
FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY SUMMARY (2015 -16) 

INFORMATION ABOUT EXPENDITURE RATIOS (2014- 15) 
(Data are lagged a year.) 

Commissioner's Regulations require that certain expenditure ratios for general-education and special-education students be reported and compared with ratios for similar districts 
and all public schools. The required ratios for this district are reported below. 

The numbers used to compute the statistics on this page were collected on the State Aid Form A, the State Aid Form F, the School District Annual Financial Report (ST-3), and from the 
Student Information Repository System (SIRS). 

THIS SCHOOL DISTRICT 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENDITURES 

SPECIAL EDUCATION 

INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENDITURES 

$30,902,999 $14,180,987 

PUPILS 

2,949 548 

EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL 

$10,479 

EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL 

$25,878 

SIMILAR DISTRICT GROUP 
AVERAGE NEED/RESOURCE CAPACITY 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENDITURES 

PUPILS 

SPECIAL EDUCATION 

INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENDITURES 

PUPILS 

EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL 
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ALL SCHOOL DISTRICTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENDITURES 

$31,780,970,752 

PUPILS 

2,659,777 

EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL 

$11,949 

SPECIAL EDUCATION 

INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENDITURES 

13,848,179,596 

PUPILS 

451,571 

EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL 

$30,667 

Instructional Expenditures for General Education are K-12 expenditures for classroom instruction (excluding Special Education) plus a proration of building level administrative and 

instructional support expenditures. These expenditures include amounts for instruction of students with disabilities ins general-education setting. District expenditures, such as 

transportation, debt service and district-wide administration are not included. 

The pupil count for General Education is K-12 average daily membership plus K-12 pupils for whom the district pays tuition to another school district. This number represents all 

pupils, including those classified as having disabilities and those not classified, excluding only students with disabilities placed out of district. Pupils resident in the district but 

attending a charter school are included. For districts in which a county jail is located, this number includes incarcerated youth to whom the district must provide an education 

program. 

Instructional Expenditures for Special Education are K-12 expenditures for students with disabilities (including summer special education expenditures) plus a proration of building-

level administrative and instructional support expenditures. District expenditures, such as transportation, debt service and district-wide administration are not included. 

The pupil count for Special Education is a count of K-12 students with disabilities for the school year plus students for whom the district receives tuition from another district plus 

students for whom the district pays tuition to another district. Students attending the State schools at Rome and Batavia, private placements and out-of-state placements are included. 

Instructional Expenditures Per Pupil is the simple arithmetic ratio of Instructional Expenditures to Pupils. The total cost of instruction for students with disabilities may include both 

general- and special-education expenditures. Special-education services provided in the general-education classroom may benefit students not classified as having disabilities. 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL 

THIS SCHOOL DISTRICT 

$20,855 

SIMILAR DISTRICT GROUP 

$21,471 

NY STATE 

$22,556 

Total Expenditures Per Pupil is the simple arithmetic ratio of Total Expenditures to Pupils. Total Expenditures include district expenditures for classroom instruction, as well as 

expenditures for transportation, debt service, community service and district-wide administration that are not included in the Instructional Expenditurevalues for General Education 

and Special Education. As such, the sum of General Education and Special Education Instructional Expenditures does not equal the Total Expenditures. 
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THIS SCHOOL 
DISTRICT 

80%0R MORE 

234 46.2% 

116 22.9% 

LESS THAN 40% 

125 24.7% 

SEPARATE SETTINGS 

28 5.5% 

OTHER SETTINGS 

NY STATE 

80%0R MORE 

58.2% 

40% - 79% 

11.7% 

LESS THAN 40% 

19.9% 

SEPARATE SETTINGS 

5.3% 

OTHER SETTINGS 

INFORMATION ABOUT STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES (2015- 16) 
Commissioner's Regulations require reporting students with disabilities by the percent of time they are in general education classrooms and the classification rate of students with 
disabilities. These data are to be compared with percentages for similar districts and all public schools. The required percentages for this district are reported below. 

STUDENT PLACEMENT (PERCENT OF TIME INSIDE REGULAR 
CLASSROOM) 

SIMILAR DISTRICT GROUP 
AVERAGE NEED/RESOURCE CAPACITY 

40% -79% 

LESS THAN 40% 

SEPARATE SETTINGS 

OTHER SETTINGS 

3 0.6% 5.1% 

The source data for the statistics in this table were reported through the Student Information Repository System (SIRS) and verified in Verification Report 5. The counts are numbers of 
students reported in the least restrictive environment categories for school-age programs (ages 6-21) on BEDS Day, which is the first Wednesday of the reporting year. The percentages 
represent the amount of time students with disabilities are in general-education classrooms, regardless of the amount and cost of special-education services they receive. Rounding of 
percentage values may cause them to sum to a number slightly different from 100%, 

SCHOOL-AGE STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES CLASSIFICATION RATE 
THIS SCHOOL DISTRICT 

17.6% 

SIMILAR DISTRICT GROUP 

13.1% 

NY STATE 

14.7% 
This rate is a ratio of the count of school-age students with disabilities (ages 4-21) to the total enrollment of all school-age students in the school district, including students who are 
parentally placed in nonpublic schools located in the school district The numerator includes all school-age students for whom a district has Committee on Special Education (CSE) 
responsibility to ensure the provision of special-education services. The denominator includes all school-age students who reside in the district. In the case of parentally placed 
students in nonpublic schools, it includes the number of students who attend the nonpublic schools located in the school district. Source data are drawn from the SIRS and from the 
Basic Education Data System (BEDS). 

Similar District Groups are identified according to the Need-to-Resource-Capacity Index, More information is available on our NRC capacity categories page. 

(0 COPYRIGHT NEWYORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, ALL RIGHTS RESERVED, 

THIS DOCUMENTWASCREATED ON: MAY 9, 2017, 3:23 PM EST 
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. AMERICAN INDIAN ORALASKA9ATI.VE , . , . . ... . . . . - 
BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN- - -. . .,. 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER 

WHITE  

, 
tEULLDAYI 

:15TGRADE 

2ND GRADE 

3RD GRADE 

4TH GRADE 

5TH GRADE 

6TFI GRADE 

UNGRADED ELEMENTARY 

7TH GRADE 

8111 GRADE 

9TH GRADE 

10TH GRADE 

11TH GRADE 

12TH GRADE 

UN GRAIDEOSECONDARY 

BEACON CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT - SCHOOL REPORT CARD DATA [2015- 161 

BEACON CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT ENROLLMENT (2015 - 16) 
K-12 ENROLLMENT 2,866 

ENROLLMENT BY GENDER 
MAI F EM/'1 F 

1.403 49% 1,463 51% 

ENROLLMENT BY ETHNICITY 
GROUP 101AI PERCINT 

1 0% 

515 18% 

812 28% 

77 3% 

1,308 46% 

153 5% 

OTHER GROUPS 
ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

aa 2% 515 ' 18% 1.458 51% 

ENROLLMENT BY GRADE 
GROUP TOTAL PERCENT 

131 5% 

209 7% 

237 8% 

199 7% 

211 7% 

216 8% 

214 7% 

229 8% 

5 0% 

220 8% 

229 8% 

233 8% 

208 7% 

198 7% 

243 8% 

15 1% 
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COMMON BRANCH 

GRADE Et ENGLISH 

GRADES MATHEMATICS 

GRADE 8 SCIENCE 

GRADES SOCIAL STUDIES 

GRADE 10 ENGLISH 

GRADE 1osogiALvryi:9, 

AVERAGE CLASS SIZE (2015 - 16) 
GROUP CLASS SIZE 

FREE AND REDUCED-PRICE LUNCH (2015 - 16) 
ELIGIBLE FOR FREE WNCH 1IG11311- I-01Z ;tEDJCI-D-PRICE I UN( fi 

22 

19 

17 

24 

21 

24 

19 

22 

21 

41W, 221 1325 

ATTENDANCE (2014- 15) 
ANNUAL ATTE NDANCE RATE 93% 

STUDENT SUSPENSIONS (2014- 15) 
175 6% 

TEACHER TURNOVER RATE (2014-15 TO 2015-16) 
TURNOVER RATE OF TEACHERS WITH FEWER THAN FIVE YEARS OF EXPERIENCE I URNOV1 It RAIL Oi- ALL If ACHFRS 

18% 9% 
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PRINCIPALS 

ASSISTANT PRINCIPALS 

OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF 

PARAPROFESSIONALS 

GROUP 

STAFF COUNTS (2015 - 16) 

TEACHER QUALIFICATIONS (2015 - 16) 

SlAr 

6 

4 

32 

111 

TEACHERS 

PERCENT WITH NO VALID TEACHING CERTIFICATE 

iFERCENT TEACHING OUT OF CERTIFICATE 

:PERCENT inntii FEWER THAN THREE YEARS OF EXPERIENCE' 

!PERCENTAGE WITH MASTERS C.EGREEPLUS 30 HOURSORDCiCTORATE 

TOTAL NUMEIEROF CORE CLASSES 

:PERCENT PiOT TALICATI3V-HIGNi.YOVALIFIE0 TIACHE RS IN'TH IS DISTRICT 

'TOTAL NUMBER OF CLASSES 

rRCENT TAUalT EY TEACHERS WITHOUT APPROPRIATE CERTIFICATION 
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HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETERS (2015 - 16) 
GROUP COMPUTERS (GRADUATES,  COMMENCEMENT CREDENTIALS) GRADUATES (REGENTS. LOCAL DIPLOMAS) REGENTS DIPLOMA 

ALL STUDENTS 227 225 203 90% 

GENERAL EDUCATION 191 191 1119 99% 

STUDENTSWITH DISABILITIES 36 34 14 41% 

GROUP REGENTS WITH ADVANCED DESIGNATION REGENTSWITH CTE ENDORSEMENT LOCAL DIPLOMAS COMM LN CEMENT CREDENTIALS 

ALL STUDENTS 34% 

GENERAL EDUCATION 40% 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 15% 20 59% 
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HIGH SCHOOL NON-COMPLETERS (2015- 16) 
GROUP DROPPED OUT ENTERED APPROVED HIGH SCHOOL EQUIVALENCY PREPA RATION TOTAL NONCOMPLETE RS 

PROGRAM 

ALL STUDENTS 27 3% 28 3% 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTSWITH DISABILITIES 10 6% 
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POST-GRADUATION PLANS OF COMPLETERS (2015- 16) 
GROUP TO FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE TO 1WO-YEAR COLLEGE TO OTHER POST-SECONDARY TO THE MILITARY 

ALL STUDENTS 85 37%, 91 40% 8 4% 

GENERAL EDUCATION 81 43% 76 40% 2% 

STUDENTSWITH DISABILITIES 3 8% 42% 11% 6% 

GROUP TO EMPLOYMENT TO ADUL i Ai:VICES TO OTHER KNOWN PLANS PLANS UNKNOWN 

ALL STUDENTS 10% 3 

GENERAL EDUCATION 8% 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 22% 4 11% 
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GRADE 3 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 
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, 
ALL STUDENTS 

42% 
35% 

• 5% 

46 

District: 
2016 

t Statewide: 
2016 

60 

45 

30 
t 27% 31% 

15 

0 
2 

MEAN SCORE: 312 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 

183 46% 35 19% 63 34% 

164 51% 22 13% 58 35% 

19 5% 13 68% 5 26% 

4 _% _ _ _ 

31 39% 8 26% 11 35% 

62 37% 17 27% 22 35% 

75 56% 7 9% 26 35% 

11 _% _ 

15 53% 3 20% 4 27% 

98 51% 19 19% 29 30% 

85 41% 16 19% 34 40% 

181 % _ 

2 _% _ 

91 38% 25 27% 31 34% 

92 54% 10 11% 32 35% 

183 46% 35 19% 63 34% 

3 

GROUP 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTS W ITH DISABILITIES 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC 

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN - 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALL GROUP TOTAL 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISHLANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAG ED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

3-4 

LEVEL 3 

76 

75 

1 

12 

22 

35 

7 

42 43% 

34 40% 
..... 

LEVEL 4 

9 5% 

9 5% 

0 0% 

8% 

_ 

33 36% 1 2 

43 47% 7 

76 42% 9 5% 

42% 

46% 

5% 

39% 

35% 

47% 

47% 



1 2 4 3.4 

60 

45 

30 

15 

0 

15% 

41% 

MIL24% 

35% 

NM District: 
2018 

Statewide: 
2016 

ALL STUDENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTSVVITH DISABILITIES . 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC... 
, 

BLACKORAFRICANAMERICAN - 

HISRANICOR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS „ 
-  

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

GRADE 4 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the prohciency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

MEAN SCORE: 310 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

  

 

LEVEL 4 

   

175 46% 44 25% 51 29% 40 23% 40 23% 

140 55% 18 13% 45 32% 38 27% 39 28% 

35 9% 26 74% 6 17% 2 6% 1 3% 

6 100% 0 0% 0 0% 5 I 83% 1 17% 

28 21% • 11 39% . 11 39% 5 18% 11 .4% 

53 30% 25 , 47% 12 23% 7 13% 9 17% 

77 60% 7 9% 24 31% 21 27% 25 32% 

11 55% 1 9% 4 36% 2 18% 4 36% 

102 51% 21 219' 29 28% 25 25% 27 26% 

73 38% 23 32% 22 30% 15 21% 13 18% 

172 

3 

81 31% 30 37% 26 32% 12 15% 13 16% 

94 59% 14 15% 25 27% 28 30% 27 29% 

175 46% 44 25% 51 29% 40 23% 40 23% 

8 of 49 



50.0 

37.5 

25.0 

12.5 

0.0 

ALL STUDEN TS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTS W1111 DISABILITIES 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC— 

RIACKOR AFRICANAMERICAN 

MULTIRACIAL 

FEMALE 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS " 

      

 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

 

      

      

GRADE 5 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

MI District: 
2016 
Statewide: 
2016 

MEAN SCORE: 308 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

  

 

LEVEL 4 

   

165 44% 41 25% 52 32% 37 22% 35 21% 

132 55% 18 14% 42 ' 32% 37 28% 35 27% 

33 0% 23 70% 10 30% 0 0% 0 0% 

8 63% 0 0% 3 38% 3 38% 2 25% 

24 25% 7 29% 11 46% 5 , 21% 1 4% 

57 33% 20 35% 18 32% 8 14% 11 19% 

66 59% 11 17% 16 24% 19 29% ! : 20 30% 

10 30% 3 30% 4 40% 2 20% 1 10% 

85 56% 10 12% 
. 

27 32% 
. 

20 24% 
. 

28 33% 

80 30% 31 39% 25 31% i 17 21% 7 9% 

161 

4 - 

89 29% 35 39% 28 31% 20 22% 6 7% 

76 61% 6 8% 24 32% 17 22% 29 38% 

165 44% 41 25% 52 32% 37 22% 35 21% 

! 

i 

1 1 
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31 

3-4 

40 

30 

20 

10 

0 

Eig Dialect: 
2016 

.1 Statewide: 
2016 

GROUP 

ALLSTU DENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

SIUDENTSWITH DISABILITIES 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC.„ 

BLACKOR AFRICAN AMERICAN 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

, • - 
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGP 

NOTECONOMICALLYDISADVANTAGE0 

MIGRANT 

NOT MIGRANT 

LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 

21% 

24% 

8% 

20% 3 60% 

19% o 

8% 4 

32% 7 

24% 7 11% 

12% 4 5% 

31% 10 14% 

- 

GRADE 6 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

MEAN SCORE: 295 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 

148 30% 50 34% 53 36% 31 

123 35% 33 27% 47 38% 29 

25 8% 17 68% 6 24% 2 

80% 1 20% 0 0% 1 

27 19% 12 44% 10 37% s 

39 18% 18 46% 14 36% 3 

66 42% 14 21% 24 36% .' 21 

11 9% s 45% 5 45% 1 

63 35% 14 22% 27 43% 15 

85 27% 36 42% 26 31% 16 

144  

- 
_ 

- 

78 17% 38 49% ; 27 35% 9 

70 46% 12 17% 26 37% 22 

1 _96 
• 

147 
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11111 

2016 

Statewide: 
2016 

40 

30 

20 

10 

3-4 

GRADE 7 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

MEAN SCORE: 303 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

  

 

LEVEL 4 

   

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 
, 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC„ 

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALLOROUP TOTAL 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGELEAR NER5 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVA N TAG ED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

129 40% 33 26% 44 34% 40 31% 12 9% 

106 48% 20 19% 35 33% 39 37% 12 11% 

23 4% 13 57% 9 39% 1 4% o 0% 

3 _%  

26 27% 11 42% B 31% 5 19% 2 8% 

34 35% 13 38% 9 26% 9 26% 3 9% 

63 44% 9 14% 26 41% 24 38% 4 6% 

3 _ 

6 83% 0 0% 1 17% 2 33% 3 50% 

71 51% 11 15% 24 34% 27 38% 9 13% 

58 28% 22 38% 20 34% 13 22% 3 5% 

128 

1 

57 32% 22 39% 17 30% 14 25% 4 7% 

72 47% 11 15% 27 38% 26 36% 8 11% 

129 40% 33 26% 44 34% 40 31% 12 9% 

ALL ST U DENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 
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50.0 

37.5 

25.0 

12.5 

0.0 

35% 

3-1 

IIII District: 
2016 
Statewide: 
2016 

14% 
-11111 11111 

3 4 

27%  

ALL STUDENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES . 
. . 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PAcIEIC„, - - 

BLACK OR AFRICANAMERICAN ' _ 
• - 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

SMALL GROUPTOTAL 

FEMALE 

MALE 
- -- 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS ; 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNEtIS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

GRADE 8 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

MEAN SCORE: 294 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

 

LEVEL 4 

   

81 28% 25 

64 34% 12 

17 6% 13 

1 

24 8% 11 

20 25% 7 

32 44% 4 

4 .._% _ 

5 40% 3 

42 33% 9 

39 23% 16 

78 

3 

32 13% 15 

49 39% 10 

81 28% 25 

31% 33 41% 12 15% 11 

19% 30 47% 11 17% 11 

76% 3 18% 1 6% o 

46% 11 46% o 0% 2 

35% 8 40% 5 25% 0 

13% 14 44% . 6 19% 8 

_ 

60% 0 0% 1 20% 1 

21% 19 45% 7 17% 7 

41% 14 36% 5 13% = 4 

13 41% 2 6% 2 6% 

20 41% 10 20% 9 18% 

33 41% 12 15% 11 14% 

14% 

17% 

o% 

8% 

0% 

25% 

20% 

17% 

10% 

47% 

20% 

= 31% 
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ALL.STUDENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTS W ITH DISABILITIES 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHERPACIFIC... 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALLGROUP TOTAL 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISH IANGLIAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOTECONOMICALLYDISADVANTAGEO 

NOT MIGRANT 

GRADE 3 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

111111 Distroct 
2016 

-! Statewide: 
2016 

MEAN SCORE: 310 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

 

LEVEL 4 

   

60 

45 

30 

15 

0 

_. 
177 4996 35 20% . 55 31% 53 30% 34 19% 

158 55% 24 
1 

• , 15% 47 3096 53 346 34 22% 

19 0% 11 i 58% : 8 42% o 0% o% 

4 _96 _ _ 

31 29% 8 26% 14 45% 6 19% 3 10% 

61 41% 16 26% 20 33% 18 30% 7 11% 

71 61% 9 13% 19 27% 25 35% 18 25% 

10 _% _ _ _ 

14 71% 2 14% 2 14% 4 29% 6 43% 

95 52% 21 22% 25 26% 31 33% 18 19% 

82 46% 14 17% 30 37% 22 27% 16 20% 

175 _% _ _ _ _ _ _  

2 _% _ _ _ _ _ 

89 39% 25 28% 29 33% 24 27% 11 12% 

88 59% 10 11% 26 30% 29 33% 23 26% 

177 49% 35 20% 55 31% 53 30% 34 19% 
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NOTECONOMICALLYDISA0VAtiTAGED. _ 

NOTMIGRANT 

56% 

47% 

48% 

29% 

63% 

47% 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 

BLACKORAFRICANAMERICAN • 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGELEARNERS-

ECONOMICALLY1315ADVANTAGEP— LT, 

61% 13 16% 18 

0 0% 4 

25 24% 30 

22 30% 16 

33 40% 25 

14 15% 21 

47 27% 46 

26% 

27% 46 

0 

0 

4 

11 

23% 

44% 

28 

3 

35% 

33% 

29% 28 27% 

22% : 18 25% 

30% 14 17% 

22% 32 S 34% 

26% 46 26% 

100% 

4% 

7 13% 

21 26% 

2 22% 

20 19% 

17 23% 

10 12% 

27 29% 

37 21% 

176 

139 

37 

6 

28 

53 

80 

9 

103 

73 

172 

4 

82 

94 

176 

100% 

18% 

34% 

GROUP 

ALL STUDENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/0,THWAcIFIC..!  

GRADE 4 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

60 

45 

30 

15 

0 

   

Ell District: 
2016 

I Statewide: 
2016 

 

25 

  

    

    

MEAN SCORE: 304 
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MEAN SCORE: 308 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

. . : 
152 45% 41 27% 43 28% 41 27% 

119 56% 17 14% 35 29% 41 34% 

33 3% 24 73% 8 24% 0 0% 

8 63% 1 13% 2 25% 4 50% 

21 24% 7 33% 9 43% 3 14% 

54 31% 18 33% 19 35% 12 22% 

62 63% 12 19% 11 18% 20 32% 

7 29% 3 43% 2 29% 2 29% 

78 47% 17 22% 24 31% 22 28% 

74 42% 24 32% 19 26% 19 26% 

148 _% _ _ _ _ 

4 _% _ _ _ _ 

77 29% 32 42% 23 30% 15 19% 

75 61% 9 12% 20 27% 26 35% 

152 45% 41 27% 43 28% 41 27% 

GROUP 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC.. 

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

FEMALE 

NON.ENGLI 5H LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAG LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

LEVEL 4 

7 

20 27% 

27 

26 

27 

5 

19 

0 

15 

12 16% 

... 

1 

1 

18% 

9% 

GRADE 5 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

DisIncl: 
2016 

Statewide: 
2016 

60 

45 

30 

15 

0 
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50.0 

37.5 

25.0 

12.5 

0.0 

34% • 

District: 

2016 

Statewide: 
2016 III  28% 

22% E 11111 : 

3-4 

40% 

LEVEL 4 GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

FEMALE 

MIGRANT 

NOT MIGRANT 

GRADE 6 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

MEAN SCORE: 296 

130 26% ao 31% 56 43% 18 14% 16 12% 

107 32% 27 25% 46 43% 18 17% 16 15% 

23 0% 13 57% 10 43% 0 0% 0 0% 

5 60% 1 20% 1 20% 1 20% 2 40% 

21 14% 11 52% 7 33% 2 10% 1 5% 

33 15% 13 39% 15 45% 4 12% 1 3% 

62 34% 12 19% 29 47% 9 15% 12 19% 

9 22% 3 33% 4 44% 2 22% 0 0% 

58 24% 17 29% 27 47% 8 14% 6 10% 

72 28% 23 32% 29 40% 10 14% 10 14% 

126 _% 

4 

67 13% 30 45% 28 42% 5 7% 4 6% 

63 40% 10 16% 28 44% 13 21% 12 19% 

1 

129 
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ALL STUDENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES , 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAINUOTHER 

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN 

MALE 

NON-ENGUSH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS . 

ECONOMICALLY DisApvA*A9cp 
-  

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED - _ 

SYSTEM



40 

30 

20 

10 

ALL STUDENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES, 

ASIAN Oft NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC— 

BLACKOR AFRICAN AMERICAN 

29 24% 45 38% 33 28% 12 

17 17% 37 38% 32 33% 12 

12 57% 8 38% 1 5% 

11 44% 10 40% 4 16% 0 

9 31% 12 41% 4 14% 4 

9 15% 21 36% 23 39% 6 

16 24% 24 36% 22 33% 5 7% 

13 25% 21 40% 11 21% 7 13% 

18 36% 18 36% 12 24% 2 4% 

11 16% 27 39% 21 30% 10 14% 

29 24% 45 38% 33 28% 12 10% 

38% 

45% 

5% 

16% 

28% 

49% 

10% 

12% 

0% 

0% 

14% 

10% 

67% 0% 2 

40% 

35% 

28% 

45% 

38% 

119 

98 

21 

3 

25 

29 

59 

3 

6 

67 

52 

118 

ENGLISHIANGUAGE.LEARNE 1 

- ECONOMICALLY DISADVATAGED 50 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED'',  69 

NOT MIGRANT 119 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALLGROUP TOTAL 

FEMALE - 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS. - - 
- 

GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

Mean scores and data in the table for grade 7 math include only those for grade 7 students who took the Grade 7 New York State Testing Program Assessment (NYSTP) in Mathematics. 

For 2015 and forward, data in the bar charts include those for grade 7 students who took the Grade 7 NYSTP in Mathematics and grade 7 students who took a Regents math test in lieu 

of the NYSTP. For 2014 and earlier, data in the bar charts Include only those for grade 7 students who took the Grade 7 NYSTP. 

MI District: 

2016 

Statewide: 
2016 

MEAN SCORE: 308 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

 

LEVEL 4 
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GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICA N 

HI SPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALLGROUP TOTAL 

FEMALE 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

_ _ 
NOT EcONOMICALLYOISADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

GRADE 8 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

Mean scores and data in the table for grade 8 math include only those for grade 8 students who took the Grade 8 New York State Testing Program Assessment (NYSTP) in Mathematics. 

For 2015 and forward, data in the bar charts include those for grade 8 students who took the Grade 8 NYSTP in Mathematics and grade 8 students who took a Regents math test in lieu 

of the NYSTP. For 2014 and earlier, data in the bar charts include only those for grade 8 students who took the Grade 8 NYSTP. 

MN District: 
2016 

Statewide: 
2016 

MEAN SCORE: 285 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

 

LEVEL 4 

  

80 

60 

40 

20 

0 

56 16% 22 39% 2$ 45% 9 16% 0% 
. . . 

41 20% 11. 27% 22 54% 8 20% 0 0% 

15 7% 11 73% ! 3 20% 7% 0 

17 

18 0% 10 56% 8 44% 0 0% 0 0% 

18 39% 4 22% 7 39% 39% 0 0% 

3 

20 10% 8 40% 10 50% 2 10% 0 0% 

28 14% 9 32% 15 54% 4 14% 0 0% 

28 18% 13 46% 10 36% 5 18% 0 0% 

53 

3 
- 

31 19% 12 39% 13 42% 6 19% 0 0% 

25 12% 10 40% 12 48% 3 12% 0 0% 

56 16% 22 39% 25 45% 9 16% 0 0% 

GRADE 8 STUDENTS TAKING A REGENTS MATH TEST 

Accelerated grade 8 students who took a Regents math test in lieu of the Grade 8 NYSTP in Mathematics. 

3 & ABOVE TOTAL TESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 4 &ABOVE 

ALL STUDENTS ' 62 0 0% 26% 46 74% 62 100% 
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100 

75 

50 

25 
0% 3% 

61 

8% " 0% 

.1. 1. 

Distnct: 
89% 2016 

I Statewide: 
2016 52% 

210 

164 

46 

6 

30 

60 

101 

13 

118 

92 

206 

4 

99 

111 

210 

16 8% 65 31% 129 61% 

3 2% ao 24% 121 74% 

13 . 28% 25 54% a 17% 

0 0% 0 0% 6 100% 

5 17% 15 : 50% 10 33% 

8 13% 26 43% 26 43% 

3 3% 22 22% 76 75% 

0 0% 2 15% 11 85% 

a 7% 33 28% 77 65% 

8 9% 32 35% 52 57% 

_ 

12 12% 40 40% 47 47% 

4 4% 25 23% 82 74% 

16 8% 65 31% 129 61% 

ALL STUDENTS 

GENE RAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTSWITH DISABILITIES 

ASIAN OR NATI VE H AWA I IA N/OTHER 

BLACKORAFRICANAMERICAN 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISH LA NGUAGELEAENERS - 

ENGLISH LANGUAGELEARNER.E.  

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOTECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

88% 

96% 0% 

92% 0 0% 

0% ; 

0% 

0% 

0% 

O 0% 

O o% 

O 0% 

O 0% 

O 0% 

0% 

92% 

98% 

72% 

100% 

83% 

.
87% 

97% 

100% 

93% 

91% 

-94 

_96 

GRADE 4 SCIENCE 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

2 4 3-4 

MEAN SCORE: 85 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

 

LEVEL 4 
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District: 
2016 

I Statewide: 
2016 

imiLf  

3-4 

80 

60 

40 

20 

_11111113111. 

ALLSTUDENT5 

GENERAL E DUCKY-10N 

STUDENTS WITH DISASILITIES 

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALL GROUP TOTAL 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANIAG E 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGE() 

NOT MIGRANT 

GRADE 8 SCIENCE 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

Data in the bar charts include those for grade 8 students who took the New York State Grade 8 Science Test and grade 8 students who took a Regents science test in lieu of this test. 
Mean scores and data in the table for grade 8 science include only those for grade 8 students who took the New York State Grade 8 Science Test. 

MEAN SCORE: 62 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

 

LEVEL 4 

  

50 44% 12 24% 16 32% 16 32% 6 12% 

35 57% 4 11% 11 31% 14 40% 6 17% 

15 13% 5 53% 5 33% 2 13% I o o% 

12 

18 33% 6 33% 6 33% 5 28% 1 6% 

17 65% 3 18% 3 18% 7 41% 4 24% 

3 

15 33% 3 20% 7 47% 4 27% 1 7% 

24 42% 7 29% 7 29% 7 29% 3 13% 

26 46% 5 19% 9 35% 9 35% 3 12% 

48 

2 _ 

27 41% 9 33% 7 26% 7 26% 4 15% 

23 48% 3 13% 9 39% 9 39% 2 9% 

50 44% 12 24% 16 32% 16 32% 6 12% 

GRADE 8 STUDENTS TAKING A REGENTS SCIENCE TEST 

Accelerated grade 8 students who take a Regents science test in lieu of the New York State Grade 8 Science Test. 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

 

LEVEL 4 

   

ALL STUDENTS 58 100% 0 0% 0 0% 12 21% 46 79% 
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1 

GRADE 

GRADE 

RECENTLY ARRIVED ELL STUDENTS (2015 - 16) 
RECENTLY ARRIVED ELL STUDENTSTAKING NYSESLAT IN LIEU OF NYSTP 

RECENTLY ARRIVED ELL STUDENTS NOT TAKING NYSESLAT IN U EU OF NYSTP 

1 

2 
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GROUP BELOW BASIC 

A LL STU DE NTS -32% 

AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASK,. '96 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN.. 20% 

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICA,. 48% 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 44% 

WHITE 20% 

MULTIRACIAL 

5T1./ DENTS WITH DISABILITIES 70% 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNER.. 74% 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANIT.., 43% 

GRADE: 4 
READING 

22% 7% 1% 98 

21% 4% 1% 88 

36% 18% 3% 

       

PARTICIPATION RATE BASIC 

  

PROFICIENT ADVANCED 

 

       

READING 

GROUP BELOW BASIC BASIC PROFICIENT 

A LLSTU DENTS 27% 40% 29% 

AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASK. '96 '96 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN., 19% 39% 34% 

OLACKOR AFR ICAN AMERICA.. 42% 41% 16% 

HISPANIC OR LATINO . 
_ 

35% 43% 20% 

WHITE 18% 39% 38% 

MULTIRACIAL .14 '96 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 59% 33% 8% 

ENGUSH LANGUAGE LEARNER., 78% 19% 3% 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANT.. 36% 42% 21%
. 
 

  

PARTICIPATION RATE ADVANCED 

 

  

'36 

98 

89 

1% 

STATEWIDE RESULTS ON THE NATIONAL ASSESSMENT OF EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS: NAEP (2014- 15) 

MATHEMATICS 

GROUP BELOW BASIC BASIC PROFICIENT ADVANCED PARTICIPATION RATE 

A LLSTUDENTS 21% 

'96 

44% 

1.% 

5% 

0% AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASK..,' 

ASIAN OR NATI VE HAWAIIAN.. 12% 31% 42% 15% 

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICA.. 40% 46% 13% 1% 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 28% 51% 20% 1% 

WHITE 12% 41% 40% 7% 

MULTIRACIAL .96 -94 •96 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 49% 39% 10% 2% 98 

ENGLISH LA NGLIAGE LEARNER. 56% 35% 9% - '96 91 

ECO NOM I CA LLY DISADVANT4 29% 48% 21% 2% 

GRADE: 8 

MATHEMATICS 

PARTICIPATION RATE GROUP BELOW BASIC BASIC PROFICIENT ADVANCED 

ALL STUDENTS 31% 38% 24% 7% 

AMERICAN INDIAN_QRA05..lici •% •% •% 
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18% 30% 33% 19% ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN.,. 

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICA... 48% 37% 13% 2% 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 41% 40% 16% 3% 

WHITE 20% 40% 31% 9% 

NrULTIRACIAL. 0% 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 64% 27% 8% 1% 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNER.. 72% 6% 1% 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANT... 40% 17% 4% 

23 of 49 



 

ALL STUDEN T.5 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

 

STUDENTSWITH pima I LI TIES 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC... ' 

BLACK011 AFRICANAMERICAN  

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEAfiNO4s.e , 

ECONOMICALLY. 0.18PVANTAGER 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADI.'1ANTP,,cgC,  

NOT MIGRANT 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALL CROUP ToM _ . 

TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL ENGLISH LANGUAGE 
ARTS AFTER FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION 

100 

75 

50 

25 

0 

 

MEI District: 
2012 
Cohort 

Stalowide: 

2012 
Cohort 

  

GROUP LEVEL 4 TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

3 

110 79% 

135 93% 

245 87% 

245 

204 

41 

3 

64 

60 

108 

10 

13 

122 

123 

242  

95% 

46% 

78% 

12 5% 133 54% 80 33% 

3 I% 1.14 56% 80 39% 

9 22% 19 46% 0 0% 

5 8% 37 58% 13 20% 

1% 5 5% 51 45% 
, 

- 
_ 

0% 0 0% 4 31% 7 54% 

2% 4 3% 65 53% 43 35% 

1% 8 7% 68 55% 37 30% 

- 

3 3% 10 9% 63 579 24 22% 

0 0% 2 1% 70 52% 56 41% 

3 1% 12 5% 133 54% 80 33% 

87% 3 

1 

2 

2 

87% 0 

93% 

85% 0 

89% 2 

85% 1 

1% 

0% 

5% 

3% 

0% 2 3% 41 
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111111 District: 
2012 
Cohort 

I Statewide: 
2012 
Cohort 

t 

27% 

34 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

86% 

97% 

34% 

_% 

78% 

80% 

94% 

245 

204 

41 

3 

64 

60 

108 

10 

GROUP LEVEL 4 

ALL STUDENTS 

,GENERAL EDUCATION 

STIJDENTS W ITH DISABILITIES 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTH ER pAcinc';';',  

BLACKOR AFRICAN AMERICAN 

HISPANICOR LATINO 

WHITE 

5MA LLG RO LIP TO TA I. 

FEMALE 

,MALE 

NON-ENGLISH LANGLIAGE LEARNERS , „ 
ENGLISH LANGukagtviAt4ERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISA DVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

13 92% 

122 89% 

123 84% 

242  

3 _% 

110 77% 

135 93% 

245 86% 

5 2% 

2 1% 

3 7% 

5 5% 

o 0% 

5 2% 

19 8% 166 68% 45 18% 

4 2% 152 75% 45 22% 

15 37% 14 34% 0 0% 

7 11% 43 67% 7 11% 

7 12% 43 72% 5 8% 

5 5% ' 70 65% 31 29% 

0 0% 10 77% 2 15% 

7 6% 86 70% 22 18% 

12 1096 80 65% 23 19% 

- 7 

15 14% 78 71% I . 7 6% 
I ! 

4 3% 88 : 65% 
11  

38 28% 

19 8% 166 68% I i 45 18% 

TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL MATHEMATICS AFTER 
FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION 

1011 

75 

50 

25 
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LEVEL 4 GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

5 

44% 
34% 

• 78% 

100 

75 

50 

25 

0•• 

TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL GLOBAL HISTORY AND 
GEOGRAPHY AFTER FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION 

2012 

Gohon 

Statewide: 

2012 

Cohort 

3-4 
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245 82% 13 5% 18 

204 91% 5 2% 9 

41 37% 8 20% 9 

3 

64 72% 6 9% 7 

60 80% 3 5% 5 

108 89% 4 4% 5 

10 

13 77% 0 0% 1 

122 84% 8 7% 5 

123 80% 5 4% 13 

242 

3 _% 

110 72% 10 9% 14 

135 90% 3 2% 4 

245 82% 13 5% 18 

5% 50 46% 46 43% 

8% 

4% 

1 

68 

11% 57 

125 51% 75 31% 

110 54% 75 37% 

15 37% 0 0% 

36 56% 10 16% 

38 63% 10 17% 

13% 56 

8% 9 

56% 34 

46% 41 

51% 23 

69% 

28% 

33% 

21% 

7% 125 51% 75 31% 

69 3% 51% 52 39% 

7% 

4% 

22% 

11% 

8% 

1 'al 

BLACKOR AFRICAN AMERICAN 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 



STUDENTS WITH DISABRIT1ES _ - 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/QTHERMRC/E1 

BLACKOR AFRICAN AMERICAN? 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALLGROOP TOTAL 

FEMALE - 

NON.ENGLI5I1 LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGIJ,AGE LEARNERS 
1 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED , _ 

NOT ECO NOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT MI GRANT 

TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL U.S. HISTORY AND 
GOVERNMENT AFTER FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION 

gag t),st,cl. 

2012 
Cohort 

Stalowide.  
2012 
Cohort 

100 

75 

Sc) 

0 

LEVEL 4 TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

245 86% 5 2% 13 5% 111 45% 100 41% 

204 93% 1 0% 9 4% 90 44% 99 49% 

41 54% 4 10% 4 10% 21 51% 1 2% 

3 

64 81% 1 2% 6% 34 53% 18 28% 

60 82% 2 3% 3 5% 33 55% 16 27% 

108 93% 2 2% 5 5% 42 39% 58 54% 

10 

13 77% 0 0% 1 8% 2 15% 8 62% 

122 86% 4 3% 6 5% 58 48% 47 39% 

123 86% 1 1% 7 6% 53 43% 53 43% 

242 

3 y, 

110 79% 4 4% 10 9% 59 54% 28 25% 

135 92% 1 1% 3 2% 52 39% 72 53% 

245 86% 5 2% 13 5% 111 45% 100 41% 
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100 

75 

50 

25 

0 

84% 

2% 

3-4 

86^o 
In District: 

2012 
Cohort 

I Statewide: 
2012 
Cohort 7% 

NIMIINNEIL I  
2 

45% 38% I 

3 4 

TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL SCIENCE AFTER FOUR 
YEARS OF INSTRUCTION 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT 

245 86% 6 

204 95% 1 

41 41% 5 

3 _% 

64 81% 2 

60 80% 3 

108 94% 1 

10 

13 77% o 

122 89% 2 

123 83% 4 

242 

3 

110 79% 6 

135 92% o 

245 86% 6 
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LEVEL 4 LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

72 2% 16 7% 139 57% 29% 

34% 

5% 

0% 6 3% 124 61% 

12% 10 24% 15 

3% 5 8% 41 64% 11 17% 

5% 6 10% 36 20% 

1% 4 , 4% 58 40% 

- 
_ 

6 5% 76 33 27% 

10 8% 63 39 32% 

37% 

43 

8% 4 6 46% 31% 

62% 

51% 

. .-. 

5% ‘ 11 10% : 67 

osc 5 4% 72 

2% 16 7% 139 

61% 20 

53% 52 

72 57% 

18% 

39% 

29% 

GROUP 

ALL STUDENTS 

GENERA,LEDUCATIOttr 
- 

sTupEruswiMPIWILLIE 

AS1ANORNAT1VEI4AWAUfqTRRpACJFICL- 

SMALL,GHOURTOTAL:!;: 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOL: ICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 



ALL STUDENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTS WITH DISA8ILITIE5 

BLACK OR AFRICANAMERICAN 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALL GROUP TOTAL 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON.ENGLI S4 LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT EGO NO M ICA ILY DISADVA NTAG SO 

NOT MIGRANT 

LEVEL 4 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 5 

15 1 
12 28% 11 26% i 

• i 
18 20% 21 23% ' i 46 

1 14% 0 0% 

15 15% 19 19% 

29 33% 20 
V 

23% 

TOTAL TESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 

185 9 5% 11 6% 

157 5 3% 5 3% 

28 4 14% 6 21% 

5 0 0% 0 

38 3 8% 3 

43 3 7% 2 5% 

92 V 2 2% 5 5% 

7 1 14% 1 14% 

98 6 6% 5 5% 

87 3 3% 6 7% 

182 _ 

3 
7 

77 9 12% 6 8% 

108 0 0% 5 5% 

185 9 5% 11 6% 

_ _ 

20 26% 18 

24 22% 21 

44 24% 39 21% 

22% 32 20% 
. _ 

9 32% 7 25% !! 

1 20% 0 0% 

12 32% 7 18% 

44% 

51% 

7% 

80% 

34% 

35% 

50% 

4 57% 

53 54% 

29 33% 

24 V  31% 

58 54% 

82 44% 

GROUP 

_ 
STUDENTS WITH OISAEI 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HA-4114110filEE'RAOEIG.,, '  

BLACKOR AFRICAN A1404AN-;:-.7,...; - . 

NoN,ENoLisNi.A61 

EcoNOMICA1W0150-Vh 

- NoTECONONI1Co!ll. . . _ , , 

NOT MIGRANT r - - 

Regents Examination Results (2015 - 16) 

COMPREHENSIVE ENGLISH 

REGENTS COMPREHENSIVE ENGLISH 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED 55 65 85 

40 36 90% 25 63% 0 0% 

20 18 90% 15 75% 0 0% 

20 18 90% 10 50% 0 0% 

12 

13 13 100% 9 69% 0 0% 

13 11 85% 7 54% o% 

2 

14 12 86% 9 64% 0 0% 

13 10 77% 7 54% 0 0% 

27 26 96% 18 67% 0 0% 

37 

3 

19 15 79% 7 37% 0 0% 

21 21 100% 18 86% 0 0% 

40 36 90% 25 63% 0 0% 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS (COMMON CORE) 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS (COMMON CORE) 
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ALLSTUDENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTS W ITH DIEA8JLITIES 

BLACK OR AF RI CAN AM ERICAN 

HISPANICOR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALL GROU P TOTAL 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISH LA NOLIAGELEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

85 GROUP 

5 

12 

4 

6 

0 

" 0 

O 0% 

O 0% 

0% 

0% 

O 0% 

O 0% 

O 0% 

O 0% 

O 0% 

ALI-STUDENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION;,-.7,.., 

STUDENTS W ITH DI$ ,00s' , 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWARAN/OTHEIpActot.., 

8LACKOR AFRICAN AMERICAN 

HISPANIC OR LATINO  

WHITE 

SMALL GRO U P TOTAL 

FEMALE 

MA LE 

NON-ENGLISH LAN GUAGE LEA EINEM' 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONO M I CALLY D1SAOVANTAG ED 

NOTMEGRANT • 

23 

22 

5 4 

11 9 

12 12 

23 21 

9 8 

14 13 

23 21 

83% 4 67% 

80% 2 40% 

82% 4 36% 

100% 7 58% 

91% 11 48% 

89% 3 33% 

93% a 57% 

91% 11 48% 

12 100% 5 42% 

21 11 91% 

TOTAL TESTED 55 65 

INTEGRATED ALGEBRA 

REGENTS INTEGRATED ALGEBRA 

GROUP 

NOT MIG RANT 

TOTAL TESTED 55 65 85 

14 8 57% 4 29% 0% 

6 5 83% 4 67% 0% 

3 38% 0% 0% 

4 

7 5 71% 3 43% 0 0% 

2 

7 3 43% 1 14% 0 0% 

6 3 50% 1 17% 0 0% 

8 5 63% 3 38% 0 0% 

12 

2 

9 5 56% 2 22% 0 0% 

5 3 60% 2 40% 0 0% 

14 8 57% 4 29% 0 0% 

GEOMETRY 

REGENTS GEOMETRY 
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GROUP 

GE NERAL EDVC4104.  

STUDENTS WITH Of5AFALITj 

ASIAN OR NATIV " 

BLACK OR AFRICA 

HISPANIcoRLATIO-

WHITEE, 

MULTIRACIAL . . 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLYDISADIF4 TAGEP  

NOT EcoNomom.y.OT 

NOT MIGRANT 

85 

14 10% 

5 

14 

4 

10 

10% 

7% 

12% 

14 10% 

65 24% 32 12% 

61 27% 32 14% 

4 9% 096 

46% 

49% 

33% 

48% 

55% 

41% 

36% 

. 46% 

47% 

46% 

50% 

54% 

40% 

9 14% 3 

10 13% 9 

41 34% 19 

5 45% 1 1 

29 23% 19 

36 
. 25% 

. 
13 

65 25% 32 
- 

0 0% 0 

; 14 11% 9 

51 35% 23 

46% 65 24% I !. 32 12% 

ALL STUDENTS 

GENERAL EDUCP 

-5TuDENTswiT401§01,-  104.1.414-*,;. 

AMER ICAN INDIAN OR ALMA NATIVE 

BLACK OR A ERICANAMERICA N 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGELEARNRS  

ENGLISH IANCVAGE:LEM,NE8,4,_ 

ECONOMICA LLY6I4ADYANTil:1GEOL'' 

NOT ECONOM ICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

ALGEBRA 2/TRIGONOMETRY 

REGENTS ALGEBRA 2/TRIGONOMETRY 

TOTAL TESTED 55 65 

137 84 61% 59 43% 

135 

2 

5 3 60% 3 60% 

39 24 62% 17 44% 

26 13 50% 9 35% 

61 38 62% 25 41% 

6 6 100% 5 83% 

79 49 62% 36 46% 

58 35 60% 23 40% 

137 84 61% 59 43% 

55 31 
. 

56% 19 35% 

82 53 65% 40 49% 

137 84 61% 59 43% 

ALGEBRA I (COMMON CORE) 

ALGEBRA I (COMMON CORE) 

LEVEL 5 TOTAL TESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACING- 

271 24 9% 24 9% 126 

226 7 3% 15 7% 111 

45 17 38% 9 20% 15 

1 

3 

63 8 13% 13 21% 30 

76 7 9% 8 11% 42 

121 9 7% 2 2% 50 

7 

11 0 0% 1 9% 4 

127 9 7% 11 9% 59 

144 15 10% 13 9% 67 
. 

265 22 8% 23 9% 123 

6 2 33% 1 17% 3 

126 16 13% 19 15% 68 

145 8 6% 5 3% 58 

271 24 9% 
.
24 9% 126 
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TOTAL TESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 

116 10 9% 20 17% 64 55% 14 12% 
115 

2 
22 3 14% 5 23% 11 50% 2 9% 
25 3 12% 7 28% 11 44% 2 8% 
62 4 6% 8 13% 37 60% 9 15% 

7 0 0% 0 0% 5 71% 1 14% 
68 6 9% 7 10% 42 62% 7 10% 
48 4 8% 13 27% 22 46% 7 15% 

116 10 9% 20 17% 64 55% 14 12% 
37 6 16% 7 19% 18 49% 4 11% 
79 4 5% 13 16% 46 58% 10 13% 

116 10 9% 20 17% 64 55% 14 12% 

LEVEL 5 

8 7% 

1 5% 
2 8% 
4 6% 

1 14% 
6 9% 
2 4% 
a 7% 
2 5% 
6 8% 
8 7% 

GROUP 

STUDENTS WITH DISAITIOE 

ASIAN OR NATIVEHAWARANVHER 

EILACKOR AFRICANAMERKM. 

NON-ENGLISH IANGUADE LEA RNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTADED 

NOT ECO NOMICA LEY DI,SADVANTAG ED 

NOTMIGRANT 
-'2mf ,124,  

GROUP 

ALL ST U DEN TS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTS WITH DISAOILITIES - 
----- 

ASIAN OR NATI VI HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC- 

BLACK OR AFRI CAN AMERICAN 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 
- 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALLGROUP TOTAL- 

FEMALE 

MALE 

NON-ENDLISH LANDUA ,ELEARNERS " 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NQTECONOMI,C64y COADVANTAGED_ 

NOTMIGRANT- •  

LEVEL 5 

4 4% 

GEOMETRY (COMMON CORE) 

GEOMETRY (COMMON CORE) 

ALGEBRA II (COMMON CORE) 

ALGEBRA II (COMMON CORE) 

TOTAL TESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL4 

109 18 17% 22 20% 54 50% 11 10% 
107 

2 
3 _. - 

32 9 28% 7 22% 12 38% 3 9% 
18 3 17% 4 22% 10 56% 1 6% 
50 6 12% 11 22% 26 52% 5 10% 

9 0 0% o 0% 6 67% 2 22% 
63 11 17% 13 21% 31 49% 7 11% 
46 7 15% 9 20% 23 50% 4 9% 

109 18 17% 22 20% 54 50% 11 10% 
43 9 21% 9 21% 21 49% 2 5% 
66 9 14% 13 20% 33 50% 9 14% 

109 18 17% 22 20% 54 50% 11 . . 10%.  

1 3% 
0 0% 
2 4% 

1 11% 
1 2% 
3 7% 
4 4% 
2 5% 
2 3% 

4% 
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TOTAL TESTED 55 65 

225 
.
270 

55 

59 

98 

73 

73 

105 

GROUP 85 

83% 176 65% 67 

92% 163 77% 67 

53% 13 23% 0 

75% 40 55% 11 

81% 41 56% 11. 

93% 85 81% ao 

69% 7 54% 3 

67% 3 50% 2 

81% 87 63% 38 

85% 89 68% 29 22% 

NON -ENGLISHIANG.UA§EgARN„PRS,  

ENGLISH LANGUAGELiARNORe 

ECONOM / CA LLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

266 

4 

143 108 19 13% . 

127 117 48 38% 

270 225 83% 176 65% 67 25% 

ALL STUDENTS 

G ENER A L EDUCATI ON 

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES " 

AMERICAN INDIAN ORALA,510 NATIVE 

ASIAN 08N AT I V E HAWA IIAN/OT HER PACIFIC 

8LACK0RAFRICAN AMERICAN 

HISPANIC 0 R LATINO 

WHITE 

213 195 

57 30 

1 

13 9 

6 4 

139 113 

25% 

31% 

0% 

15% 

15% 

38% 
.,. 

MULTIRACIAL ..- 

51vIALLGROUP TOTAL. 

FEMALE 

REGENTS U.S. HISTORY St GOVERNMENT 

GROUP 

ASIAN OR NATIVE NA illER 

BLAC K OR A F.RICAN • 

HISPANIC OR LATIN - 

NON-ENGLI5141.ANGUA 

ENGLISANdV  

ECONOMICALLY 01 

NOT ECONOMICALLYESI§A6VANTAOED 

196 

169 

27 63% 

5 100% 

51 45 88% 

55 44 80% 

102 94 92% 

8 8 t00% 

117 102 87% 

104 94 90% 

217 

4 

102 

119 

221 

TOTAL TESTED 55 65 85 

221 

178 

43 

5 

49% 

56% 

73% 38 37% 

87% 70 59% 

80% ! 108 49% 
_ . . .... 

89% 177 80% 108 

87% 100 

84 82% 74 

112 94% 103 

196 89% 177 

50% 

21
. 

38% 

57 56% 

4 

58 

50 

22 51% 

5 100% 

41 80% 

38 69% 

87 85% 

6 75% 

91 78%
, 
 

86 83% 

GLOBAL HISTORY AND GEOGRAPHY 

REGENTS GLOBAL HISTORY AND GEOGRAPHY 

U.S. HISTORY & GOVERNMENT 
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ASIAN .  

814CKOW  

HisPANit.oRLATI 

WHITE 

1.3% 

27% 

46% 

29% 
.. .. 

29% 

32% 

32% 

0% 

18% 

45% 

31% 

170 

157 

13 

1 

4 — _ 

33 27 82% 23 

44 39 89% 28 

83 80 96% 75 

5 4 80% 2 

5 4 80% 4 

154 91% 132 

84 78 93% 68 81% 

86 76 88% 64 74% 
. .. 

169 

73 61 84% 44 

97 93 -96% 88 

170 154 91% 132 

93% 126 

78% 

GENERAL ED,UCA-TiO 

sr1DERTs1091 

AMERICANIINDI . , 

ASIAN OR NATIV a , 

BLACK OR AFRICAN- 

WHITE 

MULTIRACIAL, __..- 

5MALLCROUP TOTALI „ 

NowENouski  

146 

8 

LIVING ENVIRONMENT 

REGENTS LIVING ENVIRONMENT 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED 55 65 85 

    

282 252 89% 218 77% 87 

197 191 97% 176 89% 80 

85 61 72% 42 49% 7 

1 

3 

7/ 66 86% 52 68% 10 

81 70 86% 60 74% 22 

110 103 94% 98 89% 51 

10 

14 13 93% 8 57% 4 

139 123 88% 108 78% 41 

143 129 90% 110 77% 46 

273 247 90% 216 79% 87 

9 5 56% 2 22% 0 

148 125 84% 100 68% 27 

134 127 95% 118 88% 60 

282 252 89% 218 77% 87 

PHYSICAL SETTING/EARTH SCIENCE 

REGENTS PHYSICAL SETTING/EARTH SCIENCE 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED 55 65 85 

    

34 of 49 



GE NERAL 

ASIAN OR NATBOA 
„ 

BIACKOR AFOLCAMM 

HISPANIC orL00:1 

WFIITE 

MULTIRACIAL, 

ECONOMICAlt - 

NOT ECONO N1I CALLYDI 

PACIFIC., 

GROUP 

ALL STUDENTS 

GE NE RAL EDUCATI ON 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAFIANIOTHER PACIFIC 

BLACK OR AFRICAN fr%• (MERIC/0 

PHYSICAL SETTING/CHEMISTRY 

REGENTS PHYSICAL SETTING/CHEMISTRY 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED 55 65 85 

   

107 99 93% 79 74% 16 15% 

107 99 93% 79 74% 16 15% 

3 

25 19 76% 15 60% 4 16% 

16 15 94% 10 63% 2 13% 
• 

57 56 98% 46 81% 7 12% 

6 

9 9 100% 8 89% 3 33% 

63 61 97% 48 76% 9 14% 

44 38 86% 31 70% 7 16% 

107 99 93% 79 74% 16 15% 

30 25 83% 23 77% 4 13% 

77 74 96% 56 73% 12 16% 

107 99 93% 79 74% 16 15% 

PHYSICAL SETTING/PHYSICS 

REGENTS PHYSICAL SETTING/PHYSICS 

TOTAL TESTED 55 65 b 

34 27 79% 23 68% 7 21% 

34 27 79% 23 68% 7 21% 

2 

6 5 83% 4 67% 0 os 

5 

21 18 86% 16 76% 5 24% 

7 4 57% 3 43% 2 29% 

18 14 78% 12 67% 3 17% 

16 13 81% 11 69% 4 25% 

34 27 79% 23 68% 7 21% 

11 7 64% 4 36% 1 9% 

23 20 87% 19 83% 6 26% 

34 27 79% 23 68% 7 21% 
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STUDENTS WITH DISAitiLtiliS 

BLACK OR A FRICANdEX:  
SMALL GROUP TOTAV 

FEMALE " 

NONENGLIILA  

ECONOMICALLYDI 

NOT MIGRANT 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

REGENTS COMPETENCY TEST RESULTS (2015- 16) 

GROUP READING WRITING MATH US HIST & GOV'T 
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2 

2 

5 60% 

5 80% 

6 83% 

3 

3 

2 

2 

4 

4 

3 

3 _% 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

GRADE 3 MATH 

GRADE 4ELA 

GRADE4 MATHg 

GRADE 4 SCIE14C-

GRADES ELA 

GRADES MATH 

GRADES ELA 

GRADE6 

GRADE7 ELA 7 

- 
R  

GRADE BMA  

GRADE 8SclOCV, 

5ECONDARY1LEVEL: 

SECONDARY-WE 

NEW YORK STATE ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT (NYSAA) RESULTS (2015 - 16) 

GROUP LEVEL 4 TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 
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ALL STUDENTS , 

GE N SEAL EDUCATION L, 

8 0% 25% 25% 

8 0% 25% 25% 

7 0% 0% 43% 43% 14% 

7 0% 0% 43% 43% 14% 

 

ALL STUDENTS 

GENERAL 0[.  

 

ALL STU DE NTS 

GENERA 

NEW YORK STATE ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE ACHIEVEMENT TEST (NYSESLAT) RESULTS (2015- 16) 

KINDERGARTEN 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

 

COMMANDING 

  

GRADE 1 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

 

COMMANDING 

  

       

ALLsruDENT5 -  

GENERAL EDU.W11:04, 

STUDENTS WI114 OISA81 

13 

11 

2 

0% 15% 31% 54% 0% 

       

GRADE 2 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

 

COMMANDING 

   

GRADE 3 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

 

COMMANDING 

   

3 

3 

GRADE 4 

4 

3 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING COMMANDING 

GRADE 5 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

 

COMMANDING 

  

  

ALL STUDENTS 
_ 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENT5W ITH DISA8 IL-11MT 

4 

2 

2 

  

GRADE 6 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

 

COMMANDING 

   

4 

3 

1 

A 1.• .  

GENERAL EDUCATiOk 

STUDENTS WITH 1:115Ail 
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TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING COMMANDING 

7 0% 14% 71% 14% 

4 

3 

0% 

GRADE 7 

GROUP ' TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

 

COMMANDING 

   

4 

2 

2 

GRADE 8 
arm- 

GROUP, TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

 

COMMANDING 

   

7 

2 

5 

0% 0% 14% 71% 14% 

GRADE 9 

GRADE 10 

TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

 

COMMANDING 

4 

2 

2 

  

GRADE 11 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

 

COMMANDING 

  

GRADE 12 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

 

COMMANDING 

 

ALL STUDENTS 

GENERAL EPUCATIO 

STLJDENT5W ITHDJS  

 

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-LEVEL ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: NO 

4 

2 

2 

GROUP MADE AYP TESTED 95% STUDENTS PERCENT OF PI EAMOORSAFE TESTED STUDENTS PI EAMO 
ENROLLED DURING ENROLLED HARBOR TARGET ENROLLEDON BEDS 

THE TEST STUDENTS WITH DAY 
ADMINISTRATION VALID TEST SCORES 

PERIOD 

SAFE HARBOR 
TARGET 
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'5)1.011 • t I • 

100 116 100 NO NO 2,745' 6854' YES 880 

— — 0 — — 0 

NO NO 465' 735V YES 158 89 80 so 

NO NO 775 71%* YES 260 96 85 as 

— — 32 — — 28 

NO NO 1,298' 63%* YES 383 138 113 113 

NO NO 143' 73%' YES 51 106 91 91 

NO NO 571' 65%' NO 1749 521 65 61 

26 — — 17 

NO NO 1,374' 66%' YES 414 91 88 88 

• '-'71;,1';;;.1t' 

• 

116 

122 

125 

114 

99 

117 

132 

117 

139 

100 

131 

116 

RESULTS FOR THE FOLLOWING GROUPS ARE NOT USED TO 
DETERMINE AYP. 

880 

722 

620 

852 

497 

829 

712 

863 

466 

421 

459 

1 

879 

2.745' 68%' 

2,280' 67%' 

1,970' 6796' 

2,681' 68%" 

1,447' 7396' 

2,602' 68%* 

2,174' 69%' 

2,688' 68%* 

1,371' 7116" 

1,315' 69%' 

1,430' 67%* 

1 

2,743' 68%' 

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURINGTHE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTSW1TH TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED ON BEDS DAY PI 
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES 

— There were fewer than 40 stud ents enrolled during the test administration period, so the Percent of Enrolled StudentswIth Valid Test Scores data are suppressed OR there were fewer than 30 tested students enrolled 
on BEDS d ay and during the test administration period, so the PI, EAMO, and Safe Harbor Target d ata are suppressed. 
'The percentage of studen ts tested In the current year fell below 95 percent, so the numbers of enrolled and tested students In the cu rrent year and prevlo us year were combined to provide the school/dIstrict with 
another opportunity to meet the participation rate criterion. 
t I ncludesformer studentswith disabilities because the number of stud ents with disabilities In the currentyear Is equal to or greater than 30. 
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MADE ATP 7E51E095% STUDENTS PERCENT OF PI .- EAMOORSAFE TESTED STUDENTS PI EAMO 
ENROLLED DURING ENROLLED HARBORTARGET ENROLLED ON BEDS 

THETEST STUDENTS WITH DAY 
ADMINISTRATION VALID TEST SCORES 

PERIOD 

GROUP 

ALLsrpir 

AMER 08.. 
8IACKORP' t-( 

HIS OR LA 

ASI AN OR NATIVg; 

WHITE , 

85 

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURINGTHE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTSWITH TESTED STUDENTSENROU.E0 ON BEDS DAY 
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES 

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-LEVEL MATHEMATICS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: NO 
SAFE HARBOR 

TARGET 

NO NO 2,742' 66%* YES 872 122 97 

— — 0 — — 0 — — 

NO NO 465' 69% YES 148 86 74 

NO NO 772' 68%' YES 255 102 84 

— — 32 — — 29 — — 

NO NO 1,298' 63%* YES 397 144 109 

NO NO 143' 62%' YES 43 123 82 

NO NO 570' 61%' NO 1701-  529 66 

— 26 — — 17 — — 

NO NO 1,37r 61%' YES 395 95 85 

RESULTS FOR THE FOLLOWING GROUPS ARE NOT USED TO 
DETERMINE AYP. 

NOT WHIFTE::''  

NOTASIAN OR NA 

2,742' 66%' 872 

2,277' 66%' 724 

1,970' 65%' 617 

2,678' 66%* 843 

1,444' 69%* 475 

2,599' 66%' 829 

2.172' 6896" 708 

2485' 66%' 855 

1.371' 72%' 477 

1,313' 65%' 408 

1,429' 67%.* 464 

1 

2,740' 66%* 871 

;I 

 

122 

129 

130 

120 

103 

122 

139 

124 

144 

118 

125 

122 

—There were fewer than 40 students enrolled during the test administration period, so the Percent of Enrolled Students with Valid Test Scores data are suppressed OR there were fewer than 30 tested studentsenrolled 
on BEDS day and during the test administration period, so the PI, LAM°, and Safe Harbor Target d ata are suppressed. 
'The percentage of students tested in the c urrent year fell below 95 percent, so the numbers of enrolled and tested students In the current year and previous year were combined to provide the school/dIstrIctwIth 
another opportunity to meet the partkipatlon rate criterion. 
I' Includes former studentswith disabilities because the number of students with disabilities in the current year is equal to or greater than 30. 
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181 

161 

181 

161 

167 167 

186 186 

MADE AYP TESTED 80% STUDENTS PERCENT OF PI >. EAMO OR TESTED STUDENTS PI EAMO 
ENROLLED DURING ENROLLED PROGRESS TARGET ENROU.ED ON BEDS 

THETEST STUDENTS WITH DAY 
ADMINISTRATION VALID TEST SCORES 

PERIOD 

NO NO 927' 68%' YES 321 183 

— — o — — o — 

NO 169' 58W YES 48 167 

NO 65W YES 82 

192 

PROGRESS TARGET 

ALL 

AMMI 

SLA 

H I SPAII 

ASIA 

NO 

NO 262' 

— — 10 

NO NO 428' 

— — 20 

NO NO 217' 

— — 11 

NO NO 466' 

— — 9 

71W YES 165 

— 17 

168 

— — — 

70t 1506 160 160 

— 5 — — — 

YES 130 172 171 171 

62W 

57%' 

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURINGTHE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED SIDDENTSWITH TE5rED STUDENTSENROLLED ON BEDS DAY 
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES 

Pt 

927' 68%' 

758' 70%' 

665' 69%' 

906' 67W 

499' 65%' 

880' 67W 

710' 69%* 

903' 68W 

234 82% 

435' 68%' 

492' 68%' 

0 

927' 68%' 

NOT AMERICAN INPI 

NOT EILACKOR APR1C 

NOT HISPANICOR LAT 

NOT ASIAN OR NATW 

NOT WHITE ' "•• 

NOT MULTIRACIAL 

GENERAL EDUCATIO . _ 

ENGLISFIPROFIC!.ENT 

NOT ECONOMI614 

321 

273 

239 

312 

156 

304 

252 

316 

191 

145 

176 

0
. 
 

321 

183 

187 

182 

172 

182 

192 

184 

190 

181 

184 

183 

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-LEVEL SCIENCE RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: NO 

RESULTS FOR THE FOLLOWING GROUPS ARE NOT USED TO 
DETERMINE AYP. 

—There were fewer than 40 students enrolled during the test administration period, so the Percent of Enrolled Studentswith Valid Test Scores data are suppressed OR therewere fewer than 30 tested students enrolled 
on BEDS day and during the test administration period, so the PI, EAMO, and Progress Target data are suppressed. 
'The percentage of students tested In the current year fell below 80 percents* the numbers of enrolled and tested students In the current year and previous year were combined to provide the school/district with 
another opportunity to meet the participation rate criterion. 
t Includes former students with disabilities because the number of students with disabilities In the current year Is equal to or greater than 30. 
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MADEATP ' TESTED 95%. 12TH GRADERS PERCENT OF 12TH F1'. EAMO ORSAFE 2012 PI EA MO 
GRADERS WITH HARBORTARGET ACCOUNTABILITY 

VAUD TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS 

YES YES 243 100% YES 235 
: 

— — 0 — — 0 

YES . YES 63 
. . 

100% YES 60 

YES YES 60 100% YES 58 

— — 3 — — 3 

YES YES 107
. 

100% YES 105 

— 10 — — 9 

NO 37 NO 

4 3 

VI S 113 100% YES 107 129 152 

SAFE HARBOR 
TARGET 

ALLSTUDEN 

HISPANIC OR LAMP, 

39t 

YES 

147 

135 

134 

160 

76 

119 

150 167 

135 146 

134 147 

164 173 

671 118 

SECONDARY-LEVEL ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: NO 

RH JLTS FOR THE FOLLOWING GROUPS ARE NOT USED TO 
DETERMINE AYP. 

12TH GRADERS PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERSWITH VAUD -2012 ACCOUNTABILITY COHORT MEMBERS 
TEST SCORES 

PI 

i(43:1[1iY.1::1( ; r•Vh 

243 100% 235 

180 100% 175 

183 100% 177 

240 100% 232 

136 100% 130 

233 100% 226 

206 100% 197 

239 100% 232 

130 100% 128 

119 100% 115 

124 100% 120 

0 

243 100% 235 

150 

155 

155 

149 

138 

149 

166 

150 

167 

143 

156 

150 

I — There were fewer than 40 12th graders, so the Percent of 12th Graders with Valid Test Scores data are suppressed OR there were fewer than 30 students in the 2012 accountability cohort, so PI, EAMO, and Safe 
Harbor Target data are suppressed. 
P Includes former students with disabilities because the number of students with disabilities In the current year is equal to or greater than 30. 

43 of 49 



MADE AYP TESTED 9596 12111 GRADERS PERCENT OF 12TH PI EAMO OR SAFE 2012 PI EAMO 
' GRADERS WITH HARBORTARGET ACCOUNTABILITY 

VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS 

CAMP 

YES 243 100% 

0 

YES 63 100% 

YES 60 100% 

3 

YES 107 100% 

10 

37 

4 

YES 113 100% 

3 

NO 105 145 160 

9 

NO 39t 511 109 

3 

NO 107 109 136 

138 

124 

117 129 H 129 

147 

79 

117 

NO 

NO 

r  

NOMIC , 

ALL STUDENTS 

AMERICAN INDfANd.  

51ACK OR AFRI CANA 

HISPANIC 0111ATIN0i. 

ASIAN ORNATIVE.' 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

235 

175 

177 

232 

130 

226 

197 

232 

128 

115 

120 

0 

235 

130 

137 

129 

118 

130 

146 

131 

148 

125 

135 

130 

SECONDARY-LEVEL MATHEMATICS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: NO 
SAFE HARBOR 

TARGET 

RESULTS FOR THE FOLLOWING GROUPS ARE NOT USED TO 
DETERMINE AYP. 

121H GRADERS PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID 2012 ACCOUNTABILITY COHORT MEMBERS 
TEST SCORES 

PI 

NOT HISPANI 

NOTASIAN OR NATIV 

NOT WHITE 

NOT MULTIRACIAL, 

GENERAL EOIJCAT104. 

ENGLISH PROFICIENT', 

NOT ECONOMICALLY 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MIGRANT , 

243 100% 

180 100% 

183 100% 

240 100% 

136 100% 

233 100% 

206 100% 

239 100% 

130 100% 

119 100% 

124 100% 

0 

243 100% 

— There were fewer than 40 12th graders. so  the Percent of 12th Graders with Valld Test Scores data are suppressed OR there were fewer than 30 students In the 2012 accountability cohort. so Pt EAMO. and Safe 
Harbor Target data are suppressed. 
t Includes former students with disabilities because the number of students wIth disabilities In the current year is equal to or greater than 30. 
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i9t .•Amic  

f#70)TE 

MULTIR CIA. 

gupEnty4  

9111,t1H 

UNWEIGHTED COMBINED [LA AND MATH PIS 
ELEMENTARY/ MIDDLE.LEVELELA PI ELEMENTARY/ MIDDLE-LEVEL MATH PI SECONDARY-LEVEL ELA PI SECONDARY-LEVEL MATH PI UNWEIGHTED COMBINED PI 

116 122 150 130 130 

89 86 135 112 106 

96 102 134 117 112 

0 

138 144 164 145 148 

106 123 115 

52 52 67 51 56 

0 

91 95 129 109 106 

—There were not enough students to determine a Performance Index. 

OVERALL GlUd..)1JATION RATE FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: NO 

MADE AYP 

YE S 

YES 

NO 

YES 

YES 

YES 

— There were not ellmodi students to make an AYP determination. 



MET GRADUATION-RATE CRITERION: 2011 FOURYEARGRADUAT ION -RAI E TOTAL CRADUA I ON RATE 5TAT E STANDARD PROGRESS "FAROE T 
COHORT 

NO 238 79% 80% 80% 

0 

NO 54 72% 80% BO% 

NO 56 64% 80% 71% 

6 

YES 111 90% 80% 80% 

11 

NO 42$ 52%t 80% 58% 

3 

NO 107 71% 80% 73% 

ALL STUDENTS 

AMERICAN INNA  

RLACK 0 R AFRICI4,  

H1SPANICOR 

ASIAN OR NAlifl, 

WHITE 

MULTIRACI • 

STLIDENTSWI 

LIMITED ENOLi. 

ECONOMICALk„ 9,1,1: • 

FOUR-YEAk C.; I:ADUATION-RATE TOTAL COHORT FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

YES Graduation rate is equal In or greater than the State Standard or the group's Progress Target. 
NO Graduation rate Is less than the State Standard and thegroup's Progress Target. 
—There were fewer than 30 slivients in the cohort. 
t Includes banner student,  '•it: disabilities because the number of students with disabilities in the currentyear Is equal to or greater than 30. 
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ACI FIC , 

MErCRAD1JATIN-FtACItERIQN 2010 f IVE•YEARGRADUA°110.`, RAIL TOIAL GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD 
COHORT 

PROGRESSTARGET 

YES 266 85% 

— 0 — 

YES 69 88% 

NO 55 78% 

— 7 — 

YES 127 87% 80% 

8 — 

YES 49t 63%1 80% 

— 5 — 

YES 114 79% 80% 

STODE Nil WI 

„LIMITED ENO 

EGONOMJCALL 

ALL$TUbENTS 

Li,k1CKOR AFft) 

HSPANICORIA  

80% 

76% 

79% 

80% 

63% 

76% 

80% 

FIVE-YEAR cif:ADUATION-RATE TOTAL COHORT FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

YES Graduation rate is equal tl or greater than the State Standard or the group's ProgressTarget 
NO Graduation rate Is les:, u.o the State Standard and the group's Progress Target. 
— Therewere fewer than 30 in the cohort 
t Includes fonner student,  tIi disabilities because thenumber of students with disabilities In thecurrentyear isequal to or greater than 30. 
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GRADUATION RATES FOR NON-AYP GROUPS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

FOUR-YEAR GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL COHORT  FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL COHORT 

2011 FOUR-YEAR GRADUATION-RATE 
TOTAL COHORT GRADUATION RATE 

2010 FOUR-YEAR GRADUATION-RATE 
TOTAL COHORT GRADUATION RATE 

266 85% 

197 84% 

211 87% 

259 85% 

139 83% 

258 86% 

217 90% 

. 261 86% 

152 90% 

123 86% 

143 85% 

0 

_266 85% 

238 79% 

184 80% 

182 83% 

232 78% 

127 69% 

227 79% 

198 84% 

235 79% 

131 85% 

121 79% 

117 79% 

0 

238 79% 

—There were fewer than 30 students in the cohort. 
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Graduation Rates for Regents with Advanced Designation and CTE Endorsement for Accountability 

Percentage of 2011 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort members who graduated as of August 31, 2015 with: 

REGENTS DIPLOMA WITH AN ADVANCED DESIGNATION (TN IS DISTRICT) 33% 

REGENTS DIPLOMA WITH AN ADVANCED DESIGNATION (STATEWIDE) 32% 

PERCENTAGE IN THIS DISTRICT EXCEEDED STATEWIDE YES 

REGENTS DIPLOMA WITH CTE ENDORSEMENT THIS DISTRICT) 

fII.. 11 ,1.1,11ll:I; I 

COPY R IC;HT NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, ALL RIGHTS RESERVED. 

THIS DOCUMENT WAS CREATED ON:MAY 9, 2017, 3:26 PM EST 
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