FORESTVILLE CSD

ry {3-Part Budget) Repord’

§D

Fiscal Year: 2017

2015-2016 2016-2017
Adopted Proposed Dollar Percent

State Function Description Budget Budget Change Change
Administration
1010 Board Of Education 16,616.00 16,616.00 - -
1040 District Clerk 7,780.00 8,038.00 258.00 3.32
1060 District Meeting 3,445.00 3,445.00 - -
1240 Chief School Administrator 181,179.00 187,148.00 5,969.00 3.29
1310 Business Administration 83,954.00 115,385.00 31,431.00 37.44
1320 Auditing 16,249.00 16,502.00 253.00 1.56
1325 Treasurer 98,583.00 65,374.00 -33,209.00 -33.69
1330 Tax Collector 10,172.00 10,358.00 186.00 1.83
1345 Purchasing 9,335.00 9,349.00 14.00 0.15
1420 Legal 26,861.00 26,861.00 - -
1430 Personnel 28,290.00 15,163.00 -13,127.00 -46.40
1480 Public Information and Services 3,140.00 3,140.00 - =
1680 Central Data Processing 235,560.00 245,485.00 9,925.00 4.21
1910 Unallocated Insurance 37,030.00 37,030.00 - -
1964 Refund on Real Property Taxes - - 3 =
1981 BOCES Administrative Costs 42,009.00 40,388.00 -1,621.00 -3.86
1983 BOCES Capital Expenses 29,585.00 42,548.00 12,963.00 43.82
1989 Unclassified - Z - -
2010 Curriculum Devel and Suprvsn 83,550.00 78,550.00 -5,000.00 -5.98
2020 Supervision-Regular School 304,706.00 252,636.00 -52,070.00 -17.09
2060 Research, Planning & Evaluation 7,450.00 7,470.00 20.00 0.27
9000 Employee Benefits 292,094.00 264,674.00 -27,420.00 -9.39
Total Administration 1,617,588.00  1,446,160.00 -71,428.00 -4.71%
Capital
1620 Operation of Plant 542,185.00 540,209.00 -1,976.00 -0.36
1621 Maintenance of Plant 204,461.00 246,979.00 42,518.00 20.80
5510 District Transportation Services - - - -
9000 Employee Benefits 131,756.00 135,565.00 3,809.00 2.89
9711 Serial Bonds-School Construction 849,544.00 855,744.00 6,200.00 0.73
9731 Bond Antic Notes-School Construction 24,063.00 30,000.00 5,937.00 24.67
9732 Bond Antic Notes-Bus Purchases 214,419.00 205,868.00 -8,551.00 -3.99
9789 Other Debt (specify) 71,361.00 71,360.00 -1.00 -
9950 Transfer to Capital Fund 100,000.00 100,000.00 - -
Total Capital 2,137,789.00  2,185,725.00 47,936.00 2.24%
Program
2070 Inservice Training-Instruction 41,027.00 40,777.00 -250.00 -0.61
2110 Teaching-Regular School 3,119,928.00 3,090,517.00 -29,411.00 -0.94
2250 Prg For Sdnts w/Disabil-Med Elgble 1,229,684.00  1,544,760.00 315,076.00 25.62
2280 Occupational Education(Grades 9-12) 409,283.00 384,286.00 -24,997.00 -6.11
2610 School Library & AV 158,661.00 149,713.00 -8,948.00 -5.64
2630 Computer Assisted Instruction 86,323.00 90,879.00 4,556.00 5.28
2810 Guidance-Regular School 139,186.00 144,207.00 5,021.00 3.61
2815 Health Srves-Regular School 81,831.00 84,483.00 2,652.00 3.24
2825 Social Work Srves-Regular School - - - -
2850 Co-Curricular Activ-Reg Schl 36,696.00 39,071.00 2,375.00 6.47
2855 Interscholastic Athletics-Reg Schl 109,517.00 111,473.00 1,956.00 1.79
5510 District Transport Srvcs-Med Elgble 822,607.00 860,717.00 38,110.00 4.63
5530 Garage Building 26,187.00 26,187.00 - -
7140 Recreation 4,332.00 4,332.00 - -
8070 Census - - - -
9000 Employee Benefits 1,667,401.00  1,696,902.00 29,501.00 1.77
9089 Other (specify) 58,090.00 58,090.00 - 3
9901 Transfer to School Food Service Fund 80,000.00 80,000.00 - -
9901 Transfer to Special Aid Fund 15,675.00 15,675.00 - -
Total Program 8,086,428.00  8,422,069.00 335,641.00 4.15%

Report Totals 11,741,805.00 12,053,954.00 312,149.00 2.66%

P
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Siate Category {3-Part Budget) Report

Fiscal Year: 2017
2015-2016 2016-2017

Adopted Proposed Dollar Percent
State Function Description Budget Budget Change Change
Budget Component Summary
2016-2017 % 2015-2016 %
Proposed Budget of Budget Adopted Budget of Budget
Administration 1,446,160.00 12.00 1,517,588.00 12.92
Capital 2,185,725.00 18.13 2,137,789.00 18.21
Program 8,422,069.00 69.87 8,086,428.00 68.87
12,053,954.00 100.00 11,741,805.00 100.00

Report Title: 'State Category (3-Part Budget) Report'
Column 1 Value: Current Year Initial
Column 2 Value: Proposed Amount

Column 3 Value: Dollar

Column 4 Value: Percent
Column 5 Value: None
Column 6 Value: None

From Column Value: Current Year Initial
To Column Value: Proposed Amount
Sort by: Budget Category / State Function Code
Printed by Meaghan Matuszak

{inCap Ver 160422
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LR [FORES TVILLE CSD S AMS

S BN 1/ YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
PRIV 50152016 || | SETVALUES | STATE AID MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

CORE 04/25/2016 11:55 AM Home | Issue Reporting | Help | Logout |

Welcome Meaghan Matuszak (School Entity User)

[Entity info || [ Forms | || Claim Verifications | | | Activity Log | | | Reports ||
You Have Selected the 'Official' Data Area.

i The Data State of the form set is: "Clean"
Print Legacy | Print Form | Print Blank | Print Text Only

! District Name:JFORESTVILLE CSD District Code:§061503 :
1 Contact Person:iMEAGHAN MATUSZAK Telephone: {(716) 965-6533 Ext’ '

School Administrator Salary Disclosure Form

Form Due May 9, 2016 2016-2017 Salary Threshold = $130,000 j

i
H
i
H

In response to legislative efforts to encourage greater cost sharing in service provision and local government administration, we now provide a section
. for districts that share administrative staff to highlight these efforts for the upcoming school year. Each sharing district should identify in the form the !
: other district(s) with which they will be sharing administrative staff for school year 2016-2017. {

If you will be sharing a Superintendent, list the other district (or districts) in the text box. If you will be sharing other administrative staff required to be
| reported, please send an email to EMSCMGTS@nysed.qov indicating the title of the staff persons(s) as well as the other district(s) involved in the cost- |
. sharing. :,
The salaries, benefits and other compensation reported in the form should reflect only the financial support or commitment that your district will be '
making. They should not reflect the total amounts budgeted to be paid by all participating districts over the school year. ;

Report Estimated Salaries in the Budget for the 2016-2017 School Year

Sections 1608 and 1716 of the Education Law

i (Please read the instructions and definitions before completing this form.)
Title Salary Employee Benefits Other Remuneration |
1. |Superintendent of Schools 1129,465 138,020 ]

Please list the district or districts with which you ;
will be sharing a superintendent (if applicable):

Associate, Assistant and Deputy Superintendents
(Example Titles: Associate Superintendent for Instruction, Deputy Superintendent, Assistant Superintendent for Business, etc.)

https:/eservices.nysed.gov/sams/getForm.do?method=getForm&nodeld=829&fsId=826 4/25/2016
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FISCALACCOUNTABILITY SUMMARY (2013 - 14)

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 SPECIALEDUCATION
$5,102,620 $1,582,529

510 60

EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

$10,005 $26,375

SIMILAR DISTRICT GROUP
AVERAGE NEED/RESOURCE CAPACITY

GENERAL EDUCATION SPECIALEDUCATION

INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENDITURES INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENDITURES

$8,165,063,757 $3,244,954,913

764,707 107,424

EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

$10,677 $30,207

1of3



ALL SCHOOL DISTRICTS

GENERAL EDUCATION SPECIAL EDUCATION

INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENDITURES INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENDITURES

$31,235,849,883 $13,185,189,540

2,660,775 418,555

EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

$11,739 $31,502

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 in a 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 SIMILAR DISTRICT GROUP

$20,689 $20,538 $21,812
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 Expenditure values for General Education
and Special Education. As such, the sum of General Education and Special Education Instructional Expenditures does not equal the Total Expenditures.

20f3



INFORMATION ABOUT STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES (2014 - 15)

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
TH[I)?SS:[-(I:QI—I-'COTO . AVERAGE NEED/RESOURCE CAPACITY NY STATE

80% OR MORE
56.2%

19.4%

LESS THAN 40% LESS THAN 40%

8 16.0% 19.9%
4.4%

2.6

0 0.0% 4.5%

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

THISSCHOOL DISTRICT SIMILAR DISTRICT GROUP m

10.1% 12.7% 14.3%

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.

© COPYRIGHT NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED.

THISDOCUMENT WAS CREATED ON: APRIL 26,2016, 9:10 AM EST
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FORESTVILLE CSD - SCHOOL REPORT CARD DATA [2014 - 15]

FORESTVILLE CSD ENROLLMENT (2014 - 15)

ENROLLMENT BY GENDER

50%

50%

ENROLLMENT BY ETHNICITY

AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE
500
%

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN
“
HISPANIC OR LATINO
ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

American Indian or Hispanic or Latino White
Alaska Native
3%

375

250

125

OTHER GROUPS
10% 49%
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ENROLLMENT BY GRADE

6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 9th Grade  10th Grade 11th Grade 12th Grade UG

2nd Grade  3rd Grade  4th Grade

PK (Half) K (Full) 1st Grade

w

5th Grade

PRE-K (HALF DAY) 2ND GRADE

7% 6%

5%

3RD GRADE 4TH GRADE 6TH GRADE

9% 7%

8TH GRADE 10TH GRADE

9% 6% | 44 9% 7%

UNGRADED SECONDARY

0%
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AVERAGE CLASS SIZE (2014 - 15)

COMMON BRANCH

GRADE 8 SOCIAL STUDIES

GRADE 8 SCIENCE

GRADE 8 ENGLISH GRADE 8 MATHEMATICS

GRADE 10 ENGLISH GRADE 10 MATHEMATICS GRADE 10 SCIENCE GRADE 10 SOCIAL STUDIES

FREE AND REDUCED-PRICE LUNCH (2014 - 15)

ELIGIBLE FOR FREE LUNCH ELIGIBLE FOR REDUCED-PRICE LUNCH

170 36% 52 11%

ATTENDANCE (2013 - 14)

ANNUAL ATTENDANCE RATE

5%

||

STUDENT SUSPENSIONS (2013 - 14)

STUDENT SUSPENSIONS

2 0%

TEACHER TURNOVER RATE (2013-14 TO 2014-15)

TURNOVER RATE OF TEACHERS WITH FEWER THAN FIVE YEARS OF
EXPERIENCE

TURNOVER RATE OF ALL TEACHERS

10%

0%

lI
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STAFF COUNTS (2014 - 15)

PRINCIPALS ASSISTANT PRINCIPALS OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF PARAPROFESSIONALS

TEACHER QUALIFICATIONS (2014 - 15)

TOTALTEACHERS: 49

PERCENT WITH NO VALID TEACHING CERTIFICATE PERCENT TEACHING OUT OF CERTIFICATION

PERCENT WITH FEWER THAN THREE YEARS OF EXPERIENCE PERCENTAGEMITH MA[)SJE$35§$;EE Ee B I0HOLROR

TOTAL NUMBER OF CORE CLASSES PERCENT NOT TAUGHT BY HI;?SI_-:-LRTC?'—UAUFIED TEACHERS IN THIS

PERCENT TAUGHT BY TEACHERS WITHOUT APPROPRIATE
TOTALNUMBER OF CLASSES CERTIFICATION

4 0f 76



HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETERS (2014 - 15)
ALLSTUDENTS

COMPLETERS (GRADUATES + GRADUATES (REGENTS + LOCAL REGENTS DIPLOMA REGENTS WITH ADVANCED

DESIGNATION

IEP DIPLOMAS) DIPLOMAS)
of Graduates of Graduates

REGENTS WITH CTE ENDORSEMENT LOCAL DIPLOMAS COMMENCEMENT CREDEN S
of Graduates of Graduates | of Completers

GENERAL EDUCATION

COMPLETERS (GRADUATES + GRADUATES (REGENTS + LOCAL REGENTS DIPLOMA REGENTS WITH ADVANCED

IEPDIPLOMAS) DIPLOMAS)
1 of Graduates of Graduates

REGENTS WITH CTE ENDORSEMENT LOCAL DIPLOMAS COMMENCEMENT CREDENTIALS
of Graduates of Graduates of Completers

DESIGNATION
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HIGH SCHOOL NON-COMPLETERS (2014 - 15)

DROPPED OUT
7

4%

ALL STUDENTS

ENTERED APPROVED HIGH SCHOOL
EQUIVALENCY PREPARATION PROGRAM
0 0

%

GENERAL EDUCATION

ENTERED APPROVED HIGH SCHOOL
DROPPED OUT EQUIVALENCY PREPARATION PROGRAM

DROPPED OUT

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

ENTERED APPROVED HIGH SCHOOL
EQUIVALENCY PREPARATION PROGRAM

TOTALNONCOMPLETERS

7 4%

TOTALNONCOMPLETERS

TOTALNONCOMPLETERS
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POST-GRADUATION PLANS OF COMPLETERS (2014 - 15)
ALLSTUDENTS

TO FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE TO TWO-YEAR COLLEGE TO OTHER POST-SECONDARY TO THE MILITARY

3%

42%

0%

32%

TO OTHER KNOWN PLANS

TO ADULT SERVICES

(07 0%

GENERAL EDUCATION

TO FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE TO TWO-YEAR COLLEGE TO OTHER POST-SECONDARY TO THE MILITARY

32% 42% 0% 3%

TO ADULT SERVICES TO OTHER KNOWN PLANS

0% 0%
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GRADE 3 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

50.0 B8 District:
37.5 BT : | ;?;!Zwide:
25.0 | S Sy o % 2015
1255 i ! T |
0.0 | : ‘ T l
1 2 4 34

TOTALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4

 ALLSTUDENTS S e 35 26% 15 43% 11 31% 9 26% 0 0%
GENERALEDUCATION 31 % 2 & 5 2 z 7 = z
| STUDENTSWITH DISABILITIES : 4 % 2 5 i = « i % &
 BLACKOR AFRICAN AMERICAN | 1 % S 3 % 5 " 5 z S
HISPANICOR AtiNo 4 % = = L 5 : 2 b s
; ‘ 29 28% 11 38% 10 34% 8 28% 0 0%
1 % = = z = 2 i = %

SMALLGROUP TOTAL 6 17% 4 67% 1 17% 1 17% 0 0%
FEMALE 15 13% 6 40% 7 47% 2 13% 0 0%
. 20 35% 9 45% 4 20% 7 35% 0 0%

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS ' 35 26% 15 43% 11 31% 9 26% 0 0%
ECONOMICALLY EEEVANT;EE‘D—ﬂ*_M‘ 20 20% 10 50% 6 30% 4 20% 0 0%
EE&E»B&AIW DISADVANTAGED : 15 33% 5 33% 5 33% 5 33% 0 0%
NﬁéRANT » ‘_f L 35 26% 15 43% 11 31% 9 26% 0 0%
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GRADE 4 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

80

B District:
60 65% 2015
Statewide:

40 2015
55 31% g6 33%

! 21%
o — : . i R

1 2 3 3-4

L TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL4 °

37 22% 5 14% 24 65% 4 11% 4 11%
GENERAL EDUCATION : 35 % £ s % E L3 = ] =
.:S;UDENTSWITH DISABILH;ES 2 % & £ 2 2 P Z = =
BLACK A 1 % e 2 = i A X e 2
1 % 3 S z 2 2 & = =
33 % & B 4 = X & X %z
2 % 10 & = 2 = = & &
S.I‘WA;I:LZR‘OU PTOTAL g 37 22% 5 14% 24 65% 4 11% 4 11%
20 25% 2 10% 13 65% 2 10% 3 15%
17 18% 3 18% 11 65% 2 12% 1 6%
'NON~ENGL|SH LANGUAGE LEARNERS : 37 22% 5 14% 24 65% 4 11% 4 11%
I;CONOMICA?L; DISADVANTAGED 16 13% 3 19% 11 69% 1 6% 1 6%
N;ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGEBW'“WW 21 29% 2 10% 13 62% 3 14% 3 14%
N(_)TTTA;(_;;!;I:I;"—WW“N”'M“T‘M 37 22% 5 14% 24 65% 4 11% 4 11%
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GRADE 5 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

50.0 B4 District:
37.5 2015
35% 35% - Statewide:
25.0 907 2015
0%
=
0.0 S l
3 4

TOTALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4

ALLSTUDENTS e 28 25% 12 43% 9 32% 4 14% 3 11%
GENERALEDUCATION 23 30% 7 30% 9 39% 4 17% 3 13%
5 0% 5 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%

2 % 2 % & < . 5 * >

2 % i - 7 " o . 5 5

22 27% 8 36% 8 36% 4 18% 2 9%

2 % = 1 = i - & < %

6 17% 4 67% 1 17% 0 0% 1 17%

15 27% 6 40% 5 33% 2 13% 2 13%

13 23% 6 46% 4 31% 2 15% 1 8%

NON—ENGLISHlANGUAGELEARNERS o 27 % 2 i & _ i < 1 U
UAGE LEARNERS o 1 % 5 i : L i 5 4 %

14 7% 9 64% 4 29% 0 0% 1 7%

14 43% 3 21% 5 36% 4 29% 2 14%

1 % y i 1 5 . h : i

NOTMIGRANT g 27 % gy “ 0 s ) N _ 2
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GRADE 6 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

40 39% B District:
30 31% i 31% e )
Statewide:
20 19% 2015
10 | - 19% 14%
0 T 2 3
MEAN SCORE: 305
TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3
ALLsrUDENTs: o ; T 31 39% 8 26% 11 35% 6 19% 6 19%
GENERALEDUCATION = 25 48% 4 16% 9 36% 6 24% 6 24%
j'Sl'Ul;E;\I:;WITH I;;SA;ETIES 6 0% 4 67% 2 33% 0 0% 0 0%
AMERICAN INDI, 1 % @ 2 3 o Y i k &
ASIA;\IWOR N;TIVE HAWAHAN/OTHER;ACIF!C 1 % % e i = D & K 25
HISPANIC OR LATINO 2 % i 2 5 _ : i . )
WHITE . 26 42% 6 23% 9 35% 6 23% 5 19%
MULTIRACIAL : 1 % £ i : L - - = &
VALLGRC 5 20% 2 40% 2 40% 0 0% 1 20%
FEMALé 17 41% 4 24% 6 35% 2 12% 3 29%
e 14 36% 4 29% 5 36% 4 29% 1 7%
N_orsIENGLIZJLANGUAGELEARNER;—W—W” 31 39% 8 26% 11 35% 6 19% 6 19%
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED | 15 13% 7 47% 6 40% 0 0% 2 13%
,JST ECONOMlCALLY-li;ADVANTAGED ) 16 63% 1 6% 5 31% 6 38% 4 25%
3 NpTMIG;ANT’-—( » ‘ & = 31 39% 8 26% 11 35% 6 19% 6 19%
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60
45

30 38%

GRADE 7 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

33%

L Rl
0

GENERAL EDUCATION

STUDENTS WITHDISABILITIES

MULTIRACIAL

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED.

NOTECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

NOTMIGRANT

TOTAL TESTED

36

33

36
16
20

36

PROFICIENT

%
32%
%
20%
28%
33%
31%
6%
50%

31%

24%

29%

6%
0%

B8 District:
2015
Statewide:
2015

LEVEL 1

7 19%
5 16%
2 40%
2 11%
5 28%
7 19%
6 38%
1 5%

7 19%

LEVEL2 LEVEL 3

18 50% 11 31%
16 52% 10 32%
2 40% 1 20%
11 61% 5 28%
7 39% 6 33%
18 50% 11 31%
9 56% 1 6%

9 45% 10 50%
18 50% 1 31%

LEVEL4

0 0%
0 0%
0 0%
0 0%
0 0%
0 0%
0 0%
0 0%
0 0%
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GRADE 8 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

40 B8 District:
36% %
30 - 35% 2015
25% Statewide:
20 2015
10 10%
1%
0 B

L TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4

ALL STUDENTS o : V 27 26% 10 37% 10 37% 5 19% 2 7%
GENERA}. EDUCATIOI\T 22 32% 7 32% 8 36% 5 23% 2. 9%
ITH DISABILITIES | 5 0% 3 60% 2 40% 0 0% 0 0%

~~~~~~~~~ ACAN 1 % i 1 £ & A ks < s

4 % o N ) £ 3 3 = =
22 27% 8 36% 8 36% 4 18% 2 9%
5 20% 2 40% 2 40% 1 20% 0 0%
15 33% 3 20% 7 47% 3 20% 2 13%
12 17% 7 58% 3 25% 2 17% 0 0%
NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 27 26% 10 37% 10 37% 5 19% 2 7%
(ECONOMICAI:I:Y DISADVANTAGEET—M“—_ 12 17% 4 33% 6 50% 2 17% 0 0%
NOT ECONOM;(;LLRISI:I;VA;ITAGED 4 15 33% 6 40% 4 27% 3 20% 2 13%
I:l_O”TMIGRANT = 27 26% 10 37% 10 37% 3 19% 2 7%
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50.0

GRADE 3 MATHEMATICS

37.5 41%
30%
25.0 28% 0
12.5 |
0.0 - 5 3

TOTAL TESTED

18%

42%

MEAN SCORE: 302

PROFICIENT

LEVEL 1

LEVEL 2

B District:
2015

Statewide:
2015

ALLSTUDENTS
GENERAL EDUCATION

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED.

NOTECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

NOTMIGRANT

13
19
32
18
14

32

31%
37%
34%
22%
50%

34%

22%

40%
23%
26%
25%
28%
21%

25%

13

44%

20%
46%
37%
41%
50%
29%

41%

26%

20%
23%
26%
25%
22%
29%

25%

9%

7%

20%
8%
11%
9%
0%
21%

9%
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GRADE 4 MATHEMATICS

80 " B District:
60 2015
Statewide:
40 43% 2015
20 10% 27% 307 ST 27%
S A
1 2 4
MEAN SCORE: 324
TOTALTESTED  PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3
ALLSTUDENTS o s 30 73% 3 10% 5 17% 14 47% 8 27%
 GENERALEDUCATION " 28 % ) s 4 o 5 £ 5 "
STUDENTSWITH DISABILITIES 2 % 7 L 2 % s : o =
BLACKOR AFRICAN AMERICAN : 1 % 2 % 3 % - 3 i i
HISPANIC OR LATING " . 1 % i o i % _ L 7 2
v 26 % < = < ¥ 4 5 = i
"MJLHRA&JI‘*WN 2 % 2 2 c} o : & 4 <
: . 30 73% 3 10% 5 17% 14 47% 8 27%
15 80% 1 7% 2 13% 4 27% 8 53%
15 67% 2 13% 3 20% 10 67% 0 0%
30 73% 3 10% 5 17% 14 47% 8 27%
12 58% 1 8% 4 33% 5 42% 2 17%
18 83% 2 11% 1 6% 9 50% 6 33%
NOTMIGRANT 30 73% 3 10% 5 17% 14 47% 8 27%
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GRADE 5 MATHEMATICS

50.0 B District:
375 2015
Statewide:
25.0 1 27% 26% 2015
12.5 | ‘ “ 16%
00 | ey - 1! nnd S =
1 2 3 4 3-4

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4

VAI;Lél‘rU-D‘ETS e 27 44% 1 41% 4 15% 8 30% 4 15%
GENERALEDUCATION ‘ 2 57% 6 29% 3 14% 8 38% 4 19%
srunéll;égvrrﬁg;ﬁ;.lms 6 0% 5 83% 1 17% 0 % 0 0%
- 2 % g - 5 3 7 : ; !

2 % . 7 i : ; 3 5 .

21 57% 7 33% 2 10% 8 38% 4 19%

2 % - i : 2 / 2 . .

6 0% 4 67% 2 33% 0 0% 0 0%

15 60% 4 27% 2 13% 5 33% 4 27%

12 25% 7 58% 2 17% 3 25% 0 0%

26 5% 7 : . . . : . :

1 % : 5 5 = , G 4 -

13 38% 8 62% 0 0% 3 23% 2 15%

14 50% 3 21% 4 29% 5 36% 2 14%

MIGRANT ’ : 1 % 2 i . y 5 2 2 i
NOTMIGRANT 26 % N e - : s g 2 E
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60
45
30

15 5%

GRADE 6 MATHEMATICS

B District:
2015

. 39% Statewide:
T 33% 35% 2015
i ¢

20% 19%.

TOTALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2

ALL STUDENTS

GENERAL EDUCATION

HISPANIC ORLATINO

MULTI RACIAL

SMALLGROUP TOTAL

FEMALE

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

NOT ECO NOMICALI.Y DISADVANTAGED

'NOTMIGRANT

20 55% 1 5% 8 40% 7 35% 4 20%
17 % ke 2 = 2 & ' £ z ] 5

3 % 2 A = s 2 = = Z

1 ! % 2 2 ~ - o < s 5

1 % e i ek L 2. % 22 25
17 % % & = z 2 =) = <

1 % = = = & = &y = 2%
20 55% 1 5% 8 40% 7. 35% 4 20%
10 50% 1 10% 4 40% 2 20% 3 30%
10 60% 0 0% 4 40% 5 50% 1 10%
20 55% 1 5% 8 40% 7 35% 4 20%
8 50% 1 13% 3 38% 2 25% 2 25%
12 58% [} 0% 5 42% 5 42% 2 17%
20 55% 1 5% 8 40% 7 35% 4 20%
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50.0
37.5
25.0
12.5

33%

GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS

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.

31%

0.0

ALLSTUDENTS

GENERALEDUCATION

:STUDENTSWITH DISABILITIES

NON-ENGLISHEANGUAGE LEARNERS

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

_'NOTECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

\NOTMIGRANT.

TOTAL TESTED

24

23

22
24
13
11

24

16

24

PROFICIENT

29%
%
%
%
%

29%

23%

36%

29%

13%

38%

29%

23%

4%

[ 12%

10

LEVEL 1

42%
38%
45%
42%
88%
19%

42%

4 & above

LEVEL 2

f; 29%
7 29%
5 38%
2 18%
7 29%
] 0%
74 44%
7 29%

35%

3 & above

LEVEL 3

25%
23%
27%
25%
13%
31%

25%

B8 District:
2015

Statewide:
2015

LEVEL 4

1 4%
1 4%
0 0%
1 9%
1 4%
0 0%
1 6%
1 4%
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GRADE 8 MATHEMATICS

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.

60 B District:
45 2015
41% Statewide:
30 30% 29% 2015
15 20% . 21%
0 A
3 & above

TOTALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4

ALLSTUDENTS 22 23% 7 32% 10 45% 2 9% 3 14%
GENERAL EDUCATION 19 % % i 5 5 Y - 5 s
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES . 3 % 5 = 3 % & 4 = -
BLACKOR AFRICAN AMERICAN 1 % i 2 i 8 - 2 i -
HISPANICORLATING. 4 % % 5 = i 5 . 5 ‘

e 17 29% 4 24% 8 47% 2 12% 3 18%
SMALLGROUPTOTAL 5 0% 3 60% 2 40% 0 0% 0 0%

 Fevale e 13 15% 4 31% 7 54% 0 0% 2 15%

9 33% 3 33% 3 33% 2 22% 1 11%

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 22 23% 7 32% 10 45% 2 9% 3 14%

' ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED | 10 20% 3 30% 5 50% 1 10% 1 10%

N(;T ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED “«—T 12 25% 4 33% 5 42% 1 8% 2 17%

INOTMIGRANT. : 3 : 22 23% 7 32% 10 45% 2 9% 3 14%
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GRADE 4 SCIENCE

100 B8 District:
75 86% 2015
Statewide:
= 52% 2015
1% 34%
25 i s 6% |
0
1 2

TOTALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL4

‘ALLSTUDENTé e e 34 94% 0 0% 2 6% 16 47% 16 47%
GENI’:;{AL E’DnUCATIOIIN 32 % & < = z : 2 = i =
HDISAB | 2 % % = & Z 2 & L 2
1 % < 2 o 2 L L = =
1 % % s = & z =) s =
30 % = 2 = = i = i =
2 % = o i % = L £ i
34 94% ] 0% 2 6% 16 47% 16 47%
19 95% 0 0% 1 5% 7 37% 11 58%
15 93% 0 0% 1 7% 9 60% 5 33%
NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 34 94% 0 0% 2 6% 16 47% 16 47%
ECONOMTEX[EB;;AI;\;X}*H’AGED ‘ 14 93% 0 0% 1 7% [ 43% 7 50%
;{B_T'ECONOMICALLV DISADVANTAGED - 20 95% 0 0% 1 5% 10 50% 9 45%
NT : 34 94% 0 0% 2 6% 16 47% 16 47%
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GRADE 8 SCIENCE

Datain 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.

80 y B8 District:
5 70% 2015
Statewide:
40 4% 2015
9% 28%
20 0% |/ 21%
0 |

MEAN SCORE: 68

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4

ENTS 22 64% 0 0% 8 36% 14 64% 0 0%
GENERALEDUCATION e 16 75% 0 0% 4 25% 12 75% 0 0%
TUDENTSWITHI l;;l;BlLlTlE_s L 6 33% 0 0% 4 67% 2 33% 0 0%
BLACKORAFRICANAMERICAN 1 % 2 4 : 5 s A . -

HISPANICORLATING 3 % ¢ - 3 . z : 2 2
WHITE 17 71% 0 0% 5 29% 12 71% 0 0%
o ; B e R e
SMALLGROUPTOTAL 5 40% 0 0% 3 60% 2 40% 0 0%

10 80% 0 0% 2 20% 8 80% 0 0%
| ‘ 12 50% 0 0% 6 50% 6 50% 0 0%
NON-ENGLISHIANGUAGE LEARNERS 22 64% 0 0% 8 36% 14 64% 0 0%
E&);E)LICALI:%ISADVANT;ZED ’ 11 73% 0 0% 3 27% 8 73% 0 0%
_NO;E&ONOMICA:JEIEIMNTAGEb - 11 55% 0 0% 5 45% 6 55% 0 0%
:w!}lorai&:m s 22 64% 0 0% 8 36% 14 64% 0 0%

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.

TOTALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4

7 100% 0 0% 0 0% 2 29% S 71%
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STATEWIDE RESULTS ON THE NATIONAL ASSESSMENT OF EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS: NAEP (2014 - 15)

GRADE: 4
READING

BELOW BASIC BASIC PROFICIENT ADVANCED PARTICIPATION RATE

32% 32% 27% 9%
% % “% *%
20% 30% 33% 17%
48% 34% 15% 3%
44% 37% 17% 2%
20% 31% 37% 12%
% % % *%
70% 22% 7% 1% 98
74% 21% 4% 1% 88
43% 36% 18% 3%

MATHEMATICS

BELOWBASIC BASIC PROFICIENT ADVANCED PARTICIPATION RATE

21% 44% 30% 5%
*% ‘% *% *%
12% 31% 42% 15%
40% 46% 13% 1%
28% 51% 20% 1%
12% 41% 40% 7%
*% "% *% *%
49% 39% 10% 2% 98
56% 35% 9% "% 91
29% 48% 21% 2%

GRADE: 8
READING

BELOWBASIC BASIC PROFICIENT ADVANCED PARTICIPATION RATE

27% 40% 29% 4%
% % “% %
19% 39% 34% 8%
42% 41% 16% 1%
35% 43% 20% 2%
18% 39% 38% 5%
*% % % %
59% 33% 8% *% 98
78% 19% 3% "% 89
36% 42% 21% 1%

MATHEMATICS

BELOWBASIC BASIC PROFICIENT ADVANCED PARTICIPATION RATE

31% 38% 24% 7%

*% ‘% % *%
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ASIAN ORNATIVE HAWAIIAN.::

BLACKORAFRICANAMERICA,

HISPANIC OR LATINO

MULTIRACIAL

STUDENTSWITHDISABILITIES

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANT:

18%
48%
41%
20%
‘%
64%
72%

40%

30%
37%
40%
40%
‘%
27%
21%
39%

33%
13%
16%
31%
‘%
8%
6%

17%

19%
2%
3%
9%

1%
1%

4%

99.

94
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TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL ENGLISH LANGUAGE
ARTS AFTER FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION

100 [ District:
75 2011
Cohort
%0 46% | Statewide:
25 7 37% | 2011
5‘;’/° 3‘{/«» 2% 4|/ | Cohort
0 |
1 2
TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL4
ALLSTUDENTS v _ 4 93% 2 5% 1 2% 20 49% 18 44%
| GENERAL EDUCATION o - 39 % < . 2 5 i g »
STUDENTSWITHDISABILITIES 2 % . o . = : o % .
4 % r - . b Y - % B
37 % i i . £ x 5 o
SMALLGROUP TOTAL ', el 93% 2 5% 1 2% 20 49% 18 44%
22 91% 2 9% 0 0% 8 36% 12 55%
19 95% 0 0% 1 5% 12 63% 6 32%
40 % i 3 i 2 b
1 % = B = ) e o 5
24 92% 2 8% 0 0% 12 50% 10 42%
17 94% 0 0% 1 6% 8 a7% 8 47%
1 % F i A 1y R
40 % b E s 8
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TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL MATHEMATICS AFTER
FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION

100

B District:
75 2011
Cohort
50 58% Statewide:
25 0% 3% 2% 5% 27% ?:?)L:m
o P ] g
1 2 4
TOTALTESTED  PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3
ALL STUDENTS » 41 98% 0 0% 1 2% 33, 80% 7A 17%
« ALEDUCATION e 39 % : £ 5 Eh = % B %
2 % 2 = b i x i
4 % i = - =5 2 = = &
37 % 2 L5 & o 2
SMALLGROUP TOT, : 41 98% 0 0% 1 2% 33 80% 7 17%
G 22 100% 0 0% 0 0% 18 82% 4 18%
19 95% 0 0% 1 5% 15 79% 3 16%
40 % i IE = & 1 i 2
1 % 5 e H, Al = e B 2
YDISADVANTAGEIj o 24 100% 0 0% 0 0% 20 83% 4 17%
: NOT ECO;;mlI;‘DISAaDVANTAGED o 17 94% 0 0% 1 6% 13 76% 3 18%
MIGRANT : o 1 % 5 i i - 4 S z
NO'II:‘I\_/IIGRANT e . - 40 %
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TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL GLOBAL HISTORY AND

100
75
50
25

NOTECONOMICALLY

MIGRANT 2

'NOTMIGRANT

| 45%

GEOGRAPHY AFTER FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION

TOTALTESTED

PROFICIENT

LEVEL 1

5%

5%
9%

0%

8%
0%

- o -

LEVEL 2

2%

20

49%

18

B8 District:
2011
Cohort
Statewide:
2011
Cohort

LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4

44%

44%
41%

47%

42%
47%
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TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL U.S. HISTORY AND
GOVERNMENT AFTER FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION

100

I District:
75 2011
Cohort
50 T Statewide:
25 359 2011
2 l/ 4 l/ 0% 4 { | Cohort
0 |
1 2 3
TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4
'ALLSTUDENTS 4 41 98% 1 2% 0 0% 13 32% 27 66%
'GENERALEDUCATION = 39 % - : i 4 = 2 i 4
'STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 2 % % = 2 e 2 = = <
4 % i £ © £ & & o =
37 % 4 AT £ 2l s <
41 98% 1 2% 0 0% 13 32% 27 66%
22 95% 1 5% 0 0% 8 36% 13 59%
19 100% 0 0% 0 0% 5 26% 14 74%
40 % 4 5 = = 2 2 =
18 % 5 i i L & 4 Ll ik
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 24 96% 1 4% 0 0% 10 42% 13 54%
NOTECONOMICALI DVANTAGED 17 100% 0 0% 0 0% 3 18% 14 82%
MIGRANT g % 2% = 2 = L =
NOTMIGRANT P e 40 %
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TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL SCIENCE AFTER FOUR
YEARS OF INSTRUCTION

100 B District:
75 2011
Cohort
50 . Statewide:
o5 2 a9% 2011
0% 3% 5% 4% Cohort
0 I I | |
1 2 3
PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4
e} 95% 0 0% 2 5% 20 49% 19 46%
39 % L i i 2
2 % % 5 i % : L
4 % o g Y “ . 5 - -
37 % 5 2 < i 4 5
4 95% 0 0% 2 5% 20 49% 19 46%
22 91% 0 0% 2 9% 9 41% 11 50%
19 100% 0 0% 0 0% 11 58% 8 42%
40 % = 5 2 5 5 &
1 % 5 2 % 2 - i
24 92% 0 0% 2 8% 12 50% 10 42%
INOTECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED ! 17 100% 0 0% 0 0% 8 47% 9 53%
‘ 1 % 5 2 £ 2 = 5
NOTMIGRANT == 40 % . & . _ : . :
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Regents Examination Results (2014 - 15)

COMPREHENSIVE ENGLISH
REGENTS COMPREHENSIVE ENGLISH

AlisupeNs - ey 60 57 95% 53 88% 20 33%
' 51 49 96% 47 92% 19 37%
9 8 89% 6 67% 1 1%

2 = & 2 ! 2 o

56 b i 5 i o -

2 i - L & 7 ¥

60 57 95% 53 88% 20 33%

26 24 92% 23 88% 12 46%

34 33 97% 30 88% 8 24%

59 5 - L i 2 %

1 i 25 2 % 5 3

32 29 91% 28 88% 12 38%

28 28 100% 25 89% 8 29%

1 £ o z % 0 2

59 s

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS (COMMON CORE)
ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS (COMMON CORE)

TOTALTESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 LEVEL 5

’ALLSI'UDENTS. 1 5 ¥ % 4 o 3 s v = 5
1 it 5 i g - 5 - i “ i

1 e @ i i & = ¥ s & 2

1 s % s 3 ) S ) = & =

1 4 & i 2 o i i & S &

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 1 S . i - > 2 :: i # £
Eco NQM,ICALBI DISADVANTAGED | 1 o = i) 5 23 i % 2 = =
;NOT MIGRANT . _ | 1 5 = 3 2 i
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INTEGRATED ALGEBRA
REGENTS INTEGRATED ALGEBRA

TOTALTESTED

13 11 85% 8 62% 1 8%
GENERALEDUCATION 10 5 5 3 > 5 %
STUDENTS WITHDISABILITIES 3 : : . . ; .
HISPANICORLATINO | 2 : _ 2 _ : .
o 11 . 3 ; 5 5 5

13 1 85% 8 62% 1 8%

7 6 86% 5 71% 1 14%

6 5 83% 3 50% 0 %
INON-ENGLISHLANGUAGE LEARNERS 12 . : 4 . 5 i
ENGLISHLANGUAGE LEARNERS . 1 : 5 5 : . z

‘gcoNEK«CALval;:DVA;ﬂ“G.ED 8 8 100% 6 75% ) 0%

NOTECONOMICALLY DTSI\;\;\NTAGEB’— 5 3 60% 2 40% 1 20%
MiGRANT. 1 s - 5 ; : .

NOTMIGRANT 3 R : 12 Z Y £ £

GEOMETRY
REGENTS GEOMETRY

TOTALTESTED

STUDENTS : 5 18 17 94% 16 89% 3 17%

GENERALEDUCATION 17 < 2 < 2 = s

'STUDENTS WITHDISABILITIES - 1

17 5 - = 5 > =
18 17 94% 16 89% 3 17%
7 6 86% 6 86% 0 0%
1 11 100% 10 91% 3 27%
18 17 94% 16 89% 3 17%
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 3 S : - 5 5 4
NQTECAOB]:)‘MICWAQLLYDISADVANTAGED 3 15 2 i 2 3 5 5
_NQT_MIGR;‘;};_ e 18 17 94% 16 89% 3 17%
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ALGEBRA 2/TRIGONOMETRY
REGENTS ALGEBRA 2/TRIGONOMETRY

TOTAL TESTED

ALLSTUDENTS 20 15 75% 12 60% 2 10%
(GENERALEDUCATION - 20 15 75% 12 60% 2 10%
Ni e 19 Z : 3 : § X
1 2 & i £ s =
20 15 75% 12 60% 2 10%
11 10 91% 9 82% 2 18%
9 5 56% 3 33% 0 0%
'NON—ENGLISHLAEGU&EE].?AELERS e 20 15 75% 12 60% 2 10%
ECONO:;I;HY“DNIQS:\DVANTAGED o 9 6 67% 5 56% 1 11%
| NOTECONOMICALLY DIt Gib . 1 9 82% 7 64% 1 9%
f_thM]GRANT S e 20 15 75% 12 60% 2 10%

ALGEBRA | (COMMON CORE)
ALGEBRA | (COMMON CORE)

TOTALTESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 LEVEL 5

| ALLSTUDENTS \ 3 41 2 5% 1 2% 25 61% 8 20% 5 12%
‘GENERALEDUCA:HON o : i 39 % 5 iz £ < o % 3 = i
_STJBENTSWIT;.EE;BI TIES 2 L 5 & o 3 & 4 3 2 g
ANICORLATING. : ' 3 9 s b 5 4 % s ¥ 3 5

38 - 7 = ok = o 3 it i E

41 2 5% 1 2% 25 61% 8 20% 5 12%

25 1 4% 0 0% 17 68% 4 16% 3 12%

16 1 6% 1 6% 8 50% 4 25% 2 13%

NONENGGS:JNEGREELE;!;@ . 41 2 5% 1 2% 25 61% 8 20% 5 12%
ECONOMICALLYDISADVANTA—GﬂE—I‘)“——“ J 20 1 5% 1 5% 14 70% 3 15% 1 5%
' NOTECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 21 1 5% o] 0% 11: 52% 5 24% 4 19%
NOTMIGRANT - 41 2 5% 1 2% 25 61% 8 20% 5 12%
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GEOMETRY (COMMON CORE)
GEOMETRY (COMMON CORE)

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

17 1 6% 3 18% 9 53% 3 18% 1 6%
16 < i = s g 5 2 Y i >
1 2 - & - = = 2 = = =
1 = z 2 2 5 _ o & : =
16 & i & i % £ s A 5 >
17 1 6% 3 18% 9 53% 3 18% 1 6%
6 0 0% 2 33% 4 67% 0 0% 0 0%
1 1 9% 1 9% 5 45% 3 27% 1 9%
17 1 6% 3 18% 9 53% 3 18% 1 6%
[ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 3 = 5 ) 2 = Z A % o 2
o / ) TG 14 s : : i 4 = i 5 g S
N;}T@GRANT”., e 17 1 6% 3 18% 9 53% 3 18% 1 6%

GLOBAL HISTORY AND GEOGRAPHY
REGENTS GLOBAL HISTORY AND GEOGRAPHY

ALLSTUDENTS ; B 57 49 86% 39 68% 14 25%
é;’.NERALEI;IJ.EZ.I;I-'IMOya~ o 53 o 2 i = s 3
EE 4 : ; ; : : “
4 = & i d 5 -

51 45 88% 37 73% 14 27%

NULTRAGAL 2 : ¢ . . ; ;
AL 6 4 67% 2 33% (0] 0%
28 22 79% 16 57% 6 21%

29 27 93% 23 79% 8 28%

56 ik £ 3 3 X 2

JAGE LEARNERS 1 8 il B & B 2
‘;ZZANOMICALLYb"l‘;ﬂ‘\‘!‘.:\l‘;\’NTAGE‘D‘~ 26 21 81% 15 58% 4 15%
31 28 90% 24 77% 10 32%

1 _ L i = L =

NomMieraNp 6 : : g s " }
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U.S. HISTORY & GOVERNMENT
REGENTS U.S. HISTORY & GOVERNMENT

TOTAL TESTED

.AtLéfUDéNfS‘ e - 56 55 98% 52 93% 27 48%

L 48 48 100% 45 94% 25 52%

‘ 8 74 88% 7 88% 2 25%

HISPANICORLATINO 2 < 3 7 i = =

JHr - ' 52 5 2 i 2 i 3

MULTIRACIAL 2 % E S - 2 ‘

SMALLGROUPTOTAL : 56 55 98% 52 93% 27 48%

FEMAL v . 26 25 96% 24 92% 11 42%

30 30 100% 28 93% 16 53%

55 & i 5 - 4 %

1 = i o 5 i &

ECONOMICALLYDISADVANTAGED ‘ 31 30 97% 27 87% 13 42%

NOTECO 25 25 100% 25 100% 14 56%

MIGRANT 1 i . ¥ _ S =
N(:JTMIGRANT i 5 - 55

LIVING ENVIRONMENT
REGENTS LIVING ENVIRONMENT

TOTAL TESTED

ALLSTUDENTS 46 43 93% 39 85% 15 33%

'GENERALEDUCATION ; 44

42

SMALLGROUP TOTA 46 43 93% 39 85% 15 33%
FEMALE 28 28 100% 24 86% 10 36%
18 15 83% 15 83% 5 28%

45

24 24 88% 17 71% 4 17%
22 22 100% 22 100% 11 50%
MIGRANT 9.

NOTMIGRANT : : 45
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PHYSICAL SETTING/EARTH SCIENCE
REGENTS PHYSICAL SETTING/EARTH SCIENCE

31 29 94% 25 81% 12 39%

30 - N = & S =

1 = 2 £ 2 i >

3 & 2 z £ o =

28 = = = 5 ¥ =
31 29 94% 25 81% 12 39%
19 19 100% 16 84% 8 42%
7 12 10 83% 9 75% 4 33%
‘NON-ENCUSH LANGUAGE LEAR 31 29 94% 25 81% 12 39%
w:AECC)NOMICALLY—DISADVl.\';\I""l;\—anE_“I;——mi—w : 16 15 94% 12 75% 4 25%
NOTE: 1 15 14 93% 13 87% 8 53%
31 29 94% 25 81% 12 39%

PHYSICAL SETTING/CHEMISTRY
REGENTS PHYSICAL SETTING/CHEMISTRY

Vle_S“I'UEN Sammea 22 22 100% 15 68% 3 14%
GENERALEDUCATION A 21 % Y 5 - 5 e
 STUDENTSWITHDISABILITI 1 = o e i i :
wire 21 i G 5 & = =
1 = 5 i & g 5
22 22 100% 15 68% 3 14%
7 7 100% 2 29% 0 0%
15 15 100% 13 87% 3 20%
| NON:ENGLISHLANGUAGELEARNERS 22 22 100% 15 68% 3 14%
ECONOMICALLYDISADVANTAGED. 5 5 100% 2 40% 0 o%
MICALLYE 17 17 100% 13 76% 3 18%
22 22 100% 15 68% 3 14%
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PHYSICAL SETTING/PHYSICS
REGENTS PHYSICAL SETTING/PHYSICS

12 12 100% 11 92% 5 42%
12 12 100% 11 92% 5 42%
12 12 100% 11 92% 5 42%
8 - - = & p= -
3 % 4 - - = - 5 =
deN—ENGusHLANGu 12 12 100% 11 92% 5 42%
ECONOMICALLYDISADVANTAGED 4 B B ) i ¥ i
OTECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED. 8 : - ‘ - ; 2
12 12 100% 11 92% 5 42%
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NEW YORK STATE ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT (NYSAA) RESULTS (2014 - 15)

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

2 % 2 7 s 5,
2 % 2 = 3 5
2 % o = = =
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NEW YORK STATE ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE ACHIEVEMENT TEST (NYSESLAT) RESULTS (2014 - 15)
GRADE 1

GROUP TOTALTESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING = EXPANDING COMMANDING

GRADE 5

GROUP TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING = EXPANDING COMMANDING

GRADE 11

GROUP TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING = EXPANDING COMMANDING
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ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-LEVEL ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: NO

MADE AYP:

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

TESTED 95%

ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

NO 455* 93%*
PI>= EAMO OR SAFE ELESZE?ESJ g?\jE;ETSS RO SAFE HARBOR TARGET
HARBOR TARGET
DAY
89
YES 189 101 89
AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE
MADEAYP: —
L STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

2
Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE Eﬁ;;EL[L)ESI;—LCJ)?\IEI;\]ETDSS EAMO SAFE HARBOR TARGET
HARBOR TARGET DAY

o 1 i ol

BLACK ORAFRICAN AMERICAN

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

O,
It ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS
ENROLLED ON BEDS
DAY

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE

HARBOR TARGET

S5 5 i s

HISPANIC OR LATINO
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MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED 95%

TESTED STUDENTS

R aMO ORATE ENROLLED ON BEDS

HARBOR TARGET

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

O,
IRlED 2o ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS
ENROLLED ON BEDS
DAY

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE
HARBOR TARGET

MADE AYP:

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

TESTED 95% VALID TEST SCORES

NO 388* 94%*

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE ELESCEELE)ESI;— g?\!E;ETSS v SAFE HARBOR TARGET
HARBOR TARGET
DAY
106 106

MADEAYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

1olED 0% ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

i 11 i
SEUSE e |
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Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE TESTED STUDENTS

HARBOR TARGET ENROLLED ON BEDS
DAY

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

STED 959
heliD gl ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

ri--eavoorsate Ml ceoiicoonseos
HARBOR TARGET
DAY
= 27, — i
LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT
MADE AYP: —
TESTED 95% STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES
o 1 ik
TESTED STUDENTS
Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE
HARBOR TARGET ENROLLED ON BEDS EAMO
DAY
i 1 e o
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

MADE AYP: )

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

TES 95%
5D ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

NO 227 93%*

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE ELEI"\?;ELII?ES;LCJ)?\IEQET;S SAFEHARBOR TARGET
HARBOR TARGET

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

NOT AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION

PERCENT OF ENROLLED

STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED

ONBEDS DAY

PERIOD SCORES

451" 94%* 188 101

NOT BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

443" 923%* 184 101

NOT HISPANIC OR LATINO

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

424* 93%* 172 104

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ONBEDS DAY

453" 93%* 188 101

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THETEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

NOT MULTIRACIAL

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION

PERCENT OF ENROLLED

STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED

ONBEDS DAY

PERIOD SCORES

437" 924%™ 184 101
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GENERAL EDUCATION

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED

THE TEST ADMINISTRATION ON BEDS DAY

PERIOD

STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

394" 924%* 162 109

ENGLISH PROFICIENT

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ONBEDS DAY

454* 93%* 188 101

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THETEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

228" 93%* 101 126

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

227 921%* 94 929

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

228" 96%* 95 106

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
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THETEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST ON BEDS DAY _
SCORES

101

454 93%* 188

— 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 students enrolled on BEDS day and during the test administration period, so the Pl, EAMO, and Safe Harbor Target data are suppressed.

*The percentage of students tested in the current 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/district with another opportunity to meet the participation rate criterion.

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-LEVEL MATHEMATICS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY
ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: NO

MADE AYP: ' ©)

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

TESTED 95%

ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

NO 456* 84%*
Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE ELE:(T)TESJ LCJ)IID\JEI;\IETDSS o SAFE HARBOR TARGET
HARBOR TARGET
DAY
86
YES 153 120 86
AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

0,
[ EolED o ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

Pio=enuo0RATe [l o) ep oneeDs
HARBOR TARGET
DAY
Lo 1 s -
BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED 95%
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Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE

HARBOR TARGET

TESTED STUDENTS
ENROLLED ON BEDS — FAMO SAFE HARBOR TARGET
DAY

o 5 Sl i

HISPANIC OR LATINO

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

0,
LESIED 70k ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS

HlastaMOORSAE ENROLLED ON BEDS

HARBOR TARGET

i 14 - i

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

TESTED 95%

ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS
ENROLLED ON BEDS
DAY

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE
HARBOR TARGET

MADE AYP:

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

()
IEoIED 0% ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

NO 388" 84%"

TESTED STUDENTS

SAFE HARBOR TARGET

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE

ENROLLED ON BEDS
DAY

HARBOR TARGET

101
YES 129 128 101
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MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED 95%

TESTED STUDENTS
ENROLLED ON BEDS
DAY

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE
HARBOR TARGET

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

Usagasten ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS

Ehas BANO OR S RE ENROLLED ON BEDS

HARBOR TARGET

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

fE %
olED 90% ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

Pro-EamOORATE I chRoLLEDON BEDS
HARBOR TARGET
DAY
o 1 — —
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED ;

MADE AYP:

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED 95%
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TESTED STUDENTS
ENROLLED ON BEDS
DAY

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE
HARBOR TARGET

YES 67

228"

82%"

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

NOT AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION

PERCENT OF ENROLLED

STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED

ON BEDS DAY

PERIOD SCORES

452 84%* 152 120

NOT BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

444* 84%* 148 124

NOT HISPANIC OR LATINO

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

424* 83%* 139 125

SIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

|

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ONBEDS DAY

454~ 84%* 153 120

STUDENTSENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

NOT MULTIRACIAL

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED

THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST e ER S TUDENT BRROLLED

PERIOD SCORES QN BEDI DAY

438" 84%* 149 120
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GENERAL EDUCATION

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ONBEDS DAY

394" 85%* 133 130

ENGLISH PROFICIENT

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

454* 84%* 152 120

NOTECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ONBEDS DAY

228" 86%* 86 136

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

228" 82%* 7. 144

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THETEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

2287 86%* 76 125

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ONBEDS DAY

DE |
STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
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THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST ON BEDS DAY
PERIOD SCORES

120

152

454* 84%*

— 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 students enrolled on BEDS day and during the test administration period, so the Pl, EAMO, and Safe Harbor Target data are suppressed.

*The percentage of students tested in the current 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/district with another opportunity to meet the participation rate criterion.

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-LEVEL SCIENCE RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY
ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: YES

MADE AYP: YES

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

TESTED 80%

ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

YES o s
TESTED STUDENTS
Pl >=EAMO OR
EAMO PROGRESS TARGET
L e — -
YES 62 184 173 173
AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

[ERIEDE0% ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS
Pl >= EAMO OR
PROGRESS TARGET
PROGRESS TARGET RO T NBEDY
DAY
i 0 i - -
BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

MADE AYP: —

TESTED 80% STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES
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TESTED STUDENTS
ENROLLED ON BEDS
DAY

Pl >=EAMO OR

PROGRESS TARGET

— EAMO PROGRESS TARGET

HISPANIC OR LATINO

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

TESTED 80%
e ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS

Pl >= EAMO OR
RE
PROGRESS TARGET ENROLLSE’\?N BEDS PROGRESS TARGET

e 6 il i fas

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

TESTED 80%

ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS

Pl >= EAMO OR
PROGRESS TARGET
PROGRESS TARGET ENROLLE[X;)N BEDS B

MADE AYP: Y

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

IEaJED 80/ ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

YES 60 90%

Pl >= EAMO OR TESTED STUDENTS

ENROLLED ON BEDS PROGRESS TARGET

PROGRESS TARGET DAY

YES 53 187 180 180
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MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED 80%

TESTED STUDENTS

Bl A OR ENROLLED ON BEDS PROGRESS TARGET

PROGRESS TARGET

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

TESTED 809
TED o0 ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS
Pl >=EAMO OR
PROGRE
B ENROLLED ON BEDS OGRESS TARGET
DY\
o 9 o i i
LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH

TESTED 80%
LED B0k ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS
ENROLLED ON BEDS
DAY

Pl >=EAMO OR
PROGRESS TARGET

PROGRESS TARGET

o 0 o o i

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

MADE AYP: —

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING THE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WITH
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VALID TEST SCORES

TESTED 80%
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TESTED STUDENTS

Hle s EAMOGR ENROLLED ON BEDS PROGRESS TARGET

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

NOT AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED

PERIOD SCORES QNEERS DAY

72 90% 62 184

NOT BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THETEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

69 91% 60 183

NOT HISPANIC OR LATINO

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ONBEDS DAY

66 89% 56 188

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ONBEDS DAY

72 90% 62 184

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ONBEDS DAY

NOT MULTIRACIAL

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THETEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ONBEDS DAY

69 90% 61 184
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GENERAL EDUCATION

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THETEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ONBEDS DAY

61 90% 53 189

ENGLISH PROFICIENT

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

72 90% 62 184

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION
PERIOD

PERCENT OF ENROLLED
STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

41 88% 35 183

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THETEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THETEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

37 = 33 191

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED
THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST
PERIOD SCORES

TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
ON BEDS DAY

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURING PERCENT OF ENROLLED TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED
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THE TEST ADMINISTRATION STUDENTS WITH VALID TEST ON BEDS DAY —
PERIOD SCORES

184

72 90% 62

— 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 students enrolled on BEDS day and during the test administration period, so the Pl, EAMO, and Progress Target data are suppressed.

SECONDARY-LEVEL ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: YES

MADE AYP: YES

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID

TESTED 95%
S] 5% 12TH GRADERS TEST SCORES

YES 100%
PI>= EAMO OR SAFE zoééﬁg(é?mmié? SAFEHARBOR TARGET
HARBOR TARGET
40 155
YES 165 155
AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

MADE AYP: —

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID

0,
TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS TEST SCORES

2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE SAFE HARBOR TARGET
e COHORT MEMBERS
0 L
BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN
MADE AYP: —
. PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID
TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS Gl e
- 0 o
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Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE

HARBORTARGET

2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
COHORT MEMBERS _ EAMO SAFE HARBOR TARGET

0 i

HISPANIC OR LATINO

MADE AYP: —

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID

TESTED 95% 12
5% TH GRADERS TEST SCORES

2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

Bles EAMOOR AtE COHORT MEMBERS

HARBOR TARGET

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

MADE AYP: —

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID

TESTED 959
95% 12TH GRADERS TEST SCORES

2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

i aEAMOORIATE COHORT MEMBERS

HARBOR TARGET

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID
TEST SCORES

TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS

38 s

2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
COHORT MEMBERS

SAFEHARBOR TARGET

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE

HARBOR TARGET

165
YES 167 165
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MADE AYP: —

S PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID
TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS TEST SCORES
0
2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE
EAMO

0 e

SAFE HARBOR TARGET

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

MADE AYP: —

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID
TEST SCORES

2
— o

2 S

TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS

2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

COHORT MEMBERS SAFE HARBOR TARGET

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE

HARBOR TARGET

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT

MADE AYP; —
. PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID
TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS et
i 0 L
PI >= EAMO OR SAFE 20(:1 é:gcR;)ngABBEIgsTY EANIG SAFE HARBOR TARGET
HARBOR TARGET
1 Lo
ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

MADE AYP: —

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID

0,
TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS TEST SCORES
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Pl >=EAMO OR SAFE O ac COMTIABILITY SAFE HARBOR TARGET

HARBOR TARGET COHORT MEMBERS
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RESULTS FOR THE FOLLOWING GROUPS ARE NOT USED TO
DETERMINE AYP.

NOT AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
12TH GRADERS
WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS
41 100% 40 165

NOT BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

12TH GRADERS
COHORT MEMBERS

WITH VALID TEST SCORES

41 100% 40 165

NOT HISPANIC OR LATINO

T BE PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS
38 — 36 167

NOT ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

12 CRADER WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

41 100% 40 165

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

L GRADER: WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

NOTMULTIRACIAL

3 - 4 -

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS

2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

12 RAD
TH GRADERS COHORT MEMBERS

WITH VALID TEST SCORES

41 100% 40 165

GENERAL EDUCATION

12TH GRADERS PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS
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39 — 38 174

ENGLISH PROFICIENT

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
R WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS
41 100% 39 169

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

12TH
CRADERS WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

L THORADERS WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

121 CRADERS WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
ZIHORADERS WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS
0 . 1 -

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

WITH VALID TEST SCORES

RAD
12THG ERS COHORT MEMBERS

41 100% 89 169

— 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 2011
accountability cohort, so Pl, EAMO, and Safe Harbor Target data are suppressed.

SECONDARY-LEVEL MATHEMATICS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY
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ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: YES

MADE AYP: YES

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID

TESTED 959
STED 95% 12TH GRADERS gl

YES 100%

41
Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE zogéﬁg%)&NELABBéssw S SAFE HARBOR TARGET
HARBOR TARGET
153 139

40 139
YES

AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

MADE AYP: —

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID
ESTED 959
0
Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE zoclésgg?al:LABngsTY EAMO SAFEHARBOR TARGET
HARBOR TARGET

(0] =

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

MADE AYP: —

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID
ES 9
TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS TEST SCORES
0
Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE Zocléﬁgg?bNELAgsgth EAMO SAFE HARBOR TARGET
HARBORTARGET

0 il

HISPANIC OR LATINO

MADE AYP: —

Lrcra i st s e sk S R N S O S S S S
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PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID

TEST SCORES

TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS
3

2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

PI>= EAMO OR SAFE SAFE HARBOR TARGET
o COHORT MEMBERS
4 o
ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

MADE AYP: —

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID
0,
TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS TEST SCORES
0
Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE ZOcléﬁgCR_l(?kJ/ll\éIAABBéII;ISTY EAMO SAFE HARBOR TARGET
HARBOR TARGET

0 s

MADE AYP: Vi

. PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID
TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS e i
38
150 150

2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE
HARBOR TARGET

COHORT MEMBERS

36 149

YES

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID

o,
TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS TEST SCORES

Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE Dbt COUNTRRlLITY SAFE HARBOR TARGET

HARBOR TARGET COHORT MEMBERS
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i 9 —_— — o
MADE AYP: —
TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID

TEST SCORES

2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

Pl EAMOOR ahE COHORT MEMBERS

HARBOR TARGET

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT

MADE AYP: —

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID
TE %
STED 95% 12TH GRADERS TEST SCORES
0

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

MADE AYP: —

. PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS WITH VALID
TESTED 95% 12TH GRADERS TEST SCORES
23
Pl >= EAMO OR SAFE 20(:1 éﬁgg?&l;LABBéEgY
HARBOR TARGET

2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

Rlas s MOPRAEE COHORT MEMBERS

HARBOR TARGET

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

NOT AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
1ZIICRADERS WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS
41 100% 40 153
NOT BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN
PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
12 DE
THORAERS WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS
41 100% 40 153
NOT HISPANIC OR LATINO
PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
12TH GRAD
= 2R WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS
38 — 36 150

NOT ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

12IHORADERS WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

41 100% 40 153

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

(2THGRADERS WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

NOT MULTIRACIAL

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
el o WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS
41 100% 40 153

GENERAL EDUCATION

12TH GRADERS PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS
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39 — 38 158

ENGLISH PROFICIENT

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

L2 THORADERS WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

41 100% 39 154

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

AR WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY
i CRADEES WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS
20 — 19 e

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

L HORAD WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

12THORADER: WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

19TH GRADERS PERCENT OF 12TH GRADERS 2011 ACCOUNTABILITY

WITH VALID TEST SCORES COHORT MEMBERS

41 100% 39 154

— 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 2011
accountability cohort, so Pl, EAMO, and Safe Harbor Target data are suppressed.

UNWEIGHTED COMBINED ELA AND MATH PIS

ALL STUDENTS
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ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-

LEVELELAPI

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-
LEVELELAPI

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-
LEVEL MATH PI

UNWEIGHTED
COMBINED PI

SECONDARY-LEVELELA SECONDARY-LEVEL
Pl MATH PI

AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-

LEVEL MATH PI

UNWEIGHTED
COMBINED PI

SECONDARY-LEVELELA SECONDARY-LEVEL
Pl MATH PI

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-

LEVEL ELA PI

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-
LEVELMATHPI

UNWEIGHTED
COMBINEDPI

SECONDARY-LEVEL ELA SECONDARY-LEVEL
Pl MATH PI

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-

LEVELELAPI

HISPANIC OR LATINO

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-
LEVEL MATH PI

UNWEIGHTED
COMBINED PI

SECONDARY-LEVELELA SECONDARY-LEVEL
Pl MATH PI

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-
LEVELELA PI

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-
LEVELELAPI

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-
LEVEL MATH PI

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE-
LEVEL MATH PI

UNWEIGHTED
COMBINED PI

SECONDARY-LEVELELA SECONDARY-LEVEL
Pl MATH PI

UNWEIGHTED
COMBINED PI

SECONDARY-LEVELELA SECONDARY-LEVEL
PI MATH PI
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ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE- ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE- SECONDARY-LEVEL ELA SECONDARY-LEVEL UNWEIGHTED
LEVELELAPI LEVEL MATH PI Pl MATH PI COMBINED PI

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE- ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE- SECONDARY-LEVELELA SECONDARY-LEVEL UNWEIGHTED
LEVELELAPI LEVEL MATH PI Pl MATH PI COMBINED PI

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE- ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE- SECONDARY-LEVELELA SECONDARY-LEVEL UNWEIGHTED
LEVELELAPI LEVEL MATH PI Pl MATH PI COMBINED PI

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE- ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE- SECONDARY-LEVELELA SECONDARY-LEVEL UNWEIGHTED

LEVEL ELA PI LEVEL MATH PI Pl MATH PI COMBINED PI

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

OVERALL GRADUATION RATE FOR ACCOUNTABILITY

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: YES

MADE AYP MADEAYP
YES e
BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN HISPANIC OR LATINO
MADE AYP MADEAYP
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MADE AYP MADE AYP
S YES
TR
MADE AYP MADE AYP
MADE AYP MADE AYP

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

FOUR-YEAR GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL COHORT FOR ACCOUNTABILITY

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: YE

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET
COHORT

AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE
Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATETOTAL GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

COHORT

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN
Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2010 FOUR-YEAR

GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

COHORT
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HISPANIC OR LATINO

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET
COHORT

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET
COHORT

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion:

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET
COHORT

Met Graduation-Rate Criteri

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

COHORT
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STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATETOTAL GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET
COHORT

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATETOTAL GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

COHORT

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

COHORT

YES Graduation rate is equal to or greater than the State Standard or the group's Progress Target.
NO Graduation rate is less than the State Standard and the group's Progress Target.
— There were fewer than 30 students in the cohort.

FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL COHORT FOR ACCOUNTABILITY

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion:

2009 FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-
RATETOTAL COHORT GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

70 of 76



AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2009 FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-
RATETOTAL COHORT GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2009 FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-
RATETOTAL COHORT GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

HISPANIC OR LATINO

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion; —

2009 FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-
RATETOTAL COHORT GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2009 FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-
RATETOTAL COHORT GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion:
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2009 FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-
RATETOTAL COHORT GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2009 FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-
RATETOTAL COHORT GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2009 FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-
RATETOTAL COHORT GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion: —

2009 FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-
RATETOTAL COHORT GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

Met Graduation-Rate Criterion:

2009 FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-

PROGRESS TARGET

GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD

RATETOTAL COHORT
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YES Graduation rate is equal to or greater than the State Standard or the group's Progress Target.
NO Graduation rate s less than the State Standard and the group's Progress Target.
— There were fewer than 30 students in the cohort.

GRADUATION RATES FOR NON-AYP GROUPS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY

FOUR-YEAR GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT

NOT AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT

NOT BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

GRADUATION RATE

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATETOTAL
COHORT

NOT HISPANIC OR LATINO

GRADUATION RATE

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT

NOT ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

GRADUATION RATE

2010 FOUR-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT

GRADUATION RATE

NOT WHITE

FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT

NOT AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKA NATIVE

2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT

GRADUATION RATE

NOT BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT

GRADUATION RATE

NOT HISPANIC OR LATINO

2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT

GRADUATION RATE

NOT ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER

2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT

GRADUATION RATE

NOTWHITE
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2010 FOUR-YEAR 2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE
COHORT COHORT

NOT MULTIRACIAL

2010 FOUR-YEAR 2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE
COHORT COHORT

GENERAL EDUCATION GENERAL EDUCATION

2010 FOUR-YEAR 2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATETOTAL GRADUATION RATE GRADUATION-RATETOTAL GRADUATION RATE

COHORT COHORT

ENGLISH PROFICIENT ENGLISH PROFICIENT

2010 FOUR-YEAR 2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATETOTAL GRADUATION RATE GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE
COHORT COHORT

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED

2010 FOUR-YEAR 2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATETOTAL GRADUATION RATE GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE
COHORT COHORT

2010 FOUR-YEAR 2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATETOTAL GRADUATION RATE GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE

COHORT COHORT
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FEMALE FEMALE

2010 FOUR-YEAR 2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT COHORT

GRADUATION RATE

MIGRANT MIGRANT

2010 FOUR-YEAR 2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT COHORT

GRADUATION RATE

NOT MIGRANT NOT MIGRANT

2010 FOUR-YEAR 2009 FIVE-YEAR
GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL GRADUATION RATE GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL
COHORT COHORT

GRADUATION RATE

— There were fewer than 30 students in the cohort.

Graduation Rates for Regents with Advanced Designation and CTE Endorsement for Accountability

Percentage of 2010 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort members who graduated as of August 31, 2014 with:

|
L Lo TR A ANGED PERCENTAGE IN THIS DISTRICT EXCEEDED

REGENTS DIPLOMA WITH AN ADVANCED
DESIGNATION (STATEWIDE) STATEWIDE

DESIGNATION (THIS DISTRICT)

REGENTS DIPLOMA WITH CTE PERCENTAGE IN THIS DISTRICT EXCEEDED

ENDORSEMENT (STATEWIDE)

STATEWIDE

REGENTS DIPLOMA WITH CTE
ENDORSEMENT (THIS DISTRICT)
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