East Islip Schools

oOur mission is to celebrate our
students’ uniqueness and maximiz
their ablility to attain excellence as
guide and prepare them to become
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Tonight's Goals

1 UnderstandNew York State Regents Reform
Agenda

+ ReviewEast Islip Student Data Grade8 3

+ Supportfor Student Achievement
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Commissioner John King's
“Back to School” Message

v For studentswork hard, get smart.

v For parentstake this year as an opportunity to dive
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v For teachers and principalshere is the work ahead of
Implementing the new Common Core Standards to
ensure that students graduate from high school career
and collegeready.

v We have the opportunlty to raise student achievement
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Regents Reform Act 2010

} Increase Proficiency Levels
+ Prevent Need for College Remediation
} Increase Level of Rigor

} Improve College and Career Readiness




College and Career Readiness

U All State assessments (grade$? are
designed to gauge whether each student Is
prepared for college and/or a career.

U Theserequirements area mechanism for
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U This is a signal to highestitutions and
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graduates are collegand careewready.
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Statewide Assessment Changes
2010-2011

} Broader and deeper content coverage:

BQuestions will not be released, making
tests less predictable and ensuring more
comprehensive student readiness

BMore multiple choice questions, to
better measure ranges of student
performance

BAdded essawriting on Grades 3,5 & 7

English exams ,
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A Message from
Asst. Commissioner Ira Schwartz
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of NCLB, many districts will find that
schools in their district have been
identified [as a school in need of
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3-8 Assessments: 2010-2011

Reqguired Assessments:
 ELA3-8

1 Math 3-8

1 Sciencel &8 (Currently Under Embargo)

Performancel.evels

Raw points are converted to a scaled score which are then converted
into a performance level based upon cut scores determineNY$ED

Level 4. Meeting Learning Standards with Distinction
Level3: Meeting Learnin@tandards

Level 2: Partially Meeting LearniSgandards
Levell: Not Meeting Learning Standards
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Regents Reform Act
2009-2011 School Years
Change in 3-8 Cut Scores

Grade | 2009 2010 2011 Grade | 2009 | 2010 2011
3 650 662 663 3 _ 684
4 650 668 671 4 650 676 676
5 650 666 668 5 - 674 -
6 650 662 662 6 650 674 674
7 _ 665 7 650 670 670
8 650 658 658 8 650 673 674

ELA Proficiency Math Proficiency



Comparison of ELA

Cut Score Changes
2007-2011

Proficient 20092010
Using Former
CutScores

Proficient 20162011
Using Former
CutScores

Proficient
20102011

Proficient Proficient Proficient
Grade 20072008 20082009 20092010

82.64%
87.08%
88.32%
82.38%
86.20%

66.44%

88.58%
89.18%
93.81%
90.76%
92.00%

80.58%

64.55%
74.50%
72.11%
71.65%
65.51%

72.14%

90.30%
94.03%
93.68%
94.21%
89.57%

83.83%

73.49%
72.56%
71.84%
75.77%
63.08%

61.80%

89.76%
91.46%
96.12%
91.32%
93.60%

77.71%
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Comparison of Math

Cut Score Changes
2007-2011

Proficient 20162011
Using Former
CutScores

Proficient 20092010
Using Former
CutScores

Proficient
20102011

Proficient Proficient Proficient

Grade 20072008 20082009 20092010

97.66%

97.20%

94.57%

91.29%

93.25%

87.19%

98.97%

96.35%

96.59%

89.70%

96.52%

94.00%

69.18%

77.67%

81.32%

71.43%

81.17%

68.83%

98.49%

98.33%

86.58%

94.83%

94.23%

93.52%

77.54%

73.78%

83.50%

73.98%

82.03%

79.58%

99.10%

95.73%

97.73%

93.88%

95.65%

95.49%
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State Assessment Comparative Data

o Since the initial administration of the State assessments
In 1999, we have been able to compare our results from

year to year.

u Since 2010, the significant changes to the cut scores
makes it difficult to compare the data longitudinally.

u By 2014, Race to the Top rec

uires that all student group

reach the same Annual Measureable Objective. From

that point forward the data wi
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| be comparable.




New York State Assessment Statistics

1 The percentage of students scoring at Level 4 in bot
ELA and mathdecreased statewide
BOnthe ELA exam, 3.5% of students across graekes 3
combined score@t Level 4 (down from 10.2% last
year).
Bln math, 23% scored at Leveldownfrom 24.7% last
year).
1 14.5% of Students with Disabllities (SWDs) statewid
met or exceeded th@ew ELAoroficiency standard
(down from 15.2% last year) across grades

} 26.9% ofSWDs met or exceeded the standard "

. math (up from 24.6% last year).




Accountability Sub-Groups

Performan .
eriormance District | CES| JFk | RCK | TP MS
Accountability Groups
All Students YES YES YES YES YES YES
American Indian/
AlaskanNative

Black/African American

Hispanic/Latino YES YES YES YES
Multiracial YES

White YES YES YES YES YES YES
Students with Disabilities YES YES YES YES
Limited English Proficiency

Economically Disadvantaged YES YES YES YES YES
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New York State

Grade 3-8
ELA Assessment
Results
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New York State ELA 2011
Grade 3-5 Assessment Results
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East Islip 2011 ELA

Grade 3-5 Assessment Results
Students With Disabilities
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New York State ELA Assessment Results
Three Year Comparison Grades 3-5
Percentage of Students Achieving Proficiency

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
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LOCEll Comparison The East Islip Schools
| t d
Grade 3 ELA 2I(Iasecthi)ecljlsoir? rtr?;«f:ﬁp
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The East Islip Schools

Local Comparlson are equal to or exceed
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