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English Language Arts 
Grades 3-8
Interim to NYS Exam Comparison
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Early Literacy
Growth 
Comparison 
to Academic 
Peers*

*Academic peers are students in the same grade with a similar scaled score on a STAR assessment from the beginning period to the current time 
period examined. A Student Growth Percentile, or SGP, compares a student's growth to that of his or her academic peers nationwide.

45
5 schools met (exceeded) the district target
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Reading
Grades 3-5 
Growth 
Comparison 
to Academic 
Peers*

*Academic peers are students in the same grade with a similar scaled score on a STAR assessment from the beginning period to the current time 
period examined. A Student Growth Percentile, or SGP, compares a student's growth to that of his or her academic peers nationwide.
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Relative Risk of Not 
Being Proficient
on NYS ELA 3-8 

Assessment

Subgroup Risk

Hispanic 1.08

Asian 0.96

Black 1.12

White 0.84

2 or more 0.93

SWD 1.13

Definition:  
The risk of a subgroup 

scoring within the
Level 1 or Level 2 

Category
compared to

The risk of all other 
students scoring within 
the Level 1 or Level 2

Category
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English Language Arts
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Mathematics
Grades 3-8
Interim to NYS Exam Comparison
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Math
Grades 3-5 
Growth 
Comparison 
to Academic 
Peers*

*Academic peers are students in the same grade with a similar scaled score on a STAR assessment from the beginning period to the current time 
period examined. A Student Growth Percentile, or SGP, compares a student's growth to that of his or her academic peers nationwide.
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Math
Grades 
6-8 & 9 Growth 
Comparison 
to Academic 
Peers*

*Academic peers are students in the same grade with a similar scaled score on a STAR assessment from the beginning period to the current time 
period examined. A Student Growth Percentile, or SGP, compares a student's growth to that of his or her academic peers nationwide.
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Relative Risk of Not 
Being Proficient
on NYS Math 3-8 

Assessment

Subgroup Risk

Hispanic 1.09

Asian 0.94

Black 1.09

White 0.84

2 or more 1.03

SWD 1.08

Definition:  
The risk of a subgroup 

scoring within the
Level 1 or Level 2 

Category
compared to

The risk of all other 
students scoring within 
the Level 1 or Level 2

Category
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Mathematics
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Regents Exams
Overall Comparison
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Relative Risk of Not 
Passing Regents 

Exams

Subgroup Risk

Hispanic 1.28

Asian 0.62

Black 1.25

White 0.89

2 or more 1.24

SWD 2.81

Definition:  
The risk of a subgroup 
not passing a Regents 

examination
compared to

The risk of all other 
students not passing
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Report Card
Achievement
2018-19 Quarter-to-Quarter Comparison



School

1 course 2 courses 3 or > courses

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

CPMS 73 83 83 94 28 49 32 33 28 54 61 (77) 79

MPMS 97 88 85 99 55 71 52 60 75 98 122 (153) 130

ONMS 53 87 90 68 35 36 43 36 39 48 56 (100) 92

SCHS 465 429 411 400 279 278 252 253 656 793 787 (794) 807

SCLA 33 33 36 24 32 37 24 21 130 136 133 (119) 130

Number of Students (6-12) with <65 on Report Cards
Quarterly Comparison

CPMS (7+8) MPMS (7+8) ONMS (7+8) SCHS SCLA

Enrollment 496 551 499 2371 237

3 schools decreased 2 schools decreased 1 school decreased
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Relative Risk of 
Course Failures

Grades 6-12

Definition:

The risk of a 
subgroup failing 3 
or more courses

compared to
The risk of all 

other students 
failing 3 or more 

courses

Subgroup Risk 
Q1

Risk 
Q2

Risk 
Q3

Risk 
Q4

Hispanic 1.04 1.08 1.11 1.14

Asian 0.50 0.61 0.51 0.53

Black 1.61 1.39 1.38 1.39

White 0.88 0.93 0.96 0.93

2 or more 0.96 0.81 1.27 1.06

SWD 1.60 1.36 1.34 1.17



Number of Students (K-5) Below Achievement Level on Report Cards
Quarterly Comparison

School

1 course 2 courses 3 or > courses

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

HAML 76 59 59 61 70 43 32 32 85 78 62 (62) 53

HOWE 41 40 36 36 23 23 21 18 62 50 38 (42) 31

KEAN 30 34 20 24 17 13 9 12 42 30 24 (20) 18

KING 78 83 78 65 56 42 45 35 77 55 30 (55) 32

LINC 56 50 58 51 36 43 27 28 66 61 51 (51) 44

PAIG 67 61 57 67 42 40 29 36 70 65 58 (70) 50

PLVY 88 57 74 56 25 32 36 24 61 48 47 (75) 33

VCLR 48 29 68 49 25 30 19 9 43 19 14 (37) 13

WDLN 44 44 38 30 19 22 20 20 51 43 34 (43) 36

YATE 67 61 50 43 53 32 32 46 76 99 76 (66) 64

ZOLR 33 19 24 23 20 12 8 14 32 19 24 (23) 13

8 schools 
decreased

7 schools 
decreased

9 schools 
decreased
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Relative Risk of 
Being Below 
Achievement

Grades K-5

Definition:  

The risk of a 
subgroup failing 

3 or more 
courses

compared to
The risk of all 

other students 
failing 3 or 

more courses

Subgroup Risk 
Q1

Risk 
Q2

Risk 
Q3

Risk 
Q4

Hispanic 1.36 1.31 1.48 1.27

Asian 0.37 0.36 0.35 0.42

Black 1.28 1.34 1.30 1.16

White 0.85 1.00 1.04 1.08

2 or more 1.13 0.90 1.05 1.03

SWD 3.65 3.69 3.86 2.99
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Graduation Rate
2018-19 School Year
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38 Students: Local Diploma
12 Students: Local Diploma/Safety Net
23 Students: Regents Diploma
2 Students: CDOS Credential
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Regents Exams & 
Graduation Rate
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Improving 
Academic 
Outcomes for 
Students with 
Disabilities 
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Special 
Education 

Academic Goals 
& Strategies for 

2018-19

2018-19 Goals:
 Improve Academic Outcomes in ELA & Math

 Reduce Classification Rate

 Reduce Disproportionality



40

Classification 
Rate 

Trend
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district with an IEP in 
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2018-19 
New CSE 
Referrals 
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Looking 
Ahead:  
Academic 
Goals and 
Strategies for 
2019-2020

2019-2020 Goals:

 Reduce Classification Rate

 Improve Academic Outcomes in ELA & Math

 Continue to Increase Graduation Rate for SWD

 Desired State:  Accelerated Growth & Declassification

Strategies:

 Theory of Action

 Partner with Office of Curriculum & Instruction

 Professional Development & Coaching

 Consultant Expertise—Author and Professor at Hunter College,     
Dr. Catherine Voulgarides

 Plan-Do-Study-Act Cycles
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Student Behavior
Quarterly Comparison
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6 schools saw a decrease in 
incidents in Quarter 4
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as compared to Q4 the 
previous school year.



CNPK MTPL ONDA SCHS SCLA

Q1 Students 22% 31% 16% 26% 37%

Q2 Students 24% 34% 12% 22% 30%

Q3 Students 27% 37% 19% 16% 34%

Q4 Students 26% 34% 14% 14% 20%
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an incident in Q4 of 2018-19 

as compared to Q4 the 
previous school year.



Number of Students Suspensions, Grades K-5

Quarterly Comparison

KING WDLN PAIG KEAN PLVY HAML HOWE LINC YATE VCLR ZOLR

Q1 13 10 16 7 16 10 0 2 4 11 9
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Q3 18 14 16 6 19 8 4 3 7 11 4

Q4 24 10 7 8 31 6 2 2 9 22 7
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6 Schools saw a decrease in 
student suspensions of 1-5 

days from Q3 to Q4
in 2018-19

8 Schools saw a decrease in 
student suspensions of 6-10 

days from Q3 to Q4
in 2018-19

ALL Schools saw a decrease 
in student suspensions of 
11-19 days from Q3 to Q4

in 2018-19

ALL Schools saw a decrease 
in student suspensions of 
20+ days from Q3 to Q4

in 2018-19



Number of Students Suspensions, Grades 6-12
Quarterly Comparison

CNPK MTPL ONDA SCHS SCLA

Q1 64 94 61 173 37

Q2 70 96 52 210 41
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days from Q3 to Q4
in 2018-19

3 Schools saw a decrease in 
student suspensions of 6-10 

days from Q3 to Q4
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4 Schools saw a decrease in 
student suspensions of 11-

19 days from Q3 to Q4
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3 Schools saw a decrease in 
student suspensions of 20+ 

days from Q3 to Q4
in 2018-19
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Relative Risk of 
Suspension

Definition:  

The risk of a 
subgroup being 

suspended
compared to
The risk of all 

other students 
being 

suspended

Subgroup Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

Hispanic 1.02 0.87 1.09 1.22

Asian 0.21 0.25 0.20 0.23

Black 2.40 2.47 2.52 2.23

White 0.72 0.76 0.63 0.61

2 or more 0.69 0.80 0.68 0.82

SWD 2.42 2.15 2.12 1.68
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Quarter 4 
Student Attendance
Quarterly Comparison



HAML HOWE KEAN LINC MLK PAIG PLVY VCLR WDLN YATE ZOLR

Q1 107 115 106 79 97 126 88 78 114 108 148

Q2 41 50 41 31 27 87 38 26 68 47 71

Q3 55 45 50 47 44 80 51 30 78 45 67

Q4 50 76 54 37 43 72 40 51 81 52 89
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Quarterly Comparison

6 Schools saw an increase in 
the # of students with 

perfect attendance 
from Q3 to Q4

in 2018-19



Number of Student Absences, Grades K-5
Quarterly Comparison
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6 Schools saw a decrease in 
the # of students absent 1-5 

days from Q3 to Q4
in 2018-19

10 Schools saw a decrease 
in the # of students absent 
6-10 days from Q3 to Q4

in 2018-19

4 Schools saw a decrease in 
the # of students absent 

11-19 days from Q3 to Q4
in 2018-19

2 Schools saw a decrease in 
the # of students absent 
20+ days from Q3 to Q4

in 2018-19



CNPK MTPL ONDA SCHS SCLA
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Number of Student Absences, Grades 6-12
Quarterly Comparison
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ALL Schools saw a decrease 
in the # of students absent 

1-5 days from Q3 to Q4
in 2018-19

1 School saw a decrease in 
the # of students absent 
6-10 days from Q3 to Q4

in 2018-19

No Schools saw a decrease 
in the # of students absent 
11-19 days from Q3 to Q4

in 2018-19

2 Schools saw a decrease in 
the # of students absent 
20+ days from Q3 to Q4

in 2018-19
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Chronic 
Absenteeism

Definition:  

The risk of a 
subgroup being 

chronically absent
compared to

The risk of all other 
students being 

chronically absent

Subgroup Q4

Hispanic 1.18

Asian 1.50

Black 1.06

White 0.89

2 or more 0.83

SWD 1.19
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Student Behavior & 
Attendance



63

Improving 
Behavior and 
Attendance  
Outcomes for 
Students with 
Disabilities 



40.00%

53.14%

4.29%

Hospitalization in the past 5 years by Student 
Classification

IEP No IEP 504
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Looking Ahead:  
Behavior and 
Attendance 
Goals and 
Strategies for 
2019-2020

Goals:

 Reduce Suspensions and Disproportionality for Students with 
Disabilities

 Continue to decrease mental health hospitalizations for SWDs

 Increase attendance rate for SWDs

Strategies:

 Implementation of Evidence-Based Social-Emotional Learning 
Curriculum

 Embedded professional development around TSS, Restorative 
Practices, and Culturally Responsive teaching 

 Continue to refine our use of specialized in-District programming 
options

 Increase student mental health supports

 Targeted use of PDSA cycles, data analysis, and coaching

 Code of Conduct as a teaching tool



66

Quarter 4 
Teacher Attendance
Quarter to Quarter Comparison
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% of Teachers with fewer than 2 Absences, by School
Quarterly Comparison

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

8 Schools saw a decrease in 
the % of teachers with more 

than 2 absences
from Q3 to Q4

in 2018-19
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Change (+/-) In Number of Teachers with less than 2 Absences, by School
Q4 2017-18 to Q4 2018-19 Comparison

15 Schools saw improved 
teacher attendance 

in Q4
as compared to to Q4

of the previous school year
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Questions?


