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STAR 360
Math

Fall to Winter Comparison
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Student Growth Percentile - STAR Math
Grades 3-5

\YElds
Grades 3-5 6 schools met
Growth

Comparison
to Academic

or exceeded
the district
growth target

A \Y/ﬂ_/\ 40@

© -

Peers*

s Student Growth Percentile = Growth Expectation

*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.



Definition:
The risk of a subgroup

Relative Risk of scoring within the Subgroup

Urgent Intervention Urgent Intervention Hispanic 1.21
Grades 3-5 Category Acian 0.57
compared to
The risk of all oth Black =5
€ M5K0 ? 0 ,er, White 0.86
students scoring within
2 Or more 0.93

the Urgent Intervention
Category
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Student Growth Percentile - STAR Math
Grades 6-8,and 9
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Relative Risk of

Urgent Intervention
Grades 6-9

Definition:

The risk of a subgroup KNI Risk
scoring within the 6-9

Urgent Intervention  Hispanic 1.19

Category Asian 0.62

compared to Black 1.34

The risk of z?ll oth.er. White 0.87
students scoring within

2 Or more 0.84

the Urgent Intervention
Category
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Math Interims
Grades 3-8

Students Proficient in Fall Curriculum

Students Proficient in Winter Curriculum
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Math Interims, Grades 3-8
Mont Pleasant Zone
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Math
In Action

Keane Elementary School
Lincoln Elementary School
Paige Elementary School
Woodlawn Elementary School



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=NnHBgd-BtwE&feature=youtu.be

Quarter3
Report Card
Achievement

Quarter 1 to Quarter 2 to Quarter 3 Comparison




Number of Students (7-12) with Report Cards <65
Q1 to Q2 to Q3 Comparison

2 courses 3 Or > courses

|E

I[Es | IEs S
Q1

Qi1 [ Q2 | O3 | Q1 | Q2

28 49 32 0 3

52| 68 51 9 27

37] 36 41 /] 16

281 272 278 172) 147

37 39 23| 21 36

- | cPmMs(7a8) | MPMs(788) [ OMS(7&8) | SHS | scLA
455 512 461 41

Total 2386 2
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Relative Risk of
Course Failures
Grades 7-12

Definition:

: Subgroup |Risk |Risk | Risk

subgroup failing 3
Or more courses
compared to
The risk of all other
students failing 3 or
more courses

Hispanic 1.04 1.08

Asian 0.50 0.61
Black 1.61 1.39
White 0.88  0.93

2 0rmore 0.96 0.81

NYU STEINHARDT

1.11
0.51
1.38
0.96

1.27
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Number of Students (K-6) Below Achievement Level on Report Cards
Q1to Q2to Q3 Comparison

OVE 76 | 59 | 0
IOV 41 | 40 | 36
GUVR 30 | 34 | 20
TV 56 | 50 |
YIS 73 | 33 | /3
N 67 | 61 | 5/
SV 33 | 57 |
YOI 40 | 29 |
WAL 46 | 46 | 37
B 68 | 66 | 5O
B 36 | 20 |
CCEl 40 | 39 | 28
VoM 34 | 33 |
SOl 40 | 46 | 46 |

Q1
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17
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25
25
23
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19
14
14
19

2 courses
Q2
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23
13
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15
12
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Q3
32
21
9
27
45
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36
20
24
34
8
14
16
27

3 Or > courses
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Enrollment

437
381
306
339
485
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241
233
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Change (+/-) in Number of Students Below Achievement
3 or More Courses on Report Cards
Q3 2017-18 vs 2018-19
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Relative Risk of
Being Below

Achievement
Grades K-6

Definition:

subgroup failing 3 Qi Q2 Q3

The risk of a
Or more courses Hispanic  1.36
compared to ~ Asian 0.37
The risk of all other Black 1.28
students failing 3 or White 0.85

more courses  20rmore 1.13

1.31
0.36
1.34
1.00

0.90

NYU | STEINHARDT
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Quarter 3
Student Behavior

Quarter 1 to Quarter 2 Comparison to Quarter 3 Comparison
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% of Students (Unique) and # of Incidents, K-5
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% of Infractions/Level, Grades K-5
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Quarter 3
Grades K-5
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Change (+/-) in Number of Students Involved in an Incident, K-5
Q3 2017-18vs Q3 2018-19
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% of Infractions/Level, Grades 6-12
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Number of Students Suspensions (6-12)
Quarterly Comparison

6-10 days

1-5 days
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0 |
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30
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@ . 225 .
5 decrease in 3 decrease in
E . 220 .
g suspensions for 5 suspensions for
2 100 b
: :

Number of Students

Chpe MITPL ONDA e SCA CNPK MTPL ONDA SCHS SCLA
mO1 61 87 56 163 30 1
mQ2 68 20 51 202 32 ma 3 / / 24 2
Q3 62 97 60 182 34 maz 10 14 5 31 6
Q3 12 20 8 25 6
20+ Days
11-19 Days 25
9
, . 2 schools saw a
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5 i
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2 5
1
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Definition: ——
_ Relative Risk
Relative Risk of The risk of a Subgroup

Suspension subgroup being Hispanic  1.02 0.87 1.09
suspended Asian 0.21 0.25 0.20

cqmpared to Black 2.40 2.47 2.52

The risk of all other White 072 076 0.63

students being

2 ormore 0.69 0.80 0.68
suspended °

NYU | STEINHARDT



Promoting
Positive

School
Culture

Paige Elementary School



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5Y1gtiTszCg

Promoting
Positive

School
Culture

Schenectady High School

STUDENT ACCOUNTABILITY PLAN
HALL SWEEP/CLASS TARDY/CLASS ABSENCE

DIRECTIONS: Choose the option(s) that best suit(s) your needs. Multiple options may be selected.

[ ] In-School
Suspension (Cohort
offices)

] Hall mentoring [ ] Community clean-up

["] During school
academic session
*(teacher approval
needed)

(] Strict Supervised

] Work zone ticket [] Service learning

] Iceberg session

Study served with (Cohort offices) hours (B13)
classroom teacher

*(teacher approval

needed)

[ ] Root-cause [ ] Pass restriction [] Routing slip [ ] After school

Reflection form

academic session
(AB21)

o




Quarter 3
Student Attendance

Quarter 1 to Quarter 2 Comparison to Quarter 3 Comparison
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Number of Students
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mQl
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Perfect Attendance, K-5
Qlvs Q2vs Q3

7 elementary
schools saw an
increase in students
with perfect
attendance in Q3

MLK PAIG PLVY
97 126 88
27 87 38
< 80 51

VCLR
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26
30
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68
78

YATE
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47
45

ZOLR
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71
67

41



Number of Students

Perfect Attendance, 6-12
Qlvs Q2vs Q3

250

200 .
All 3 middle schools
saw an increase in
150 .
students with
100 perfect.attendance
in Q3
50
0
CNPK MTPL ONDA
mQl 223 148 171
mQ2 120 52 75
Q3 131 91 97

SCHS
229
176
158

SCLA
24
21
16
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Number of Students

Number of Students

Number of Student Absences, K-5

1-5 Days Q1 to Q2 to Q3 Comparison 6-10 Days
350 160
300 All schools saw an ., 140 8 schools saw a
250 increase in g 120 decrease in
100
200 student absences A student absences
150 o
for g 60 for
100 d =
1-5 days 5 40 6-10 days
50 =
20
0
HAML HOWE KEAN LINC MLK  PAIG PLVY VCLR WDLN YATE ZOLR HAML HOWE KEAN LINC | MLK | PAIG
mQl 273 219 174 219 295 305 255 219 250 212 238 mQl 52 40 16 37 | 74 47 70 63
mQ2 225 227 192 207 | 199 255 214 190 239 191 253 mQ2 108 80 58 @79 142 109 @ 130 112
Q3 247 239 209 213 267 301 254 212 252 226 276 Q3 110 84 44 59 132 79 98 g7
11-19 Days 20+ Days
”“’ o All 11 school
11 schools saw
120 All 11 schools saw " s )
100 - £ a decrease in
a decrease in 2 2 .
80 E student absences
student absences L e
60 for ; for
40 £ 20+ days
i T T d akh y
HAML HOWE KEsw—TmC Witk — FPAG - PovY  VCLR WDLN YATE  ZO0LR 0 HAML HOWE KEAN ' LINC MLK PAIG
ma1 17 19 15 8 38 15 17 19 11 14 13 Bl 3 5 2 2 7 2 5 5 2
mQ2 77 35 20 27 115 45 57 53 17 56 35 mO2 5 7 8 3 26 7 5 9 4
Q3| 36 20 6 22 49 28 32 48 13 28 25 Q3 5 4 6 3 11 5 2 5 3

I

PLVY VCLR WDLN YATE ZOLR

22 54
77 91
52 82

6
7
5

51
97
77

PLVY VCLR WDLN YATE ZOLR

4
5
2
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Number of Students

Number of Students

Number of Student Absences, 6-12

Q1 to Q2 to Q3 Comparison
1-5 Days 6-10 Days

1200 500
oo 1 school saw a 450 4 schools saw a
i decrease in § 35 decrease in
- student absences 7 30 student absences

=]
. for 5 200 for

£ 150
o 1-5 days 5 100 6-10 days

50 .

0 CNPK MTPL ONDA SCHS SCLA.: 0 CNPK MTPL ONDA SCHS | SCLA
mQl 380 414 402 1074 105 HQ1 68 122 92 440 45
mQ2 410 403 386 922 84 mQ2 115 164 164 458 42
mQ3 420 426 401 905 74 HQ3 102 129 118 462 39

11-19 Days 20+ Days

©00 500
450 b 40 2 schools saw a
400 2 schools saw a £ 400 :
250 4 _ § 3% decrease in

ecrease in 2 300
o £ 250 student absences
o student absences 5 200 o
150 for '% 150
100 =z 100 20+ days
0 ol 11-19days Y e — /4

0 CNPK SCHS CNPK CHS SCLA
mOl 28 59 31 391 49 mQ1 6 9 12 367 54
maQa2 52 113 75 475 53 mQ2 20 17 22 430 68

| Q3 41 82 82 430 55 EQ3 20 29 20 475 78
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Quarter 3
Teacher Attendance

Quarter 1 to Quarter 2 Comparison to Quarter 3




% of Teachers with less than 2 Absences, by School
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