / Sta

3  MC  Geometry  Properties of Shapes  67 / 62 
4  SA  Geometry  Transformations an

Symmetry* 
d  63 / 65 

5  SA  Data, Stat
Probability 

istics,  Statistical Methods  58 / 41 

9  MC  Patterns, 
Relations, and 
Algebra 

Patterns, Relations, and 
Functions* 

72 / 54 

10  OR  Measurement  Techniques and Tools  72 / 52 
20  MC  Numbers and 

Operations 
Operations  71 / 52 

21  MC  Numbers and 
Operations 

Computation  72 / 45 

40  MC  Geometry  Properties of Shapes  73 / 64 
*  Denotes standard that will no longer be assessed at this grade level in 2012 because it 
does not align to Common Core Standards. 
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Discussion 
Overall, Acton students were successful on the 2011 Mathematics MCAS.  The aggregate 
and nearly all subgroups made Adequate Yearly Progress in mathematics by meeting either 
the Performance Target, the Improvement Target, or both.  Areas for improvement can be 
identified from the item analysis.  It should be noted that the majority of test items with 
<75% correct in Acton had a much lower percentage correct statewide, indicating that 
these items were challenging for all students at a particular grade level cohort, not just 
Acton students.  The focus of this analysis is directed toward the strands that appear most 
requently in the item analysis: Number and Operations, Geometry, and Patterns, Relations f
and Algebra.   
 
At grades 3, 5, and 6, several of the specific standards that were difficult for students will 
not be assessed on the 2012 MCAS because they no longer align with the 2011 
Massachusetts/Common Core Mathematics Standards for that grade level.  For example, 
symmetry concepts will no longer be assessed in third or sixth grade.  Likewise, 
measurement of angles will not be assessed in fifth grade. Overall, fewer standards will be 
assessed in 2012 than in 2011 because the focus will be upon the 2000/2004 mathematics 
standards that connect to the new standards.  Teachers have been provided with the DESE 
list of standards that could be assessed on the 2012 Mathematics MCAS so that they can 
djust their instruction. This will allow for a clearer instructional focus for both teachers a
and students at each grade level. 
 
One of the goals of the new Common Core Standards is to address the issue of a national 
math curriculum that is “a mile wide and an inch deep.”  The new aim is to develop greater 
depth of student understanding in a few critical areas at each grade level, especially within 
the domains of Number, Operations, Algebraic Thinking, Measurement and Geometry. 
rofessional development opportunities are planned for elementary teachers to deepen 

ains.  
P
their mathematical understanding, particularly around these critical areas and dom
 
The importance of such professional development for teachers is described in the 
ntrodu 11):  I
 

ction to the Massachusetts Curriculum Frameworks for Mathematics (20

The message from the research is clear: having knowledgeable teachers 
really does matter; teacher expertise in a subject drives student achievement. 
“Improving teachers’ content subject matter knowledge and improving 
students’ mathematics e  thus interwoven and interdependent 
processes that mus

ducation are
t occur simultaneously.” 

Ma, Lipping, Knowing and Teaching Elementary Mathematics,  
 p. 147  Mahwah, New Jersey: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, 1999,

 
Guiding teachers through the transition to the Common Core, providing professional 
development to increase teachers’ content knowledge around the critical areas, and in turn 
roviding more focused instruction will continue to improve the mathematics education 
nd performance of Acton students. 



+   

APS MCAS Report for 2010‐2011  page 15 

STE MCAS District Analysis  
By Eileen Sullivan, Elementary Curriculum Specialist 

 
Highlighted are the questions on which we scored less than 80%. While arbitrary, this is 
the measure we have been using for the past few years. This year, for the first time, I note 
questions on which we scored less than 60%. In past years we may have had one or two, 
but this year the number is significant enough to be of concern. Other than that, there were 
no significant areas of concern. There are come questions on which we did not do well that 
cannot be analyzed, since they have not been released. In particular, Question #26 on 
States of Matter was particularly bad for us and for the state. We received only 45% of 
possible points; the state average was 39%. This degree of failure, coupled with the state 
average of 39%, indicates a difficult, poorly worded, or confusing question, or perhaps 
several possible answers rather than a clear choice of one correct answer. We are 
attempting to update our science curriculum but are frustrated by the delays on the part of 
the state revision process. As you know, Massachusetts has signed onto the Next 
Generation National Science Standards project. We may have a draft to review in the spring 
of 2012, and final national standards will be ready by the end of 2012. It is unclear when 
the new Massachusetts Standards will be ready. 
 
 
 
Year 

# Questions <80% 
oes not i ude ORQ D ncl

  <60% (included  
in previous) 

Open Response Questio
vg re 

n 
  A . Sco

 
% f. + A Pro dv. 

 
2011 

   
  14 

  4 
 (includes 1 ORQ) 

 
  2.66 

 
  73% 

2010    14    1    2.21    74% 
2009    12    1    2.62    79% 
2008    5    2    2.24    73% 
 
 
 











+   

APS MCAS Report for 2010‐2011  page 20 

Action Items and Initiatives 
MCAS patterns and trends provide a range of information that schools can use to set goals 
for specific cohorts and subgroups, often resulting in instructional and curricular 

ricular initiatives and goals, result in 
: 

modifications. These goals, along with districtwide cur
continued strong classroom instruction for all students

•  Open response questions at all grades and students 

w to ask ~  Model good questions in the classrooms and continue to teach students ho
probing questions to improve their own understanding. 

~  Continue work that has been started with guiding classroom discussions. 

~  Provide students with many opportunities to communicate their understandings 
through writing and to receive critical feedback on their thoughts. 

nse questions. ~  Continue work with teachers on scoring open respo

•  Grade six special education subgroup for mathematics 

~  (Similar to work done at the JH) Create a scope and sequence and pacing guide for 
the mathematical concepts and question types on the 6th grade MCAS. Add mid‐unit 
assessments to ensure that students are understanding the concepts in time to make 
instructional changes and provide needed support. 

~  Provide “test‐taking” strategy sessions for students to familiarize them with the 
uestions asked, and the transitions needed between questions. assessment, types of q

•  Grade four mathematics 

~  Offer opportunities for teachers to deepen their mathematical understanding with 
Math Matters: courses such as “Mathematical Essentials,” based on the book 

Understanding the Math You Teach and offered through EDCO. 

~  Guide teachers through the transition to the new MA Mathematics Frameworks and 
the identification of the learning goals, criteria or rubrics, and assessment tools for 
grade 4 and all grades. 

~  Provide coaching for teachers and actively support their use of online curriculum and 
s. technology tool

•  ade five science Gr

~  A draft of the new standards from the Next Generation National Science Standards 
project may be available for review in the spring of 2012, and a final national set of 
science standards will hopefully be ready by the end of 2012. 

~  Continue work with science literacy, including science notebooks. 

•  Implementation of the new ELA and Literacy Framework, including identifying learning 
goals, criteria, rubrics and assessment tools for all grade levels (including reading 
assessments). 
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•  Provide ELA Professional Development, including work with a reading consultant, 
graduate course offerings for guided reading, workshops for running records and 
literacy in grades three through six. 

•  Look at student work as evidence of learning and as a collaborative tool for instructional 
planning‐training by National School Reform Faculty. 

 

Conclusion 
MCAS data provides one snapshot of whether our students are learning the state standards. 
ears of data illustrate trends and patterns to help us decide where to focus attention and Y
perhaps refine curriculum and instruction. 
 
Areas or groups that need our continued attention are mathematics at grade four, open 
response questions, and the special education subgroup at grade six. An area that will 
equire our attention in the near future is Science, Technology and Engineering. That time r
line will be determined by the release of the new state STE Frameworks. 
 
By all indications, students of the Acton Public Schools continue to perform well on the 
Massachusetts Comprehensive Assessment System. It is through the hard work and 
dedication of our teachers, the support of the administration at each school, and the 
support of the Acton community that our schools and students continue to learn and grow.  
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10/14/11  

MONTHLY REPORTING OF 
ELL STUDENT POPULATION 

Acton Public Schools 
October 1, 2011 

 

Category Total as of 
9/1/2011  

Additions Subtractions Total as of 
10/1/2011 

Conant 
 
 

29 0 -1 28 

Douglas 
 
 

28 0 0 28 

Gates 5 0 -1 4 
 

McCarthy-Towne 
 
 

21 +1 0 22 

Merriam 
 
 
 

27 0 -1 26 

APS TOTAL 110 +1 -3 108 
     

 
 
 



  

 

  

        ACTON  PUBLIC  SCHOOLS 

2012-2013 KINDERGARTEN REGISTRATION SCHEDULE 
 
The following are important dates for parents/guardians of children who will be entering Kindergarten in 
September, 2012 (5 years old on or before September 1, 2012).  See also: http://ab.mec.edu/sturegister.shtml 
 
GENERAL MEETING* 

Our Superintendent, Director of Curriculum and Assessment, Director of Personnel, Director of Pupil Services, Principals, 
Registrar, Kindergarten staff and School Nurse will be on hand to answer questions. 
 Tuesday, January 10, 2012 at 7:00 p.m., R.J. Grey Junior High Auditorium 
 immediately followed at 8:15 by K-6 Before and After School Programs Overview 

 
SCHOOL TOURS 

All schools will be open for tours on the following dates:  January 18; January 27, January 31, February 6.   
Please call individual schools after January 3, 2012 to reserve tour times. You may reserve more than one tour per day.   
If school is canceled or delayed on a tour day, parents should call to reschedule. 

  Tour hours for Conant, McCarthy-Town & Merriam:.   8:45 – 10:00 a.m. and  12:30 – 2:00 p.m. 
  Tour hours for Douglas & Gates:  9:30 - 10:45 a.m. and  11:00 - 12:15 p.m  
 Please do not bring young children with you on the tour. 

 
EARLY REGISTRATION for SIBLINGS and WALKERS 

Families who are eligible, or who believe they may be eligible for priority admission status (siblings of current students, 
walkers), are urged to register early. Both sessions will be at the Central Office located in the R.J. Grey Junior High School 
You must bring a copy of your child’s birth certificate/passport, most recent physical examination & immunization record. 

  Tuesday, January 17:  9:00 a.m. - 12:00 noon and 7:00 - 9:00 p.m.  
  Wednesday, January 18:  9:00 a.m. - 12:00 noon  

 
PARENT INFORMATION EVENING MEETINGS* 

  Tuesday, January 24, 7:00 p.m. @ McCarthy-Towne - Cafetorium      
  Tuesday, January 31, 7:00 p.m. @ Gates - Cafetorium  
  Tuesday, February 7, 7:00 p.m. @ Merriam - Cafetorium 
  Tuesday, February 28, 7:00 p.m. @ Douglas - Cafetorium  
  Tuesday, March 6, 7:00 p.m. @ Conant - Cafetorium  

*  In case of snow, ANY postponed evening meeting will be held the next evening (Wednesday) 

 
KINDERGARTEN REGISTRATION 
You must bring a copy of your child’s birth certificate/passport, most recent physical examination & immunization record. 
Both sessions will be at the Central Office located in the R.J. Grey Junior High School.  

  Tuesday, March 13:  9:00 a.m. - 12:00 noon and 7:00 - 9:00 p.m. 
  Wednesday, March 14:  9:00 a.m. - 12:00 noon 

 
INFORMATION SESSION for K-6 BEFORE and AFTER SCHOOL CHILDCARE PROGRAMS 
  Tuesday, January 10, 2012 at 8:15 p.m., R.J. Grey Junior High School Auditorium 
If you are interested in K-6 before and after school childcare programs, representatives from Community Education Extended 
Day and school-based before and after school programs will be available to describe their programs, enrollment process, fee 

structure, etc. following the General Meeting that begins at 7:00 (see above).  
 

REGISTRATION PROCESS for COMMUNITY ED EXTENDED DAY PROGRAM, K-6 
Registration forms for new families will be accepted February 27 – March 7 by mail or walk-in.  Lottery will be held on 
Monday, March 12, at 10:00 a.m. at the Community Education Office, Administration Building, 15 Charter Rd., Acton 
 
OTHER IMPORTANT DATES 

Late April -School Placement & All-Day Kindergarten Lotteries held (as necessary). Notification letters sent out. 
May 13 – All Day K non-refundable deposit ($450) due.  
May 31 - Parent-released/teacher-completed Pre-K Assessment Form due at Registrar’s Office, R.J. Grey Junior High  
July 1 - (Approx. date)  Schools assign students to either AM or PM sessions and notify Transportation Office. 
July 31 -  Children’s medical forms (complete immunization history, physical exam completed after 1/1/12) due at 
  school nurse’s office.  
August 1 - September tuition for children registered in All-Day K ($450) due at the Community Ed. Office. 10/19/11 
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