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Teaching -
Regular School

CHENANGO VALLEY CSD

Salaries for all regular classroom
teachers, teacher aides, substitutes,
and costs of classroom textbooks,
supplies, equipment and contractual
expenses.

2012-2013 PROPO

8,126,618 8,464,803 $ 338,185
Salaries for teachers and teacher aides
Instruction - |for pupils with special education needs,
Special costs of supplies, equipment and
Programs contractual expenses for these
REDET 2,884,590 3,006,748| § 212,158
Salaries for librarians, teacher aides,
Instructional and-computer tec-hnology staff;
. equipment, supplies and contractual
Media . . .
costs including computer-assisted
instruction. 1,369,762 1,378,452| $ 8,690
Salaries for guidance department,
upil Personnel |registered nurses, psychologists and
Services social workers, related supplies and
contractual expenses.
943,183 979,853| $ 36,670
Co-Curricula
.u. ,I = Salaries for Athletic personnel including
Activities & : '
coaches and advisors for extracurricular
Interscholastic activities
Athletics 568,238 521,078| S (47,160)
Costs for transportation including
Transportation [salaries, supplies, equipment, and
contractual expenses 1,058,288 1,013,492 S (44,796)
Interfund District support of the school Itfnch
. . |program and the summer special
Transfer-Special . = s
: education program. Reduction in this
Aid Fund and | )
. line as a result of the cafeteria no
Cafeteria Fund . S
longer needing district support 58,500 18,500| $ (40,000)
Community . . .
R Salaries for community swim program.
Services 7,300 7,300( S -
These benefits are required by law or
contract and include items like
Employee ) ; .
, retirement, social security, workers
Benefits I
compensation, insurance, etc. for
employees in the instructional area. $ 339,534
¢ 803,280




CHENANGO VALLEY CSD

2012-2013 PROPOSE
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Board of District Clerk salary, election supplies,
Education memberships and conferences.
43,107 41,167 (1,940)
Salaries for Superintendent, Assistant
District Superintendent, and secretaries;
Administration |supplies, memberships and
conferences. 337,341 344,526 7,185
i . |salaries for Personnel and Business
Business Office . . .
. Office; audit, legal and fiscal agent
& Finance
expenses. 588,580 579,312 (9,268)
Insurances, printing and postage, public
Central Services |information, and BOCES administrative
e 431,972 407,638 (24,334)
Supervision/ |Salaries for Principals, secretarial staff,
Curriculum |supplies, memberships and
Development |conferences. 602,509 615,134 12,625
These benefits are required by law or
contract, including retirement, social
Employee . ) )
security, workers’ compensation,
Benefits l .
insurance, etc. for employees in the
20,390
4,658




CHENANGO VALLEY CSD

. Salaries for Director of Facilities,
Operations and i )
. maintenance, and custodial staffs;
Maintenance . . -

supplies, equipment, and utility costs.
2,304,681 2,208,499 S (96,182)

Debt Service Annual bond redemption and interest
Fot, 3,471,709 3,284,757| $  (186,952)

These benefits are required by law or

contract and include items such as
Employee retirement, social security, workers’
Benefits compensation, and insurance for
employees in the maintenance and
erations area.
Ppenatiopsiare 759,173 725730| $  (33,443)
Refund of Taxes |Small claims assessment changes.
- 7,500 S -
Lomponent Totaia s | s (316,576)
¢

S 491,361

Tax Levy Real property taxes and STAR rebates.
17,832,711 18,187,668 | S 354,957
State Aid Includes all state aid sources
12,194,400 12,235,329 | S 40,929
All oth
Other Revenue Il other re.venue other than tax levy
and state aid. 807,544 876,220 | $ 68,676
Appropriated [Excess fund balance used to reduce the
Fund Balance |[tax levy for the following year.
450,000 450,000 | S -
Appropriated
ppropriate Planned use of District Reserves
Reserves 557,000 583,800 | $ 26,800
" Total Revenues 41 S | $ 491,361




SDL: 0390 LEA: 030701060000

The New York State School Report Card
Fiscal Accountability Supplement

for
Chenango Valley Central School District

New York State Education Law and the Commissioner's Regulations require the attachment of the NYS School
Report Card to the public school district budget proposal. The 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.

2009-2010 School Year General Education Special Education
This Instructional Expenditures | $16,584,742 $5,589,842
School Pupils 1,844 263
District Expenditures Per Pupil $8,994 $21,254
Similar Instructional Expenditures $1,481,223,830 $557,598,918
District | Pupils | 161,588 24572
Group [ Expenditures Per Pupil $9,167 $22,692
Total of All | Instructional Expenditures $30,088,158,593 $11,362,166,093
School  I'p 5515 2,709,505 422,576
Districtsin | — — | | e
NY State | Expenditures Per Pupil $11,105 $26,888
Similar District Group Description: High Need/Resource Capacity Rural

Instructional Expenditures for General Education are K-12 expenditures for classroom instruction (excluding Special Education) plus a pro-
ration of building level administrative and instructional support expenditures. These expenditures include amounts for instruction of stu-
dents with disabilities in a general education setting. District expenditures, such as transportation, debt service, and district-wide adminis-
tration, 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. 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 trans-
portation, 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 2009-10 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 stu-
dents with disabilities may include both general and special education expenditures. Special education services provided in the general ed-
ucation classroom may benefit students not classified as having disabilities.

This School Similar District Total of All School
2Roee g OoheoiRuear District Group Districts in NY State
Total Expenditures Per Pupil $17,054 $18,515 $19,921

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 Educa-
tion and Special Education Instructional Expenditures does not equal the Total Expenditures.

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).



SDL: 0390 LEA: 030701060000

The New York State School Report Card
Information about Students with Disabilities

for
Chenango Valley Central School District

New York State Education Law and the Commissioner's Regulations require the attachment of the NYS School
Report Card to the public school district budget proposal. The regulations require reporting students with disabi-
lities 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 re-
quired percentages for this district are reported below.

Student Counts as of This School District Similar District | Total of All School
October 6, 2010 Group Districts in NY State
Student Placement -- Count of Percentage of | Percentage of Percentage of
Percent of Time Inside |Students with | Students with | Students with Students with
Regular Classroom Disabilities Disabilities Disabilities Disabilities

80% or more 157 65.7% 56.1% 56.2%

40% to 79% 37 15.5% 20.6% 11.9%

Less than 40% 41 17.2% 21.1% 23.0%
Separate Settings 3 1.3% 1.6% 6.0%

Other Settings 1 0.4% 0.5% 2.9%

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 October 6, 2010. The percentages represent the amount of time students with
disabilities are in general education class-rooms, 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

2010-11 School Year This School Similar District Total of All School
District Group Districts in NY State
Special Ed Classification Rate 12.9% 13.9% 13.0%

This rate is a ratio of the count of school-age students with disabilities (ages 4-21) to the total enroliment 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 edu-cation 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 Group Description: High Need/Resource Capacity Rural

Similar District Groups are identified according to the Need-to-Resource-Capacity Index. More information about this
categorization is on the Internet at: hitp://www.p12.nysed.govlirs/accountability/2011-12/NeedResourceCapacitylndex.pdf




Property Tax Report Card 2011-2012 - Page 1
030701 - CHENANGO VALLEY CSD Official - as of 04/17/2012 08:59 AM

Important Note: Chapter 97 of the Laws of 2011 requires school districts to report data elements necessary to
calculate a Property Tax Levy Limit. Data elements for the Property Tax Report Card have been renamed and
redefined in accordance with these changes. Please see http://www.p12.nysed.qov/mgtserv/propertytax/taxcap/
for additional guidance.

Form Due - April 21, 2012

School District Contact [MR. DAVID GILL |
Person:
School District Telephone |so7-762-5a1o |
Number:
Budgeted Proposed Budget 2012-13 Percent
201112 (B) Change
(A) (€)
Total Proposed Spending (31,841,655 | [32,333,016 | 154 %
School Tax Levy Limit1 [17.730,515 |
Permissible Exclusions to [575,630 |
the School Tax Levy Limit!
Proposed School Year Tax [17,612,038 |
Levy

(not including Permissible
Exclusions to the School

Tax Levy Limit)!

Proposed School Year Tax [17,832,711 [18,187,668 12 1.99 %
Levy

(including Permissible
Exclusions to the School

Tax Levy Limit 1)

Public School Enrollment  [1,776 | [1,776 | 000 %
Consumer Price Index 32 %

1 Note that these items apply only to Column (B) - Proposed Budget 2012-13 for this year.

2 |f the Proposed School Year Tax Levy in 2012-13 (including Permissible Exclusions to the School Tax Levy Limitin
2012-13) exceeds the sum of the School Tax Levy Limit for 2012-13 and Permissible Exclusions to the School Tax
Levy Limit in 2012-13, approval of 60% or more of the qualified voters present and voting is required.

Actual 2011-12 Estimated 2012-13
(D) (E)

Adjusted Restricted Fund  [3,204,513 | [3,215,130 |
Balance
Assigned Appropriated 450,000 | 450,000 |
Fund Balance
Adjusted Unrestricted Fund  [1,213,923 | [1,258,788 |
Balance j
Adjusted Unrestricted Fund 381 % 388 %
Balance as a ' )

Percent of the Total Budget
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Submittal Form for Estimated Salaries in the Budget for the 2012-2013 School Year
(Form Due - May 7, 2012)

Sections 1608 and 1716 of the Education Law
(Please read the instructions and definitions before completing this form.)

Title Salary Employee Benefits Other
Remuneration

1. [Superintendent of Schools | [110,780 | [29.857 N |

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

[INTERIM ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT | [88.756 | 34,008 [l
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TR RN

Date: April 24, 2012
Taxing Jurisdiction: Chenango Valley C.S.D.

Fiscal Year Begining: July 1, 2012

Total equalized value in taxing jurisdiction: $ 840,986,521

. LOCAL GOVERNMENT EXEMPTION IMPACT REPORT
(for local use only -- not to be filed with NYS Department of Taxation & Finance - Office of Real Property Tax Services)

RP-495 PILOT (9/08)

Exemption Statutory Number of Payments in Lieu of
Code Exemption Description Authority Exemptions Taxes (PILOTSs)
(Column A) (Column B) (Column C) {Column D) (Column E)
18020 Municipal Ind.Develop.Agency RPTL 412-a 15 $62,520.00
Totals 15 $62,520.00




District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL
SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Superintendent THOMAS DOUGLAS

Telephone (607) 762-6820

Grades PK-12

Regents Exams
All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above:
55 65 B5 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive English 2010-11 141 95% 87% 38% 111 100% 95% 48% 30 77% 53% 0%
20009-10 134 94% 86% 28% 108 98% 93% 34% 26 T7% 58% 0%
2008-09 166 99% 94% 31% 147 99% 97% 35% 19 95% 68% 0%
Integrated Algebra 2010-11 134 91% 85% 19% 102 98% 96% 25% 32 69% 50% 0%
2009-10 155 94% 89% 17% 127 98% 95% 21% 28 9% 61% 0%
2008-09 180 Yti% 93% 11% 157 99% Q7% 13% 23 91% 65% 0%
Geometry 2010-11 98 100% 97% 26% 95 = = a 3 = - -
200G-10 91 99% 93% 22% 90 1
2008-04 0 ¢} 0
Algebra 2/Trigonometry 2010-11 70 91% 81% 31% 69 = - = 1 = - -
200910 0 0 0
2008-00  N/A - N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/A - N/JA N/A N/JA  N/A  N/A  N/A
Global History 2010-11 155 95% 81% 37T% 121 99% 95% 46% 34 79% 32% 3%
and Geography 2009-10 159 BS5% 76% 42% 126 94% B7% 51% 33 52% 36% 9%
2008-09 140 91% 86% 16% 118  95% 91% 42% 22 68% 59% 5%
U.S. History 2010-11 136 99% 94% 62% 112 100% 97% 71% 24 96% T9% 21%
and Government 2009-10 123 98% 95% 61% 103 98% 98% 69% 20  95% B80% 20%
2008-09 173  99% 96% 55% 148 100% 97% 63% 25 96% B8% 8%
Living Environment 2010-11 158 99% 96% 56% 134 99% 97% 63% 24 100% 88% 17%
2000-10 132 96% 91% 38% 101 100% 100%  49% 31 84% 61% 3%
2008-049 146 98% 95% 38% 132 98% 98% 42% 14 93% 64% 7%
Physical Setting/ 2010-12 123 93% 85% 37% 103 96% 90% 42% 20 T75% 55% 10%
Emrth Schence 2009-10 154 94% 88% 2T% 132 95% 89% 31% 22 86% T1T% 5%
2008-09 142 85% 3% 2T% 105 91% 83% 33% i7 65% 43% 11%
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2010-11 66 100% 95% 20% 66 100% 95% 20% 0
2000—10 66 97T% 6% 9% 66 97% &% 9% 0
2008-09 95 88% 7% % 92 - - 3
Physical Setting/Physics 2010-11 20 85% B85% 25% 20 85% B85% 25% 0
2009-10 22 100% 91% 2% 22 100% 91% 27% 0
2008-09 26 88% T7% 23% 25 1

NOTE
1e — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
Jata for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students,

March 17, 2012 Page 1



District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Regents Exams

All Students

General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Total

Tested scoring at or above:

Percentage of students

Total

Tested scoring at or above:

Percentage of students

Total

Percentage of students
Tested scoring at or above:

55 65 85 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive French 2010-11 14 100% 100% 79% 14 100% 100% 79% 0
2009-10 27 100% 100% 85% 27 100% 100% 85% 0
2008-09 19 100% 100% 89%% 19 100% 100% 89% 0
Comprehensive Italian 2010-11 0 0
2009-10 0
2008-09 0
Comprehensive Spanish 2010-11 28 100% 100% 86% 28 100% 100% 86% 0
2009-10 20 100% 100% 80% 20 100% 100% 80% 0
2008-09 43 100% 100% B86% 43 100% 100% 86% 0

NOTE

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,

data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

March 17, 2012
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District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Regents Competency Tests

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:

Mathematics 2010-11 38 63% 7 100% 31 55%

2009-10 I 43% 0 7 43%

2008-09 22 86% 0 22 86%

Science 2010-11 16 44% 1 = 15 =

2009-10 9 22% 0 9 22%

2008-09 0 -

Reading 2010-11 11 3% 0 11 73%
2009-10 14 43% 1 13

2008-09 22 45% 0 22 45%

Writing 2010-11 5 100% 0 100%

2009-10 5 60% 0 60%

2008-09 22 73% 0 22 3%

Global Studies 2010-11 17 24% 0 17 24%
2009-10 19 32% 1 - 18
2008-09 9 44% 1 8

U.S. History 2010-11 3 = 0 3 -
nd Government 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 2 0 2

NOTE
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

March 17, 2012 Page 3



District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

New York State English as a Second Language

Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level:
Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof.

Listening 2010-11 1 = . - = 1 - - - - 0

and Speaking  ,5549-10 3 - - B - 3 -~ . . - 0

(GradesK-1) o 05 5 0% 20% 60% 20% 5 0% 20% 60% 20% O

Reading 2010-11 1 = S - - 1 N = N = 0

and Writing 2009-10 3 - B - - 3 - - - - 0

(GradesK-1) o o 5 80% 20% 0% 0% 5 80% 20% 0% 0% O

Listening 2010-11 5 0% 0% 20% BO% 5 0% 0% 20% B80% 0

and Speaking  ,,4g-10 4 4 0

(Grades 2-4) 2008-09 4 - 4 0

Reading 2010-11 5 0% 40% 60% 0% 5 0% 40% 60% 0% 0

and Writing 2009-10 4 4 = ' 0

(Grades2-4) 509 4 - 4 0

Listening 2010-11 1 - = = = 1 = = = = 0

nd Speaking ;50910 il 1 0

(Grades 5-6) 2008-09 il 1 0

Reading 2010-11 1 = = - - 1 & = — - 0

and Writing 2009-10 1 1 0

(Brades.2rs) 2008-09 1 1 0

Listening 2010-11 1 = = - - 1 == = = . 0

and Speaking 40910 0 0 0

(Grades 7-8) 2008-09 a 0 0

Reading 2010-11 1 = - = = 1 = - = - 0

and Writing 2009-10 0 0 0

(Grades 7-8) oo 0 0 0

Listening 2010-11 0 0 0

and Speaking  ,509-10 0 0 0

(Grades 9-12) 2008-09 0 0 o

Reading 2010-11 0 0 0

and Writing 2009-10 0 0 0

(Grades 9-12) 200809 0 5 0

NOTE

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

March 17, 2012

Page 4



District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Statewide 2010-11 Results on the National Assessment of
Educational Progress (NAEP)

% Below Basic % Basic % Proficient % Advanced
Grade 4 Reading 32% 33% 26% 9%
Grade 8 Reading 24% 41% 31% 4%
Grade 4 Mathematics 20% 44% 31% 5%
Grade B Mathematics 30% 40% 23% 7%

Statewide 2010-11 NAEP Participation Rates for LEP Students
and Students with Disabilities

Participation Rate

Grade 4 Reading
Limited English Proficient 84%
Students with Disabilities 85%
Grade 8 Reading
Limited English Proficient TT%
Students with Disabilities 84%
Grade 4 Mathematics
Limited English Proficient 91%
Students with Disabilities 90%
Grade 8 Mathematics
Limited English Proficient 92%
Students with Disabilities 91%
NOTE

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), developed in 1968, is a nationally representative assessment of the performance of United States’ students in
mathematics, reading, science, writing, the arts, civics, economics, geography, and U.S. history. Teachers, principals, parents, policymakers, and researchers use NAEP results
to assess progress and develop ways to improve education in the United States.
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District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

2007 Total Cohort Performance on
Regents Exams After Four Years

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
= € €
o QL [}
v E v E v E
2% Percentage of 2 o Percentage of 2o Percentage of
O c . C c . o c :
O u students scoring: O uw  students scoring: O w students scoring:
55-64 65-84 85-100 55-64 ©65-84 85-100 55-64 65-84 85-100
Global History 135 7% 46% 36% 111 4% 48% 42% 24 21% 38% 1%
and Geography
U.S. History 135 2% 32% 56% 111 1% 28% 64% 24 8% 50% 17%
and Government
Science 135 3% 49% 38% 111 0% 50% 44% 24 1% 46% 8%

New York State Alternate Assessments (NYSAA) 2010-11
All Students

Total Number of students scoring
Tested at Level:

1 2 3 4

Secondary Level The New York State Alternate Assessment (NYSAA)
- - - - is for students with severe cognitive disabilities. Resulis

£nglish Language Arts 2 ! ; ;

Mathematics P _ . . _ for studenfcs taking the NYSAA in English language ?rts,
) ] mathematics, and science at the elementary and middle

Social Studies 2 = = - = levels are available in the Accountability and Overview

Science 2 = ws . - Report part of The New York State Report Card.

NOTE

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

High School Completers

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Graduates of Students of Graduates of Students of Graduates
Total Graduates 2010-11 118 101 17
200910 170 146 24
2008-09 161 144 17
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2010-11 103 87% 96 95% 7 41%
2009-10 155 91% 141 7% 14 58%
2008-09 150 Q395 141 9% 9 53%
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2010-11 48 41% a7 AT% 1 6%
with Advanced Designation  ,54.10 90 53% 87 60% 3 13%
2008-09 73 45% 72 50% 1 6%
Receiving an 2010-11 0 0 0
Individualized Education 2009-10 8 N/A 0 8 N/A
Program (IEP) Diploma 2008-09 5 N/A 0 5 N/A
NOTE Students receiving Regents diplomas and Regents diplomas with advanced designation are considered graduates; recipients of IEP diplomas are not.
High School Noncompleters
All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students
Dropped Out 2010-11 2 0% 2 0% 0 0%
2009-1.0 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
2008--09 2 0% 2 0% 0 0%,
Entered Approved High School 2010-11 13 2% 9 2% 4 3%
Equivalency Preparation 2009-10 3 L% G 1% 9 1%
Program 200809 8 1% 6 1% 2 2%
Total Noncompleters 2010-11 15 2% 11 2% 4 3%
2000--10 3] 1% [ 1% 2 1%
200809 10 1% 8 1% 2 2%
Post-secondary Plans of 2010-11 Completers
All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students
To 4-year College 37 31% 35 35% 2 12%
To 2-year College 60 51% 51 50% 9 53%
To Other Post-secondary 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To the Military 7 6% 6 6% 1 6%
To Employment 11 9% 8 8% 3 18%
‘o Adult Services 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
(0o Other Known Plans 3 3% 1 1% 2 12%
Plan Unknown 0 0% 0 0% Q 0%
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School PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL
SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 03-07-01-06-0004

Principal JAMES PRITCHARD

Telephone (607) 779-4736

Grades PK-3

Regents Exams
All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above:
55 65 85 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive English 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Integrated Algebra 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 6]
2008-09 0 0 0
Geometry 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0} 0 0
Algebra 2/Trigonometry 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 (0] 0] 0
2008-09  N/A N/A N/A  N/A MN/A N/A N/A  N/A N/A  N/A N/A  N/A
Global History 2010-11 0] 0 0
and Geography 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0] 0 0
U.S. History 2010-11 0 0 0
and Government 2006-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Living Environment 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Physical Setting/ 2010-11 0 0 0
Earth Science 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Physical Setting/Physics 2010-11 0 0 0
200910 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0

NOTE
1e — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
Jata for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of indivldual students.
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School PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0004 DISTRICT

New York State English as a Second Language
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring

Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level:
Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof.

Listening 2010-11
and Speaking 2000-10
(Grades K-1)

2008-09

Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10

(Grades K-1) of=t?

Listening 2010-11
and Speaking  ,409-10
(Grades 2-4)

2008-09 - . . - = N - -
Reading 2010-11 0% 40% 60% 0% 0% 40% 60% 0%
and Writing 2009-10 =
(Grades 2-4)

2008-09
Listening 2010-11

nd Speaking  ,509-10
(Grades 5-6)

2008-09
Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10
(Grades 5-6)

2008-09
Listening 2010-11

and Speaking  ,509-10
(Grades 7-8)

2008-09
Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10
(Grades 7-8)

2008-09
Listening 2010-11

and Speaking  ,559-19

(Grades 9-12)
2008-09

Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10

(Grades 9-12) e

O O 0|0 O OO O QO O O|0O O O|0 O OQO|W WWYiW W Uuio WP iga wkE
o O Ol O 0Ol O OC|lO O O|IC O OO O O(Ww WWWw W Lo W REBlu WKk
O 0O 0O|lo o o|lo ©o Ol OOl O OO O O|lO OCO|0O O OO C O|©o O O

NOTE
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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Schoo!l PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0004 DISTRICT

Financial Information

2010-11 Estimated Percentage of Students 21-30%
from Families Recelving Public Assistance
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL
SCHOOL DISTRICT

School 1D 03-07-01-06-0003

Principal TAMARA IVAN

Telephone (607) 648-9135

Grades 4-6
Regents Exams
All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above:
55 65 85 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive English 2010-11 0 0 0
2009~10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Integrated Algebra 2010-11 0 0 0
200G6-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Geometry 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Algebra 2/Trigonometry 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09  N/A N/A  N/A  N/A /A N/A N/A - N/A N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A
Global History 2010-11 0 0 0
and Geography 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
U.S. History 2010-11 0 0 0
and Government 2006—10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Living Environment 2010—-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Physical Setting/ 2010-11 0 0 0
Earth Science 200910 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2010-11 0 0 0
2000-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Physical Setting/Physics 2010-11 0 0 0
200G-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
NOTE

1e — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
Jata for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

New York State English as a Second Language
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabllities
Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level:
Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof.

Listening 2010-11 0 0 0

and Speaking 40910 0 0 0

(Grades K-1) s o 0 0

Reading 2010-11 0 0 0

and Writing 2009-10 0 0 0

(Grades K-1) 2008-09 0 0 0

Listening 2010-11 0 0 0

and Speaking  ,409-10 1 1 0

(Grades 2-4) 2008-09 1 1 0

Reading 2010-11 0 0 0

and Writing 2009—-10 1 1 0

(Grades 2-4) S G505 1 1 0

Listening 2010-11 1 = . = . 1 - - e = 0

nd Speaking  ,549-10 1 1 0

(Grades 5-6) 2008-09 1 . 1 0

Reading 2010-11 1 - - = - 1 = . = = 0

and Writing 2009-10 1 1 0

(Grades5-6) 0505 1 1 0

Listening 2010-11 0 0 0

and Speaking ;00910 0 0 0

(Clades,7=8) 2008-09 0 0 o

Reading 2010-11 0 0 0

and Writing 2009-10 0 0 0

(Grades7-8) ;i 08-09 0 0 0

Listening 2010-11 0 0 0

and Speaking ;554910 0 0 0

(Grades 9-12) 2008-09 o 0 0

Reading 2010-11 0 0 0

and Writing 2000-10 0 0 0

(Grades 9-12) 2008-09 o o 0

NOTE
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

Financial Information

2010-11 Estimated Percentage of Students 21-30%
from Famllies Receiving Public Assistance

March 17, 2012 Page 3



School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE
SCHOOL

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL
SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 03-07-01-06-0005

Principal ERIC ATTLESON

Telephone (607) 779-4755

Grades 7-8
Regents Exams
All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above:
55 65 85 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive English 2010-11 0
2009-10 0
2008-09 0
Integrated Algebra 2010-11 21 100% 100% 43% 21 100% 100% 43% 0
2009-10 25 100% 100%  52% 25 100% 100%  52% 0
2008-09 38 100% 100% 34% 38 100% 100%  34% 0
Geometry 2010-11 0 0 (o
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Algebra 2/Trigonometry 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/A N/A  N/A
Global History 2010-11 0
and Geography 2009-10 0 0
2008-09 0
U.S. History 2010-11 0 0 0
and Government 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Living Environment 2010-11 17 100% 100% 82% 16 - - - 1 - - -
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Physical Setting/ 2010-11 0 0 0
Earth Science 200910 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Physical Setting/Physics 2010-11 0 0 0
2009--10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0

NOTE
1e — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
Jata for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School 1D 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT

New York State English as a Second Language
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring

Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level:
Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof.

Listening 2010-11
and Speaking  ,,59-10

d -1
(Grades K-1) 508255

Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10

(Grades K-1) 2008-09

Listening 2010-11
and Speaking  ,509-10
(Grades 2-4)

2008-09
Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2000-10
(Grades 2-4) I

2008-09
Listening 2010-11

nd Speaking  ,509-10
(Grades 5-6)

2008-09
Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10
(Grades 5-6)
20008-00
Listening 2010-11 = = = = E2 = = -

and Speaking  ,409-10

(Grades 7-8) 2008-09

Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10

(Grades 7-8) 2008-09

Listening 2010-11
and Speaking  ,509-10

(Grades 9-12) 2008-09

Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10
(Grades 9-12)

OOOOOODOI—‘OOHOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO
OOOOOOOO!—‘OOI—‘OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

2008-09

NOTE
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005

High School Completers

DISTRICT

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Graduates of Students of Graduates of Students of Graduates

Total Graduates 2010-11 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2010-11 0 0
2009-10 0 0
2008-09 0 0
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2010-11 0 0
with Advanced Designation 2009-10 0 0 0
2008--09 Q0 0
Receiving an 2010-11 0 0
Individualized Education 200910 0 0 0
Program (IEP) Diploma S0pgai 3 0 0

NOTE Students receiving Regents diplomas and Regents diplomas with advanced designation are considered graduates; recipients of IEP diplomas are not.

High School Noncompleters

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage

of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students
Dropped Out 2010-11 0 0 0
200910 0 0 0
200809 1% 1 % 0
Entered Approved High School 2010-11 0 0
Equivalency Preparation 2009-10 0 0
Program 2008-09 0 0% 0 0% 0
Total Noncompleters 2010-11 0 0 0
2000-10 0 0 0
2008-09 1 1Y% 1 1% 0

Post-secondary Plans of 2010-11 Completers

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage

of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students
To 4-year College 0 0 0
To 2-year College 0 0 0
To Other Post-secondary 0 0 0
To the Military 0 0 0
To Employment 0 0 0
‘o Adult Services 0 0 0
10 Other Known Plans 0 0 0
Plan Unknown 0 0 0

March 17, 2012
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School |D 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT

Financial Information

2010-11 Estimated Percentage of Students 21-30%
from Families Receiving Public Assistance
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL
SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

Principal TERRENCE HELLER

Telephone (607) 779-4743

Grades 9-12

Regents Exams
All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above:
55 65 85 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive English 2010-11 138 95% 87% 38% 110 100% 95% 48% 28 T75% 54% 0%
2000-10 134  94%  86%  28% 108 98% 93%  34% 26 T7%  58% 0%
2008-09 164 99% 94% 31% 145 99% 97%  35% 19 95% 68% 0%
Integrated Algebra 2010-11 109 91% 84% 15% 79 99% 96% 20% 30 70% 53% 0%
2009-10 126 93%  88% 10% 100 97%  95% 13% 26 1% 62% 0%
2008-09 140  99% 93% 5% 119 98% 97% 6% 21 100%  71% 0%
Geometry 2010-11 98 100% 97% 26% 95 - = = 3 = - =
2009~10 91 99%  93%  22% 90 1
2008-09 0 0 0
Algebra 2/Trigonometry 2010-11 70 91% 81% 31% 69 = - = 1 - ~ -
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A N/A  N/JA  N/A N/A
Global History 2010-11 152 95% 82% 38% 120 99% 95% 47% 32 78% 31% 3%
and Geography 2009-10 153  87% 73% 43% 124  94% 87% 51% 29 H5%  38%  10%
2008-09 139 91%  8b%  37T% 118 95%  91%  42% 21 T1%n  62% 5%
U.S. History 2010-11 134 99% 95% 63% 111 100% 98% 71% 23 96% T78% 22%
S evsnment 2009-10 123 98% 95% 61% 103  98% 98% b69% 200 95%  80%  20%
2008-09 172 99% 95% 55% 147  100% Q7% 63% 25 96% 88% 8%
Living Environment 2010-11 136 99% 95% 54% 115 98% 97% 62% 21 100% 86% 14%
2009-10 127 9/%  91%  39% 101 100% 100%  49% 26 85%  58% 4%
2008-09 144  99%  96%  39% 130 99%  99% 42% 14 93% 64% "%
Physical Setting/ 2010-11 123 93% 85% 37% 103 96% 90% 42% 20 75% 55% 10%
EaighiSCicncs 2009-10 154  94% 88% 27% 132 95% 89% 31% 22 86% T1% 5%
2008-09 142  85% 73w 27T% 105 91% 83% 33% 37 65%  43%  11l%
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2010-11 66 100% 95% 20% 66 100% 95% 20% 0
2009-10 66 9% 6% 9% 66 97% T6% 9% 0
2008-09 95 88% T7% 7% 92 3
Physical Setting/Physics 2010-11 20 B85% 85% 25% 20 B85% 85% 25% 0
2009-10 22 100%  91%  27% 22 100% 91% 27% 0
2008-09 25 B8% 76%  20% 25 B8% 76% 20% 0

NOTE
1e — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
Jata for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students,
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

Regents Exams

All Students

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Total

Tested scoring at or above:

Percentage of students

Total

Tested scoring at or above:

Percentage of students

Total

Percentage of students
Tested scoring at or above:

55 65 85 55 65 a5 55 65 85
Comprehensive French 2010-11 14 100% 100% T79% 14 100% 100% 79% 0]
2009-10 27 100% 100% B5% 27 100% 100% 85% 0
2008-09 19 100% 100% 89% 19 100% 100% 89% 0
Comprehensive Italian 2010-11 0
2009—10 0
2008—-09 0
Comprehensive Spanish 2010-11 28 100% 100% 86% 28 100% 100% 86% 0
2009-10 20 100% 100% 80% 20 100% 100% 80% 0
2008-09 43 100% 100% 86% 43 100% 100% B6% 0

NOTE

The — symbolindicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,

data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

Regents Competency Tests

All Students

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

DISTRICT

General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:

Mathematics 2010-11 33 61% 6 100% 27 52%
2009-10 3 0 3

2008-09 18 89% 0 18 89%

Science 2010-11 15 40% 0 15 40%

2009-10 8 13% 0 8 13%

2008-09 0

Reading 2010-11 10 70% 0 10 70%
2009-10 14 43% 1 13

2008-09 20 40% 0 20 40%

Writing 2010-11 - 0 4 =
2009—10 4 0 4

2008-09 20 75% 0 20 75%

Global Studies 2010-11 17 24% 0 17 24%

2009-10 15 27% 0 15 27%
2008-09 9 44% 1 8

U.S. History 2010-11 3 = 0 3 -
nd Government 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 2 0 2

NOTE

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001 DISTRICT

2007 Total Cohort Performance on
Regents Exams After Four Years

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
€ IS €
[-}] <] [V}
£ E t E v E
2 ¢ Percentage of 2 © Percentage of 2% Percentage of
S & students scoring: S & students scoring: S & students scoring:
55-64 65-84 85-100 55-64 65-84 85-100 55-64 65-84 85-100
Global History 130 6% 48% 3™% 110 4% 48% 43% 20 20% 45% 5%
and Geography
U.S. History 130 2% 33% 58% 110 1% 28% 65% 20 10% 60% 20%
and Government
Science 130 3% 50% 39% 110 0% 50% 45% 20 20% 50% 10%

New York State Alternate Assessments (NYSAA) 2010-11
All Students

Total Number of students scoring
Tested at Level:

1 2 3 4

Secondary Level The New York State Alternate Assessment (NYSAA)

cnglish Language Arts 0 is for students V\.Iith severe cogr.1itive d_isabilities. Results

Mathematics 0 for studenrcs taking tr'le NYSAA in English language ?rts,
. . mathematics, and science at the elementary and middle

Social Studies 0 levels are available in the Accountability and Overview

Science 0 Report part of The New York State Report Card.

NOTE

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001 DISTRICT

High School Completers

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Graduates of Students of Graduates of Students of Graduates
Total Graduates 2010-11 118 101 17
2009-10 169 146 23
2008-09 158 141 17
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2010-11 103 87% 96 95% 7 41%
2009-10 154 91% 141 97% 13 57%
2008~09 147 93% 138 98% 9 53%
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2010-11 48 41% a7 47% 1 6%
with Advanced Designation 200G-10 89 539, 87 60% 2 4%
2008--09 73 46% 72 51% 1 6%
Receiving an 2010-11 0 0 0
Individualized Education 2009-10 3 N/A 0 3 N/A
Program (IEP) Diploma JbEh o 0 0
NOTE Students receiving Regents diplomas and Regents diplomas with advanced designation are considered graduates; recipients of |EP diplomas are not.
High School Noncompleters
All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students
Dropped Out 2010-11 2 0% 2 0% 0 0%
2009-10 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
2008-09 1 0% 1 0% 0 0%
Entered Approved High School 2010-11 11 2% 7 2% 4 1%
Equivalency Preparation 2009-10 7 1% 6 1% 1 1%
Program 2008-09 7 1% 5 1% 2 2%
Total Noncompleters 2010-11 13 2% 9 2% 4 4%
200910 7 1% 6 1% 1 1%
2008-09 8 1% 6 19% 2 2%
Post-secondary Plans of 2010-11 Completers
All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students
To 4-year College 37 31% 35 35% 2 12%
To 2-year College 60 51% 54 50% 9 53%
To Other Post-secondary 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To the Military 7 6% 6 6% 1 6%
To Employment 11 9% 8 8% 3 18%
o Adult Services 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
«0 Other Known Plans 3 3% 1 1% 2 12%
Plan Unknown 0 0% 0 0% 0 (-)25
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001 DISTRICT

Financial Information

2010-11 Estimated Percentage of Students 11-20%
from Families Receiving Public Assistance
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District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL
SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Superintendent THOMAS DOUGLAS

Telephone (607) 762-6820

Grades PK-12

The New York State
District ReportCard

Accountability
and OverviewReport
2010-11

This District'sReportCard

The New York State District Report Card isan important part of Use thisre po rtto:
GetDistrict
Profileinformation.

This section shows comprehensive
data relevant to this district’s
learning environment.

the Board of Regents’ effort to raise learning standards for all students.
It provides information to the public on the district’s statusand

the status of schools within the district under the State and federal
accountability systems, on student performance,and on other
measures of school and district performance. Knowledge gained
‘rom the report card on aschool district’s strengths and weaknesses

canbe used toimprove instruction and services to students. 2 Review District
Accountability Status.
This section indicates whether

a district made adequate yearly

State assessments are designed to help ensure that all

students reach high learning standards. They show whether
students are getting the knowledge and skills they need

to succeed at the elementary, middle, and commencement
levels and beyond. The State requires that students who are not
making appropriate progress toward the standards receive
academic intervention services.

For moreinformation:

Office of Information and Reporting Services
-lew York State Education Department
Room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov

March 17, 2012

progress (AYP) and identifies the
district’'s accountability status.

View School Accountability
Status.

This section lists all schools in your district

by 2011-12 accountability status.

Review an Overview

of District Performance.

This section has information about
the district's performance on state
assessments in English, mathematics,
and science.
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District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District Profile

This section shows comprehensive data relevant to this school district's
learning environment, including information about enrollment, average

class size, and teacher qualifications.

Enrollment

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Pre-K 88 91 81
Kindergarten 142 131 124
Grade 1 114 144 128
Grade 2 153 116 131
Grade 3 130 156 108
Grade 4 146 143 156
Grade 5 117 159 140
Grade 6 139 118 156
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
srade 7 121 130 120
Grade 8 148 123 133
Grade 9 148 151 130
Grade 10 140 147 144
Grade 11 173 127 141
Grade 12 156 176 123
uUngraded Secondary 0 0 0
Total K-12 1827 1821 1734
Average Class Size

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Common Branch 23 25 23
Grade 8
English 24 24 22
Mathematics 21 20 22
Science 22 22
Social Studies 21 20 22
Grade 10
nglish 19 19 19
Mathematics 16 17 24
Science 20 15 40
Social Studies 16 19 16

March 17, 2012

District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Enrollment
Information

Enrollment counts are as of Basic Educational
Data System (BEDS) day, which is typically
the first Wednesday of October of the school
year. Students who attend BOCES programs
on a part-time basis are included in a district’s
enrollment. Students who attend BOCES on

a full-time basis or who are placed full time
by the district in an out-of-district placement
are not included in a district’s enrollment.
Students classified by districts as “pre-first”
are included in first grade counts.

Average Class Size
Information

Average Class Size is the total registration
in specified classes divided by the number
of those classes with registration. Common
Branch refers to self-contained classes in
Grades 1-6.
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District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Demographic Factors Demographic Factors
Information
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price

Lunch percentages are determined by dividing
the number of approved lunch applicants

by the Basic Educational Data System (BEDS)
Reduced-Price Lunch 163 9% 162 9% 158 9% enrollment in full-day Kindergarten through
Grade 12. Eligible for Free Lunch and Limited

# % # % # %
Eligible for Free Lunch 375 21% 405 22% 395 23%

Student Stability* N/A N/A N/A ' A '
) English Proficient counts are used to determine
Limited English Proficient 9 0% 8 0% 8 0% Similar Schools groupings within a Need/Resource
Racial/Ethnic Origin Capacity category.
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 0% 0 0% 2 0%
Black or African American 48 3% 53 3% 57 3%
Hispanic or Latino 14 1% 15 1% 17 1%
Asian or Native 25 1% 25 1% 28 2%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 1734 95% 1728 95% 1627 94%
Multiracial 5 0% 0 0% 3 0%
* Available only at the school level. Attendance
[ ]
and Suspensions
[ ]
Information

Attendance and Suspensions

Annual Attendance Rate is determined by dividing
the school district's total actual attendance

by the total possible attendance for a school year.
A district’s actual attendance is the sum of

2007-08 2008-09 200g9-10 )
# % ” % = % '((jhe n:m;)etr of studrt:ntsl in attendancg on each
ay the district’s schools were open durin
Annual Attendance Rate 96% 95% 95% y P 9

the school year. Possible attendance is the sum
Student Suspensions 48 3% 22 1% 29 2% of the number of enrolled students who should
have been in attendance on each day schools
were open during the school year. Student
Suspension rate is determined by dividing

the number of students who were suspended
from school (not including in-school suspensions)
for one full day or longer anytime during

the school year by the Basic Educational Data
System (BEDS) day enroliments for that school
year. A student is counted only once, regardless
of whether the student was suspended one

or more times during the school year.
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District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Teacher Qualifications

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11

Total Number of Teachers 147 141 137

Percent with No Valid 0% 0% 0%

Teaching Certificate

Percent Teaching Out 0% 1% 0%

of Certification

Percent with Fewer Than 1% 1% 4%

Three Years of Experience

Percentage with Master’s Degree 12% 11% 11%

Plus 30 Hours ar Doctorate

Total Number of Core Classes 361 328 335

Percent Not Taught by Highly Qualified 0% 1% 0%

Teachers in This District

Percent Not Taught by Highly Qualified 8% 6% 5%

in High-Poverty Schools Statewide

Percent Not Taught by Highly Qualified 1% 1% 0%

in Low-Poverty Schools Statewide

Total Number of Classes 468 445 451
‘rcent Taught by Teachers Without 1% 1% 0%

yropriate Certification

Teacher Turnover Rate

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10

Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 20% 0% 40%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 15% 10% 20%

Staff Counts

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11

Total Other Professional Staff 20 19 23
Total Paraprofessionals* a7 32 28
Assistant Principals 1 1 1

icipals 4 4 a4

* Not available at the school level.

March 17, 2012

District 1D 03-07-01-06-0000

Teacher Qualifications
Information

The Percent Teaching Out of Certification is the
percent doing so more than on an incidental basis;
that is, the percent teaching for more than five
periods per week outside certification.

Core Classes are primarily K-6 common branch,
English, mathematics, science, social studies,

art, music, and foreign languages. To be Highly
Qualified, a teacher must have at least a Bachelor's
degree, be certified to teach in the subject area,
and show subject matter competency. A teacher
who taught one class outside of the certification
areals) is counted as Highly Qualified provided that
1) the teacher had been determined by the school
or district through the HOUSSE process or other
state-accepted methods to have demonstrated
acceptable subject knowledge and teaching

skills and 2) the class in question was not the sole
assignment reported. Credit for incidental teaching
does not extend beyond a single assignment.
Independent of Highly Qualified Teacher status,
any assignment for which a teacher did not hold

a valid certificate still registers as teaching out of
certification. High-poverty and low-poverty schools
are those schools in the upper and lower quartiles,
respectively, for percentage of students eligible for
a free or reduced-price lunch.

Teacher Turnover Rate
Information

Teacher Turnover Rate for a specified school year
is the number of teachers in that school year who
were not teaching in the following school year
divided by the number of teachers in the specified
school year, expressed as a percentage.

Staff Counts
Information

Other Professionals includes administrators,
guidance counselors, school nurses, psychologists,
and other professionals who devote more than half
of their time to non-teaching duties. Teachers who
are shared between buildings within a district are
reported on the district report only.
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M District Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Understanding How Accountability
Worksin New York State

The federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act requires that states develop and report on measures of student
proficiency in 1) English language arts (ELA), in 2) mathematics, and on 3) a third indicator. In New York

State in 2010—11, the third indicator is science at the elementary/middle level and graduation rate at

the secondary level. Schools or districts that meet predefined goals on these measures are making Adequate
Yearly Progress (AYP).

For more information about accountability in New York State,
visit: http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/accountability/.

1 EnglishLanguageArts (ELA)

To make AYP in ELA, every accountability group must make AYP. For a group to make AYP, it must meet the participation
andthe performance criteria.

A Participation Criterion B PerformanceCriterion

At the elementary/middle level, 95 percent of Grades 3-8 At the elementary/middle level, the Performance Index (P1)

students enro.lled during the test administration period in of each group with 30 or more continuously enrolled tested
SRCIGHON B WIS gr MOKEISIGENIS mus.t be teStef’ onihe . students must equal or exceed its Effective Annual Measurable
e erKStateiesHng Erogram (NYSTP}in ELA or, if approprlate, Objective (AMO) or the group must make Safe Harbor. (NYSESLAT
the New York State English as a Second Language Achievement is used only for participation.) At the secondary level, the Pl of
Test (NYS_ESLAT)' or the New York State Alternate Assessrpen’F each group in the 2007 cohort with 30 or more members must
(NYSAA).m ELA. Atthe seco'n.dary level, .95 percent of seniors in equal or exceed its Effective AMO or the group must make Safe
2010-11in each account?blllty gr'oup.W|th 0 OAMOrElStUdenis Harbor. To make Safe Harbor, the Pl of the group must equal or
g hav'e S a.n Engllsh examination that meets the exceed its Safe Harbor Target and the group must qualify for Safe
sadEnteigraduationliequirement. Harbor using the third indicator, science or graduation rate.

2 Mathematics

The same criteria for making AYP in ELA apply to mathematics. At the elementary/middle level, the measures used to determine
AYP are the NYSTP and the NYSAA in mathematics. At the secondary level, the measures are mathematics examinations that meet
the students’ graduation requirement.

3 Thirdindicator

In addition to English language arts and mathematics, the school must also make AYP in a third area of achievement.
This means meeting the criteria in science at the elementary/middle level and the criteria in graduation rate at the secondary level.

Elementary/Middle-Level Science: To make AYP, the All Students group must meet the participation criterion and
the performance criterion.

A Participation Criterion B PerformanceCriterion
Eighty percent of students in Grades 4 and/or 8 enrolled The Pl of the All Students group, if it has 30 or more
during the test administration period in the All Students students, must equal or exceed the State Science
group, if it has 40 or more students, must be tested on an Standard (100) or the Science Progress Target.
accountability measure. In Grade 4, the measuresarethe  qualifying for Safe Harbor in Elementary/Middte-Level
Grade 4 elementary-level science test and the Grade 4 ELA and Math: To qualify, the group must meet both the participation
NYSAA in science. In Grade 8 science, the measures are criterion and the performance criterion in science.

the Grade 8 middle-level science test, Regents science
examinations, and the Grade 8 NYSAA in science.

Jecondary-Level Graduation Rate: For a school to make AYP in graduation rate, the percent of students in the 2006 graduation-rate
cotal cohort in the All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate
Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target.

Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Secondary-Level ELA and Math: To qualify, the percent of the 2006 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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M District Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12thGraders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2010-11

school year used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for secondary-
level ELA and mathematics. These are the first numbers in the
parentheses after the subgroup label on the secondary-level
ELA and mathematics pages.

2007 Cohort

The count of students in the 2007 accountability cohort used

to determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance
part of the AYP determination for secondary-level ELA and
mathematics. These are the second numbers in the parentheses
after the subgroup label on the secondary-level ELA and
mathematics pages.

Accountability Cohort for English and Mathematics

The accountability cohort is used to determine if a school

or district met the performance criterion in secondary-level
ELA and mathematics. The 2007 school accountability cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere

in the 2007-08 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2007-08 school year, who were enrolled on October 6, 2010 and
{id not transfer to a diploma granting program. Students who
earned a high school equivalency diploma or were enrolled in
an approved high school equivalency preparation program on
June 30, 2011, are not included in the 2007 school accountability
cohort. The 2007 district accountability cohort consists of all
students in each school accountability cohort plus students
who transferred within the district after BEDS day plus students
who were placed outside the district by the Committee on
Special Education or district administrators and who met the
other requirements for cohort membership. Cohort is defined in
Section 100.2 (p) (16) of the Commissioner’s Regulations.

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) indicates satisfactory progress
by a district or a school toward the goal of proficiency for all
students.

Annual Measurable Objective (AMO)

The Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) is the Performance
Index value that signifies that an accountability group is making
satisfactory progress toward the goal that 100 percent of
students will be proficient in the State’s learning standards for
English language arts and mathematics by 2013-14. The AMOs
for each grade level will be increased as specified in CR100.2(p)
(14) and will reach 200 in 2013-14. (See Effective AMO for
further information.)

Continuous Enrollment

The count of continuously enrolled tested students used to

determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance part
'f the AYP determination for elementary/middle-level ELA,

mathematics, and science. These are the second numbers in

the parentheses after the subgroup tabel on the elementary/

middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.

March 17, 2012

Continuously Enrolled Students

At the elementary/middle level, continuously enrolled students
are those enrolled in the school or district on BEDS day (usually
the first Wednesday in October) of the school year until the test
administration period. At the secondary level, all students who
meet the criteria for inclusion in the accountability cohort are
considered to be continuously enrolled.

Effective Annual Measurable Objective

(Effective AMO)

The Effective Annual Measurable Objective is the Performance
Index (P1) value that each accountability group within a school
or district is expected to achieve to make AYP. The Effective
AMO is the lowest Pl that an accountability group of a given size
can achieve in a subject for the group’s Pl not to be considered
significantly different from the AMO for that subject. Ifan
accountability group’s Pl equals or exceeds the Effective AMO,
it is considered to have made AYP. A more complete definition
of Effective AMO and a table showing the Pl values that each
group size must equal or exceed to make AYP are available at
www.pl2.nysed.gov/irs.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2006 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2010.

Graduation-Rate Total Cohort

The Graduation-Rate Total Cohort, shown on the Graduation
Rate page, is used to determine if a school or district made AYP
in graduation rate. For the 2010-11 school year, this cohort is the
2006 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2006 total cohort consists
of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere in the
2006-07 school year, and all ungraded students with disabilities
who reached their seventeenth birthday in the

200607 school year, and who were enrolled in the school/
district for five months or longer or who were enrolted in the
school/district for less than five months but were previously
enrolled in the same school/district for five months or longer
between the date they first entered Grade 9 and the date they
last ended enrollment. A more detailed definition of
graduation-rate cohort can be found in the SIRS Manual at
www.pl2.nysed.gov/irs.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2010-11,
data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for accountability groups were
combined to determine counts and graduation rates. Groups
with fewer than 30 students in the graduation-rate total cohort
are not required to meet the graduation-rate criterion.

Limited English Proficient

For all accountability measures, if the count of LEP students
is equal to or greater than 30, former LEP students are also
included in the performance calculations.

Non-Accountability Groups
Female, Male, and Migrant groups are not part of the AYP
determination for any measure.
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M District Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability (continued)

Participation

Accountability groups with fewer than 40 students enrolled
during the test administration period (for elementary/middle-
level ELA, math, and science) or fewer than 40 12th graders
(for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) are not required
to meet the participation criterion. If the Percentage Tested
for an accountability group fell below 95 percent for ELA and
math or 80 percent for science in 2010-11, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is
the sum of 2009-10 and 2010-11 participation enrollments and
the “Percentage Tested” shown is the weighted average of the
participation rates over those two years.

Performance Index (P1)

A Performance Index is a value from Q to 200 that is assigned to
an accountability group, indicating how that group performed
on a required State test (or approved alternative) in English
language arts, mathematics, or science. Student scores on the
tests are converted to four performance levels, from Level 1

to Level 4. (See performance level definitions on the Overview
summary page.) At the elementary/middle level, the Pl is
calculated using the following equation:

100 x [(Count of Continuously Enrolled Tested Students
“erforming at Levels 2, 3, and 4 + the Count at Levels 3 and 4) =
~ount of All Continuously Enrolled Tested Students]

At the secondary level, the Pl is calculated using the following
equation:

100 x [(Count of Cohort Members Performing at Levels 2, 3, and
4 +the Count at Levels 3 and 4) - Count of All Cohort Members]

A list of tests used to measure student performance for
accountability is available at www.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

Progress Targets

For accountability groups betow the State Standard in science
or graduation rate, the Progress Target is an alternate method
for making AYP or qualifying for Safe Harbor in English language
arts and mathematics based on improvement over the previous
year's performance.

Science: The current year’'s Science Progress Target is calculated
by adding one point to the previous year's Performance Index
(P1). Example: The 2010-11 Science Progress Target is calculated
by adding one point to the 2009-10 PI.

Graduation Rate: The Graduation-rate Progress Target is
calculated by determining a 20% gap reduction between the
rate of the previous year's graduation-rate cohort and the state
standard. Example: The 2010-11 Graduation-Rate Progress
Target = [(80 - percentage of the 2005 cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2009} x 0.20] + percentage of the
2005 cohort earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31,
2009.

rogress Targets are provided for groups whose Pl (for science)
or graduation rate (for graduation rate) is below the State
Standard.

March 17, 2012

Safe HarborTargets

Safe Harbor provides an alternate means to demonstrate

AYP for accountability groups that do not achieve their EAMOs
in English or mathematics. The 2010-11 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2009-10 Pl + (200 — the 2009-10 P1) x 0.10

Safe Harbor Targets are provided for groups whose Pl is less
than the EAMO.

Safe Harbor Qualification (3)

On the science page, if the group met both the participation
and the performance criteria for science, the Safe Harbor
Qualification column will show “Qualified.” f the group did
not meet one or more criteria, the column will show “Did not
qualify.” A “#" symbol after the 2010-11 Safe Harbor Target on
the elementary/middle- or secondary-level ELA or mathematics
page indicates that the student group did not make AYP

in science (elementary/middle level) or graduation rate
{(secondary level) and; therefore, the group did not qualify for
Safe Harbor in ELA or mathematics.

State Standard

The criterion value that represents minimally satisfactory
performance (for science) or a minimally satisfactory
percentage of cohort members earning a local or Regents
diploma (for graduation rate). In 2010-11, the State Science
Standard is a Performance Index of 100; the State Graduation-
Rate Standard is 80%. The Commissioner may raise the State
Standard at his discretion in future years.

Students with Disabilities

For all measures, if the count of students with disabilities is
equal to or greater than 30, former students with disabilities
are also included in the performance calculations.

Test Performance

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 continuously
enrolled tested students (for elementary/middle-level ELA,
math, and science) or fewer than 30 students in the 2007
cohort (for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2010-11, data for 2009—-10 and 2010-11 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2007 cohort members in the
All Students group in 2010-11, student groups with fewer than
30 members are not required to meet the performance criterion.
This is indicated by a "—" in the Test Performance columnin
the table.

Total

The count of students enrolled during the test administration
period used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for elementary/
middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science. These are the first
numbers in the parentheses after the subgroup label on the
elementary/middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
For accountability calculations, students who were excused
from testing for medical reasons in accordance with federal
NCLB guidance are not included in the count.
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District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Understanding Your District Accountability Status

The list below defines the district status categories applied to each accountability measure under New York State’s district
accountability system, which is divided into a Federal Title | component and a State component. Accountability measures for districts
are English language arts (ELA), mathematics, elementary/middle-level science, and graduation rate. A district may be assigned

a different status for different accountability measures. The overall status of a district is the status assigned to the district for

the accountability measure with the most advanced designation in the hierarchy. If the district receives Title | funds, it is the most
advanced designation in the Title | hierarchy, unless the district is in good standing under Title | but identified as DRAP under

the State hierarchy. A district that does not receive Title | funding in a school year does not have a federal status in that year; however,
all districts receive a state status even if they do not receive Title | funding. Consequences for districts not in good standing can be
found at: http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/accountability/.

New York State Status
(Applies to New York State districts)

FederalTitle | Status
{Applies to all New York State districts receiving Title | funds)

A\ Districtin Good Standing
B Adistrictis considered to be in good standing if it has not been identified as a District in Need of Improvement

or a District Requiring Academic Progress.

DistrictinNeed of Improvement (Year1)

A district that has not made AYP for two consecutive years
on the same accountability measure is considered a District
in Need of Improvement (Year 1) for the following year, if it
continues to receive Title | funds.

DistrictinNeed ofImprovement (Year2)

A District in Need of Improvement (Year 1) that does not
make AYP on the accountability measure for which it was
identified is considered a District in Need of Improvement
(Year 2) for the following year, if it continues to receive
Title | funds.

DistrictinNeed ofImprovement (Year 3)

A District in Need of Improvement (Year 2) that does not
make AYP on the accountability measure for which it was
identified is considered a District in Need of Improvement
(Year 3) for the following year, if it continues to receive
Title | funds.

Districtin Need of Improvement (Year 4)

A District in Need of Improvement (Year 3) that does not
make AYP on the accountability measure for which it was
identified is considered a District in Need of Improvement
(Year 4) for the following year, if it continues to receive
Title | funds.

DistrictinNeed of Improvement(Year 5 andabove)

A District in Need of Improvement (Year 4 and above)
that does not make AYP on the accountability measure
for which it was identified is considered a District in Need
of Improvement (Year 5 and above) for the following year,
if it continues to receive Title | funds.

District Requiring Academic Progress (Year1)

A district that has not made AYP on the same accountability
measure for two consecutive years is considered a District Requiring
Academic Progress (Year 1) for the following year.

District Requiring Academic Progress(Year 2)

A District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 1) that does not
make AYP on the accountability measure for which it was identified
is considered a District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 2) for
the following year.

District Requiring Academlc Progress (Year 3)

A District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 2) that does not
make AYP on the accountability measure for which it was identified
is considered a District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 3) for
the following year.

District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 4)

A District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 3) that does not
make AYP on the accountability measure for which it was identified
is considered a District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 4) for
the following year.

District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 5 and above)

A District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 4 and above) that
does not make AYP on the accountability measure for which it was
identified is considered a District Requiring Academic Progress
(Year 5 and above) for the following year.

March 17, 2012

'ending — A district’s status is “Pending” if the district requires special evaluation procedures and they have not yet been completed.
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District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Summary

Overall Accountability A~ Good Standing

Status (2011-12)

ELA A\ Good Standing Science A\ Good Standing

Graduation Rate ¢\ Good Standing

Title | Part A Funding Years the District Received Title | Part A Funding

2009-10 2011-12
YES YES YES

2010-11

On which accountability measures did this district make Adequate
Yearly Progress (AYP) and which groups made AYP on each measure?

Elementary/Middle Level

Secondary Level

English English
Student Groups Language Arts Mathematics Science Language Arts  Mathematics Graduation Rate
All Students / / / / / /
Ethnicity
american Indian or Alaska Native
S g e e e T A TR rmsrp—S o TS A
- |span|c e SRR s T S S S S

Asian or Native
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander

Multiracial = -

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities X X - -

Limited English Proficient - -

Economically Disadvantaged \/ \/ - -

Student groups making

AYP in each subject X 30f4 X 30f4 v 1of1 v 20f2 v 20f2 vV 1of1
AYP Status Accountability Status Levels

v Made AYP
v Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
b 4 Did not make AYP

= Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status

March 17, 2012

Federal
Good Standing /A

Improvement (Year 1)

Improvement (Year 2)
Improvement (Year 3) A,
improvement (Year 4) A,
improvement (Year 5 & Above) /A

State

H Good Standing
Requiring Academic Progress (Year 1)
Requiring Academic Progress (Year 2)

M Requiring Academic Progress (Year 3)

M Requiring Academic Progress (Year 4)

W Requiring Academic Progress (Year 5 & Above)

Pending - Requires Special Evaluation
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District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status A Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

Accountability Measures  30f4  Student groups making AYP in English languagearts
X Did not make AYP

Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2012-13, [201]

How did students in each accountability group performon
elementary/middle-level English language arts accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance  Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (828:797) v v 100% v 151 118

Ethnicity

american Indian or Alaska Native

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

Islander (16:15) - - - - - - -
wmte(784758),/1oo% o i
]v'l'lj[t'i'r'a‘éi.éi'('i;'i)m"““““"W“"w“m'—' .............. Bbsiimiepmeclioet Bsssessirad Fosiscsvasiasystl e TR A s e
Other Groups

(Slt:ieln;;’wnh Disabilities X / o X 75 TG . 5
'L'i'ri{i't'é&'é}{g';ii'éh'Er'é%{éiéh'i ......................................................................................... A N A FO S TS RS R G A SN EERE
B3] e TS e T e RO e T e
:E3c]c.)g:(;r:;ally Disadvantaged / / 99% / 125 116

Final AYP Determination X 30fa

Non-Accountability Groups

FOmale W16:001) i mas s s 100% cverenernenn 32, A

Male (412:396) 100% 139 116
Mlgrant(OO)
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

v/ MadeAYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

«°"" Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target used on this page.

} 4 Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

b Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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M District Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status A Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  30f4  student groups making AYP in mathematics
X Did not make AYP

Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2012-13. [201]

How did students in each accountability group performon
elementary/middle-level mathematics accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage  Met Performance  Effective  Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (830:795) Wi v 99% v 156 133

Ethnicity

american Indian or Alaska Native

Hispanic or Latino (2:2) = - - - - -
A5|an0rNat|veHawauan/OtherPauflc ......................................... _ ................................. _ ................... _ “ _____ R
Islander (16:16) - - -

T ¢ M Ly éé;;;, ...........

MultlraC|al(11) ................................ Bl e Besssiniss¥ . - -

Other Groups

(S;tzjg:alnlt;)wnh Disabilities X \/ 99% X as 197 108 99

ok edEngl R B B P o S s kS A RS RS SR AN S R SN N
A e oo RS A S B T . S S
:E3c:cr)1:;r;1;ally Disadvantaged / / 99% '/ 133 131

Final AYP Determination X3of4

Non-Accountability Groups

e T A00) cisusmssssasssisiissssssssamams oSS 99% e 132

Male (413:395) 100% 151 131

» gra e (00 ) ...............................................................................................................................................................................
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

V' Made AYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

+"”"" Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target used on this page.

X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

ES Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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M District Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Elementary/Middle-LevelScience

Accountability Status A Good Standing

for This Subject

(2011-12

Accountability Measures R - SO T L L U
v Made AYP

Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2012-13. [201]

How did students in each accountability group performon
elementary/middle-level science accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives

Student Group Safe Harbor Met Percentage  Met Performance State Progress Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Qualification Criterion Tested Criterion Index Standard 2010-11  2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (299:284) / Qualified / 100% / 190 100
Ethnicity

\merican Indian or Alaska Native
{0:0)
.é lack orAf r | canAmer | ca n .............................. RO NEUNRL . 0. o i WO T S W RO Wy YO WO S WO S\
(9:7) = = o = N - B
'|-'| |span|c0r Lat|no(00) ...................................................................................................................................................................
.A 5| an orNatweHawau an/O t her ; Pacmc ............. - ....................... _ .................... _ ........... _ .................... _ ................. _ ......................... _- ........
Islander (4:4)
Wh|te(za4272) ........................................ Qual|f|ed .............. ‘/ ............ 100% ........... \/ T 191 ............ 1 00 ..................................
Multlraclal(21) ......................................... e Srmsene e e R S S S
Other Groups
f;ggg;ts ULl Qualified v 100% v 165 100
L|m|t edEngl |sh Prof|c|ent ................................................................................................................................................................
(0:0)
(Elcfgzirg:;auy RiEadvantagsd Qualified v 99% v 187 100
Final AYP Determination v 10f1

Non-Accountability Groups

Femnale (161:153) 99% 191 100
Male {138:131) 100% 190 100

Migrant (0:0}

symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
v/ MadeAYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
x Did not make AYP used on this page.

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment
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District Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

Secondary-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status A
forThis Subject

(2011-12)

Good Standing

Accountability Measures

2 of 2

Student groups making AYP in English language arts

Made AYP

Prospective Status

This district will be in good standing in 2012-13. [201]

How did students in each accountability group performon
secondary-level English language arts accountability measures?

AYP

Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives

Student Group
(12th Graders: 2007 Cohort)

Status

Safe Harbor Target
2010-11 2011-12

Effective
AMO

Met
Criterion

Met
Criterion

Performance
Index

Percentage
Tested

Accountability Groups

v

All Students (120:118)

191 173

v v

100%

Ethnicity

American indian or Alaska Native
{0:0)

Black or African American

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander {0:0)

White (118:116) /

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities

Limited English Proficient
(0:0)

Economically Disadvantaged
(22:20)

.................................. R T R L R L e e P R R R R LR R TR

Final AYP Determination

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (49:47)

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols

/
VSH
b 4

t

Made AYP
Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
Did not make AYP

Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

March 17, 2012

NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
used on this page.

Fewer Than 40 12t Graders/Fewer Than 30 Cohort

Page 13



M District Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District 1D 03-07-01-06-0000

Secondary-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status A Good Standing

for This Subject

(2011-12)

Accountability Measures  20f2  Student groups making AYP In mathematics | | e
/ Made AYP

Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2012-13, [201]

How did students in eachaccountability group performon
secondary-level mathematics accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage  Met Performance  Effective  Safe Harbor Target
(12th Graders: 2007 Cohort) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (120:118) v v 100% v 193 170
Ethnicity
american Indian or Alaska Native
(0:0)
Black or African American
(2:2) - - - - - - -

Hispanic or Latino {0:0}
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (0:0)

Multiracial (0:0)

OtherGroups

Students with Disabilities
(18:21) -

Limited English Proficient
(0:0)

Economically Disadvantaged
(22:20)

Final AYP Determination \/ 20f 2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female {49:47) 100% 198 166

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
7 Made AYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
v Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target used on this page.

b 4 Did not make AYP

o Fewer Than 40 12th Graders/Fewer Than 30 Cohort

t Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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M District Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000
[ ]
Graduation Rate
Accountability Status for This A Good Standing
Indicator (2011-12)
AccountabilityMeasures  1of1 student groups making AYP N Graduation FaLe ... ...coioiiieieinisien s
i Made AYP
Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2012-13. [201]

How did students in each accountability group perform
on graduation rate accountability measures?

Graduation Objectives
Student Group Met Graduation State Progress Target
(2006 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort) AYP Criterion Rate Standard 2010-11
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (180) v v 93% 80%
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0}
Blackor Afr|canAmer| can (4) ............................................................ " ................... F o B, e
HlSpanlcorLatIn0(4) ........................................................................ _ﬁ ................... s
As|anorNat|veHawauan/Other Pacmclslander(z) ................................... ‘_ ................... Pl e
Wh|te(17o) .................................................................................. ‘/92% ............... 80% .............................................
}’;I ult|r aaal ; (o) ........................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (29) = - -
L|m|ted Engu sh Proflae nt 3 (0) .....................................................................................................................................................
Economlcally ; |sadvant aged (45) ........................................................ ‘/ R———— 87% ............... 80% .............................................
Final AYP Determination / 10f 1
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (93) 94% 80%
e — i e S
.r;l .i gra nt (0 ) ............................................................................................................................................................................
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
v/ MadeAYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
X Did not make AYP used on this page.

- Fewer than 30 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort

Aspirational Goal

The Board of Regents has set an aspirational goal that 95% of students in each public school and school district will
graduate within five years of first entry into grade 9. The graduation rate for the 2006 total cohort through June 2011
(after 5 years) for this district is 94% and, therefore, this district did not meet this goal. The aspirational goal does not
impact accountability.
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M School Accountability Status

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

2011-12 Accountability Status of Schoolsin Your District

This section lists all schools in your district by 2011-12 accountability status.

In Good Standing

3 schools identified 75% of total
CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Improvement (year 1) Basic

e sasseEEsTeTEEEmEsveTEs=TRAssAdsmanEEERTEvEEsEErTEAsdeassEmAEETAAETTEnnn T T T T T L LT e sssassrasssasnnnas

1 school identified 25% of total

CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000
Summary of 2010-11 Aboutthe Performance
H e Level Descriptors
District Performance 4
Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics, Engllsh Language Arts
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean Level 1:Below Standard
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2, Student performance does not demonstrate an

understanding of the English language arts knowledge

Level 3, and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and - :
and skills expected at this grade level.

mathematics at the secondary level is reported in terms of the percentage

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels. Level 2: Meets BaslcStandard

Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level,

Percentage of students that Total Level 3:Meets Proficiency Standard
scored at or above Level 3 Tested Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
the English language arts knowledge and skills expected
English Language Arts 0% 50% 100% at this grade level.
Grade 3 54% 107 Level 4: Exceeds Proficiency Standard
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- Student performance demonstrates a thorough
(=" A .
Grade 4_ - ssvssans R RO 1L - understanding of the English language arts knowledge
Grade 5 60% I 141 and skills expected at this grade level.
Grade B ooviiiisssss 537 N vvvvvrivrersseiii i . Mathematics
1L S p— S I 123 s Level 1: Below Standard
Grade 8 56% I 135 Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
tathematics this grade level.
Level 2:Meets Basic Standard
U ——
Grade3 E 56%106 Student performance demonstrates a partial
Grade 4 60% I 159 understanding of the mathematics content expected at
Grage s 700 — i tis grade Level.
............................................................................................................. Level 3: Meets Proficiency Standard
[——————i
Grade6 ......................... 63% ....................................................... 158 ........ Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
Grade 7 62% I 122 the mathematics content expected at this grade level.
Grade 8 50% I 135 Level 4: Exceeds Proficiency Standard
Student performance demonstrates a thorough
Science understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.
Grade 4 94% I 159 -
('s-r-ade il 88% ............................ 136 Howare Need/Resource Capacity
- (N/RC) categories determined?
Percentage of students that 2007 Total Districts are divided into high, average, and low need
d at b Level 3 Cohort categories based on their ability to meet the special
Scoredsat or apove eve onor needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
Secondary Level 0% 50% 100% the high need category are subdivided into four categories
= = ! ' ' = based on enroliment size and, in some cases, number
Engllsh ... cscsmmm B2 T i e L — of students per square mile. More information about
Mathematics 88% I 135 the categories can be found in the Report to the Governor

and the Legislature on the Educational Status of the
State’s Schools at www.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

In this section, this district’s performance is compared
with that of public schools statewide.

This District's N/RC Category:
High Need/Resource Rural Districts

This is a rural school district with high student needs in
relation to district resource capacity.
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'l Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 3 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public

Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 663 *Range: 644-780 663-780 694-780
2010 Mean Score: 667 100%

87% 89% 87% 86%

| 54% 57T% 56% 55%
H N 2010-11 I!
W 2009-10 16% 17%
5% : 5%
: E 1 [

Number of Tested Students: 93 135 58 87 5 24
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):

nt
StUde Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 107 87% 54% 5% 152 89% 57% 16%
Female 55 89% 64% 9% 84 88% 62% 23%
Male 52 85% 44% 0% 68 90% 51% T%
merican Indian or Alaska Native

Black or African American ) 5 s = .
Hispanic or Latino
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Paclfic Islander 1 - -
White 107 87% 54% 5% 146 89% 58%

s Bl A R R S YR F SV VA e s R AT S P ; ........
Small Group Totals 6 83% 50% 0%

General-Education Students 98 92% 59% 5% 132 95% 65% 18%
StudentSW|thD|sab|l |t|es Slertereeszeessrssneatsssessasaneass rrmeenss Sy sy e R o S e Seinsiins
English Proficient 105 - = i 151 = -= =
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|c|ent ...................................... 2_ resarssmnne sereeasssnrersrnnrin TSR Sersmsenssedenesisanids TS
s RO | — [ s T 0%....... ar BT i o 63

S B 9.4.% 58% ......... 7% ................ 85 ............ 91% ....... 72% ....... 24% ........
Migrant

NotM|grant ................................................... 1 07 ........... 87% ....... 54% ......... 5%152 ............ 89% ....... 5?% ....... 16% ........
NOTES

The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessmel‘lts Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 1 _ _ B
(NYSAA): Grade 3 Equivalent
Y English dL
evsf ork State English as a Second Language 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 3
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
y 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 3

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
March 17, 2012 Page 18



'S Overview of DistrictPerformance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 3 Mathematics

This District NY State Public

Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 686 'Range: 662-770 684-770 T07-770
2010 Mean Score: 685 100%

98% g1 91% 91%

56% e II 60% 59%
HH 2010-11 = I ! 24%
B 2009-10 79, 15% 13%

Number of Tested Students: 104 139 59 73 7 23
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 106 98% 56% T% 153 91% 48% 15%
Female 54 98% 54% 7% 85 91% 46% 15%
Male5298%58%6%6891%50%15%

merican Indian or Alaska Native )

BlackorAfncanAmencan .............................................................. RS R A S SRR BN SF A OAEY i senasnes sssssrnirnses
¥ |span|c TR ke S R A SR RN A SR s
A5|anorNatlveHawahan/OtherPacnflclslander ............................................................ e ——— 1___ ......
P A 06 ........... 98% ....... Qe 7%147 ............ 93% ....... 48% ....... i

Multiracial . L
Small Group Totals B 50% 33% 0%

General-Education Students a7 99% 61% T% 133 97% 53% 17%
StudentSWItthsabll |t|es ...................................... rmennnes S asensssssy e e i i B adsisinin
English Proficient 104 - = i 152 N > =
LImltedEngl|shProf|c[ent ............................... 2__ ......... esspannssessaenisds 1_ ........... Fonstogsssaes AR
.E.tlzonomically Disadvantaged ) 39 95% 21% 0% .68 85% 37% %
NotD|sadvantaged .................... 57 ......... 100% 76% ....... 10% ................ 85 ........... 95% ....... 56% ....... 21% ........
Migrant

NotMlgrant ................................................... 106 ........... 98% ....... 56% ......... 7%153 ............ 91% ....... 48% ....... 15% ........
NOTES

The - symbol indlcates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
er
Number scoring at level{s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total Total
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment

_ 0 1 - - -
(NYSAA): Grade 3 Equivalent
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 4 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public

Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

2-4 3-4 4 2—-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 670 *Range: 637-775 671-775 722-775
2010 Mean Score: 676 100%

93% 95% 92% 92%

| 5a% 2> 57% 57%
H Bl 2010-11 |
B 2009-10 | ‘ = o= —
Number of Tested Students: 147 136 85 93 2 5
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Igi:éd 2-4 ’ 3_49, ( )4 Tce)sted 2-4 ’ 3_3 ( )4
All Students 158 93% 54% 1% 143 95% 65% 3%
Female 86 94% 60% 2% 66 98% 70% 3%
Male72 ..... S 92% ....... 46% ......... O% .................... TT ............ 92% ....... 61% ......... 4% ........
merican Indian or Alaska Native

BlackorAfrlcanAmerlcan ..................................... i ssmshaskensrsnasearer i sersnasnsnesteaasanyaenss servrsesesensseaassass
HlspamcorLatmo .................................................................................................................. ML s
AsianorNatlveHawauan/OtherPaclflcIslander1—"' ............ SRR R R R st
e T T e e 1 50 ........... 93% ....... 53% ......... 1%133 ........ 95% ....... 66% ......... 4% ........
Multlraqal .................................................................. O - o AR RIS o PR RUBNYRIOE st ORIy SO S RS FE R D C Y
Small . Group Total s .............................................. 8 ........... 88% ....... 63% ......... O% .................... 10 .......... 100% ....... 50% ......... 0 % ........
General-Education Students 134 99% 61% 1% 127 98% 72% 4%
StudentSW|thD|sab|l|t|es .................................... g Eygpmr Tgeee B i R 1 5uc R B
English Proficient 158 93% 54% 1% 142 - - -
L|m|tedEngl|sh Profl(:lent ........ SO RN SRR -~ < SOOI ...« SR .2 R . SRR SO o. T s Ssranseensnes rrasners
D R e ceveumssasssmssans e Lic - LK R O esemmsrmpnadn C) A— IO R S
Not bisadvaﬁtaged .... 85 98% B 67% 2% 84 99% 75% 5%

Migrant )
Not Migrant 158 93% 54% 1% 143 95% 65% 3%

NOTES

The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessmel‘lts Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 0
{NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent
tat i S
eV\{ York State English as a Second Language 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT): Grade 4
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
ety 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 4

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 4 Mathematics

This District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 685 *Range: 636-800 676-800 707-800
2010 Mean Score: 689 100%
96% 97% 94% 95%
]
60% 0% 67% 64%
I
H N 2010-11 2195 26% 27% 26%
B 2009-10 . , . -
Number of Tested Students: 153 141 96 102 33 37
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s}):
Student Group ota ge scoring at evel(s) gelEcoiingaeyela)
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 159 96% 60% 21% 145 97% T70% 26%
Female 87 95% 66% 20% 67 100% 6% 24%

g 72 .97% 54% 22%73 Ty 95%55% 27%

merican Indian or Alaska Native

Black or African American T - = o= 4 = = -
HlspamcorLatmo ............................................................................. R R e 2__ ............ eiiasiens
As|anorNat|veHawauan/OtherPac|f|c|slander .......... 1__ ......... soasseasasassnss sy o e—— srspsnsnerass servesnensaes exsesves
Wh|te ........................................................... 1 51 ........... 9?% ....... 61% ....... 21%135 ............ g?% ....... 71% ....... 26% ........
i\;l u lt|r aaal ..................................................................................................................... et MO, -2 DRI . o O A
Small Group Total S .............................................. 8 ........... 88% ....... 50% ....... 25% .................... 10 .......... 100% ....... 60% ....... 20% ........
(G T T T L R W L EI 100% . 68%  24% ....129 ... 993 sl O i 2O, s
Students with Disabilities 24 75% 17% 4% 16 81% 31% 6%
T — s 159 96%......80%. ... 21%..ccccccrccrreern B T RO, s
Limited English Proficient 1 - = -
T I I S T T 61 R O
T S 85 ........... 99% ....... 75% ....... 32% ................... 34 ............ 99% ....... 75% ....... 27% ........
Migrant

Not M|g rant ................................................... 1 59 ........... 96% ....... 60% ....... 21% .................. 145 ............ 97% ....... TO % ....... 26% ........
NOTES

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total Total
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment
{NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent

0 0
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 4 Science

This District NY State Public

Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 84 Range: 45-100 65-100 85-100
2010 Mean Score: 84 100%

99% 99% 94% 93% 98% 97% Bt

| 56% 2% 52% 55%
B W 2010-11
H 2009-10

Number of Tested Students: 158 142 150 134 89 89 R
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group - GescogREinsic pelscoingpslevels

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 159 99% 94% 56% 144 99% 93% 62%
Female 87 99% 92% 57% 66 98% 97% 67%
Male 72 100% 97% 54% 78 99% 90% 58%

merican Indian or Alaska Native

Black or African American T = - = 4 - = -
Hispanic or Latino 2 = = -
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 1 - == = 4 _ B - -
white . 150 .99% . 95% . S5T% . .. 134 ...99% _ 93%  60%
Multiracial 1 = - B
Small Group Totals 9 100% 89% 44% 10 100%  100% 80%
T R I T i N s 135, e 100%, ... 99%  61% it 99% ... 278 ...8T% ..
Students with Disabilities 24 96% 71% 25% 16 94% 63% 19%
ENGUSN PIOMICIENE | | seevsesssnssssmesessessns 159, s 3O e D S i s i
Limited English Proficient 1 - = =
Economically Disadvantaged M4 el ‘:3_9% 9_1_‘%3 __39°/9__._ §2 _____ 98% 90%_ 52%
Not Disadvantaged 85 100% 98% 1% 82 99% 95% 70%
Migrant )
Not Migrant 159 99% 94% 56% 144 99% 93% 62%
NOTES
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent

0 0
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'S Overview of DistrictPerformance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 5 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public

Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 669 *Range: 648-795 668-795 700-795
2010 Mean Score: 671 100%

94% 93% 89% 88%

80% 59 54% 52%
BN 2010-11
B 2009-10 9

Number of Tested Students: 132 144 84 81 5 10
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ota ge scoring at levels) ota ge scoring at level(s)

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 141 94% 60% 4% 155 93% 52% 6%
Female 69 100% 70% 6% 67 94% 60% 10%
Male 72 88% 50% 1% 88 92% 47% 3%

merican Indian or Alaska Native

Black or African American 5 100% 40% 20% 5 80% 20% 0%
Hispanic or Latino 2 == = -
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 5 = =
White 129 60% 3% 150 93% 53% 7%

Multiraci_al o -
Small Group Totals T 100% T1% 0%

General-Education Students 123 99% 67% 4% 130 99% 62% 8%
StudentSW|thD|sab|l|t|es18 ........... Cs s s ST A S RRETe g i
I L - 141 ... 94%,.....80%......... A% 195 93%.....92%. ....... 6%........
Limited English Proficient

O AT GG | W - - SR il oz 8% ...24% 2%

T S 99% ....... 70% ......... 5% .................... 93 ............ 97% ....... 55% ....... 10% ........
Migrant

NotM|grant ................................................... 1 41 ........... 94% ....... 60% ......... 4%155 ............ 93% ....... 52% ......... 6% ........
NOTES

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment " 0
(NYSAA): Grade 5 Equivalent
ew York State English as a Second Language
0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 5 . e i / / /
Total Total
R tly Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested
ecently Arrive udents ested on 0 N/A N/A N/A B N/A N/A NI

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 5

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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' Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 5 Mathematics

This District NY State Public

Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 685 *Range: 640-780 676-780 707-780
2010 Mean Score: 679 100%

96% 94% 94% 94%

I T0% g5y 66% 65%
M N 2010-11 | T
B 2009-10 14% 14%
| | mw il

Number of Tested Students: 135 145 98 100 20 21
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group TZsted 2-4 ’ 3_3 ( )4 Tested 2-4 ? 3_3 ( )4
All Students 141 96% T70% 14% 155 94% 65% 14%
Female 68 99% 5% 12% 66 94% 67% 15%
Male .......... 73 ........... 93% ....... 64%16% .................... 89 ............ 93% ....... 63% ....... 12% ........

merican Indian or Alaska Native

Blackor . Afrlcan Amer | can ..................................... . e 100% ..... . 40% ......... 0% ...................... 5 ............ B 0 % ......... 0% ........
HlspanlcorLatlno ............................................... 2__ ............ T 7 ....
AsianorNatNeHawauan/OtherPac[ﬂcIslander .......... R 48R TR SRS A AR OSSR
Wh|te ........................................................... 1 29 ........... 95% ....... ?1%16%150 ............ 94% ....... 67% ....... 14% ........
Multlraclal ................................................................................................................................................................................
SmallGroup Totals .............................................. 7 o 100% ....... ?1% ......... a% ...........................................................................
General-Education Students 123 99% 7% 16% 129 99% 4% 16%
studentswn h D|sab|l |t|es ..... G DS R S AN S SRR G ghoesssionns Sgp e et D B b A 1 e pebcusiiiad
English Proficient e 1AL 96%  TO% . 14% ... 150 . ..94%. . 83%. 14% ..
Limited English Proficlent
e sy 0%, A9% o THnirineens I B0 it e
Not Disadvantaged 82 100% 84% 20% 92 97% 78% ..... 21% ........
Migrant
.r\.J ot M|grant ................................................... 1 4 1 ........... 96% ....... ?0% ....... 14% .................. 155 ............ 94% ....... 65% ....... 14% ........
NOTES
The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade 5 Equivalent

0 0
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 6 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 666 *Range: 644-785 662-785 694-785
2010 Mean Score: 668 100%
Slipode 88% B9%
|
! 66%
63% g 56% 54%
BN 2010-11
W 2009-10 8% 9% 4 T%
- - - =
Number of Tested Students: 146 112 99 80 12 11
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
tal Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group Tota g6 SETgaR eVl ota ge scoring at level(s)
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 157 93% 63% 8% 121 93% 66% 9%
Female 67 94% 70% 4% 62 95% 68% 10%
Male a0 92% 58% 10% 59 90% 64% 8%

merican Indian or Alaska Native

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander

White 151 94% 65% 8% 111 92% 65% 9%
Multiracial
Small Group Totals 10 100% 80% 10%
General-Education Students 125 97% 78% 10% 103 99% 6% 11%
Students with Disabilities 32 78% 6% 0% 18 56% 11% 0%
English Proficient 157 93% 63% 8% 120 - s .
Limited English Proficient 1 - = =
Economically Disadvantaged 59 86% 39% 3% 45 84% 53% 2%
Not Disadvantaged 98 97% 78% 10% 76 97% 4% 13%
Migrant
Not Migrant 157 93% 63% 8% 121 93% 66% 9%
NOTES
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountabillty and Overview Reports,
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at tevel(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment q _ B B o
(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent

lew York State English Second L age

. s il kg 1 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 6

Total Total

R tly Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested

ecently Arm udents . 1 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 6

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 6 Mathematics

This District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at tevel(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 680 *Range: 640-780 674-780 700-780
2010 Mean Score: 683 100%
919 7% 92% 92%
63% 65% 63% 61%
N 2010-11 31%
26% 27%
® 2009-10 Zoﬁ’
Number of Tested Students: 143 117 100 79 31 38
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
tal Percentage scoring at level(s). tal Percent coring at level(s):
Student Group o G0 AGE SIS Tota age scoring at level(s)
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2.4 3-4 4
All Students 158 91% 63% 20% 121 97% 65% 31%
Female 68 91% 63% 25% 62 98% 65% 31%

Whnte ......... Geetnseannsarenannnsasnreaarnanse ee T iy 1 51 ........... 91% ....... 66% ....... 20%111 ............ 96% ....... 6'.’% ....... 32% ........
Mult|rac|al ..................................................................... O O -5 SO
Sma“ Group Total R '{ ........... '(1% ...... 14% e 14% .................... 10 .......... 100% ....... 50% ....... 30% ........
General-Education Students 126 98% 76% 25% 102 99% 75% 37%
StudentSW|thD|sab|l|t|es32 ........... g e Bl LG iy J g s
English Proficient 157 - - = 120 = = £
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|c|ent ...................................... 1__ ............ soseepmsensasnseaniite 1 ................ rseasaensonye seessangResensa s
eyl R T 1 ORI L R R B ereresnersresans < . 7 <) — 5%
Not Disadvantaged 398 94% 78% 27% 76 100% 2% ;15% ....

Migrant

o M|grant 15391%53%20%

1219‘(%65%31%

NOTES

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,

data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

2010-11 School Year

Other

2009-10 School Year

Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 1 = _ _ o
(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 7 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public

Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 664 *Range: 642-790 665-790 698-790
2010 Mean Score: 672 100%

89% 92% 91% 90%

| 67%
56% 48% 50%
NN 2010-11 |
W 2009-10 | e 1% ?_1%., | | 0 ];?

Number of Tested Students: 109 122 69 89 1 15
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 123 89% 56% 1% 132 92% 67% 11%
Female 64 92% 63% 2% 68 97% 78% 15%
Male ........... 59 ........... 85%49% ......... 0% .................... 64 ........... 88% ....... 56% ...... 8% .......

merican Indian or Alaska Native

BlackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... g 80% ....... T D% ................. 1_ ........... ssxpersasenssnsepsnes
.l-.l |spa mc orLatmo ......................................................................................................................................................................
.A: 5| an or : N atlve Hawauan/o ther . Pac1f|c Islander .......... T ooy s s seseeseaensas e TR e
O £ S N .

MUltIraCIal - cena RS - R . arans shaw
Small Group Totals 132 92% 67% 11%

General-Education Students 102 99% 68% 1% 117 95% 74% 13%
StudentsWItthsabllltleS ....... e Soanene gty s iy S 3p S AR
English Proficient 122 . o8 = < 132 92% 67% 11%
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|c|ent ...................................... 1 savTmspsess sasannreases: ereem e e e R ey eSO T 001
e 7 O L —— LK T .. S 4 SO v

Not Disadvantaged 79 95%  65% 1% g 93%  73%  13%
Migrant
NotMigrant12389%56%1%13292%6?%11% T
NOTES

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009~10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 2 . B _
(NYSAA): Grade T Equivalent
! k Stat ish S L
evs{ York State English as a Second Language 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT); Grade 7
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
Sty AT aoents € 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 7

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 7 Mathematics

This District NY State Public

Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 675 *Range: 639-800 670-800 694-800
2010 Mean Score: 680 100%

93% 97%; 92% 92%

' 62% 67% 65% 62%
BN 2010-11 l ‘ 2105 2T% I l 30% 29%
W 2009-10 | .° P . .

Number of Tested Students: 113 128 76 88 26 36
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Student Group Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 122 93% 62% 21% 132 97% 67% 27%
Female 64 95% 63% 20% 68 99% 2% 34%
Male58 ........... 90% ....... 62% ....... 22% ................... 64 ............ 95% ....... 61% ....... 20% ........

.merican Indian or Alaska Native

BlackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... i 80% ....... 40% ..... 0% ...................... et mrnssssrsemsssresassasesronasrety
ll-'i |span|c orLatmo ..................................... B SN G gt S e e S PR R A O A R P P T e
AslanorNatweHawauan/OtherPacmclslander .......... e L g S
Wh|te ........................................................... 1 11 ........... 93% ....... 63% ....... 23%128— ........... dansdai s
}:1 u lt|r aC|al ................................................................................................................................................................................
SmallGroupTotals ............................................................... 132 ............ 9?% ....... 6?% ....... 2_{% ........
O sscasssus - e AN X SO S LT i S T
Students with Disabilities 20 60% 10% 0% 15 73% 40% 20%
English Proficient 121 = = = 132 97% 67% 27%
LImItedEnglIShPrOflClent .............................. o 1__ ............ st sprsresse st R e B o na eThb v e SRRl
et BT e & LI ST, S—— D e i
P e e e o 79 ........... 95% ....... 68% ....... 30% ................... 90 ............ 98% ....... 72% ....... 33% ........
Migrant
NotM|grant ................................................... 1 22 ........... 93% ....... 62% ....... 21%132 ............ 97% ....... 67% ....... 2?% ........
NOTES

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupls) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total Total
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade 7 Equivalent

0 2 - - -
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 8 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 658 *Range: 628-790 658-790 699-790
2010 Mean Score: 667 100%
95% 95% 92% 91%
0,
56% 60/(._, aT% 51%
H B 2010-11
M 2009-10 9
|
Number of Tested Students: 128 117 75 74 1 12
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StudentGrou
p Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 135 95% 56% 1% 123 95% 60% 10%
Female 72 99% 1% 1% 65 94% 65% 12%
Male 63 90% 38% 0% 58 97% 55% 7%
merican Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 1 - = ot 9 e = =
Hispanic or Latino 1 -
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 3 = = 3 B
White 130 55% 1% ) 110 95% 62%
Multiracial 1 - - -
Small Group Totals 5 100% 60% 0% 13 100% 46% 8%
O vl ETIEIED 119 ... 97%....81% .. 1%, SR 203 e 99%. ....68% . .12% ..
Students with Disabilities 16 75% 13% 0% 20 75% 20% 0%
U T — 135 95%,.....28%......... I%.ciirecirainnns 123 ... 95%......80%,,....10% ...
Limited English Proficient
Economically Disadvantaged 42 93% 40% 2% 44 93%  43% 5%
Not Disadvantaged 93 96% 62% 0% 79 96% 70% 13%
Migrant
Not Migrant 135 95% 56% 1% 123 95% 60% 10%
NOTES
The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupls) are suppressed to protect the prlvacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessmel‘lts Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 3 _ B _ 3 _ _ B
{NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
‘ew Y lish dL
eV\f ork State English as a Second Language 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 8
Total Total
Arrived tudents NO ted
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 8

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 8 Mathematics

This District NY State Public

Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 674 *Range: 639-775 674-775 704-775
2010 Mean Score: 685 100%

95% 97% 91% 91%

50% 59°/? 60% 5504
S - TEEE
_ | L [ B

Number of Tested Students: 128 119 67 T2 7 33
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 135 95% 50% 5% 123 97 % 59% 27%
Female 12 100% 58% 7% 65 98% 68% 35%
Male63 ........... 89% ....... 40% ...... 3% .................... 58 ............ 95% ....... 48%17% ........

merican Indian or Alaska Native

BlackorAfncanAmerlcan ..................................... 1_’_ ............ s eyl g ................ EaneseRsaAY rycems sty
H|5pan|corLat|no ................................................................................................................................... seeestisneans e
As|anorNat|veHawauan/OtherPac|f|c|slander .......... g Gt s e S Cersessssns s soeaens
Wh|te ........................................................... 1 30 ........... 95% ....... 50% ......... 5%110 ............ 96% ....... 62% ....... 2?% ........
Multlrac|al ........................................................ 1__ ............ o 33 R R R M ST
Small Group Total s .............................................. 5 ........... 80% ....... 40% ....... 20% .................... 13 .......... 100% ...... 31% ....... 23% ........
General-Education Students 119 97% 53% 6% 103 100% 66% 32%
studentSW|thD|sab|l|t|es16 ........... S St T sty enenie e S TS Ll
O s 135 95%......50% ... %o 123 97%......99%.....2T%, ..
Limited English Proficient
'E.c.:grlqr.rjifally Disadvantaged 42 93% 43% 5% 44 93% 39% 16%
T Disad'v'a;}{t';;é;'éa ............................................ 93 ........... 96% ....... 53% ......... 5% .................... ?9 ............ 99% ....... 70% ....... 33% ........
Migrant
.'\.l ot Mlgrant ................................................... 1 3 5 ........... 95% ....... 50% ......... 5% .................. 123 ............ 9?’% ....... 59% ....... 27% ........
NOTES

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupis} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports,

2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
er
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total Total
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment

_ 3 B B - 3 - - -
(NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 8 Science

This District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
100%
99% 99%? 88% 89% 94% 94%
| 72% T4%
| 0,
B H 2010-11 31% 42%
B 2009-10 | l I'
|
Number of Tested Students: 134 122 120 109 42 52
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
ntor
StUde t G ou p Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2.4 3-4 4
All Students 136 99% 88% 31% 123 99% 89% 42%
Female 72 100% 92% 33% 65 100% 86% 48%
Male 64 97% 84% 28% 58 98% 91% 36%
merican Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American A == o = 9 = i .
Hispanic or Latino 1 = =: -
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 3 = = - 3 - . =
White 131 98% 89% 31% 110 99% 91% 46%
Multiracial 1 = = N
Small Group Totals 5 100% 80% 40% 13 100% 69% 8%
Cenerl- EdUCAEONIBIIACNES el ST 120 ... CAECN L T 103 e L T L T
Students with Disabilities 16 94% 63% 13% 20 100% 75% 15%
R T Tt 136 ... 99%......88%.....31% ....ccoennn. 123 ... 99%......89%....42% ...
Limited English Proficlent
Economically Disadvantaged ) ) 43 100% Ba% 16% 44 98% 73% 23%
Not Disadvantaged 93 98% 90% 38% 79 100% 97% 53%
Migrant
Not Migrant 136 99% 88% 31% 123 99% 89% 42%
NOTES
The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupls) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 3 _ _ _ 3 _ _ _
(NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
egents Science 0 0
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'S Overview of District Performance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 03-07-01-06-0000

This District's Total Cohort* Results in Secondary-Level
English after Four Years of Instruction

This District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
100%
893 94% g2% 0% 83% 82% 80% 79%
I I 27% 29% 35% 32%
Il W 2007 Cohort
2006 Cohort ) . l
Results by 2007 Cohort 2006 Cohort**
Number Percentage scoring at level(s): Number Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 135 89% 82% 27% 180 94% 90% 29%
Female s g s S 94% ....BT% 3%, i, 93 e 95%...90% . 3%% .
Male 81 85% 79% 20% 87 94% 90% 18%
American Indian or Alaska Native ... RS e T v Bime s TS R AT
Jlack or African American 2 e s s Bassnsessvorios 4 oiesons omascoman et o
.His;')éﬁ'ic"or'fafinc.) ........................................................... i A R kS i
o g R awaua n/O e s S S U S G - WS kY= P01 - - ey
Pacific Islander = - - -
Whlte .......................................................... T s S s T T e e
Multlramal ..... e e e SPU e G ek SR
SmallGroupTotals ................................ o e T I e faspasere s s
General-Education Students 111 ._94% 90% 33% 151 98% 96% 34%
StudentSW|thD|sab|l|t|es ................................. i o s e 0%29 ........... L it s
English Proficient ) 135 89% 82% 27% 180 94% 90% 29%
L|m| ted E ngll sh Prof|C|ent .........................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 23 96% 74% 13% 45 89% 78% 11%
NotDlsadvantaged ........................................ 11288% ....... s s G e i

Not Migrant 135 89%  B82%  27% 180 94%  90%  29%
NOTES

The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupis} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

+ A total cohort consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 in a particular year, and all ungraded students with disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in that
year, and were enrolled in the school/district for five months. Students are excluded from the cohort if they transferred to another school district, nonpublic school, or criminal
justice facility, or left the U.S. and its territories or died before the report date. Statewide total cohort also includes students who were enrolled for fewer than five months.

** 2006 cohort data are those reported in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Report.
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This District's Total Cohort* Results in Secondary-Level
Mathematics after Four Years of Instruction

This District NY State Public

Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

1O0%| - gpg 96% 88y 4% 86% 84% 81% 79%
51%
Il W 2007 Cohort A e =
ohor
2006 Cohort .
Results by 2007 Cohort 2006 Cohort**
Number Percentage scoring at level(s): Number Percentage scoring at level(s):

StUdent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 24 3-4 4
All Students 135 90% 88% 26% 180 96% 94% 51%
Female g s A 96% ....34% . 31%.. risnenrrens iy 95% ...22% .54% ..
Male 81 86% 84% 22% 87 97% 95% 47%
American Indian or Alaska NLiVe et
,lackorAfncanAmerlcan . N sorarss s epa s s _ o kiR
HlspanlcorLatlno ............................................................................................................. i ai-te iR sasiasses
o RS o n/O D e R B N S S R R A £ e S A PSS AL LSS NN A A ST S VR ST e e daR
Pacific Islander & - - -
R s s SIS s s g B T P
e T AR S ARk RS e A B
SmallGroupTotals ........................................ RS s s g ez spasissenmas G
General-Education Students 111 95% 93% 32% 151 99% 99% 58%
Studentswntthsabmtles ................................. ot e R i s s
English Proficient 135 90% 88% 26% 180 96% 94% 51%
L|m|tedEngl|shProfIC|ent ........................................................................ e et et St e aplie s et A s e e ST MEETTR AT LA PTG
Economically Disadvantaged 23 96% 96% 4% 45 91% 87% 31%
NotDlsadvantaged ........................................ s g e, Ui e oo IR
MIgrant | e e S s I SRR A R e S R AT
Not Migrant 135 90% 88% 26% 180 96% 94% 51%
NOTES

The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,

data for that group and the next smallest group(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* A total cohort consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 in a particular year, and all ungraded students with disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in that
year, and were enrolled in the school/district for five months. Students are excluded from the cohort if they transferred to another school district, nonpublic school, or criminal
justice facility, or left the U.S. and its territories or died before the report date. Statewide total cohort also includes students who were enrolled for fewer than five months.

** 2006 cohort data are those reported in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Report.
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TheNew York State School PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY
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Principal JAMES PRITCHARD
Telephone (607) 779-4736
Grades PK-3

Accountability
and Overview Report

2010-11

ThisSchool's ReportCard

The New York State School Report Card isan important part
of the Board of Regents’ effort to raise learning standards for all
students. It provides information to the publicon the school’s
status under the State and federal accountability systems,
onstudent performance,and on other measures of school

and district performance. Knowledge gained from the school
-eportcard onaschool’s strengths and weaknesses can be used
o improveinstruction and services to students.

State assessments are designed to help ensure that all

students reach high learning standards. They show whether
students are getting the knowledge and skills they need

to succeed at the elementary, middle, and commencement
levels and beyond. The State requires that students who are not
making appropriate progress toward the standards receive
academic intervention services.

For more information:

Office of Information and Reporting Services
‘ew York State Education Department

room B63 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov

March 17, 2012

Usethisreportto:

Get School Profileinformation.
This section shows comprehensive

data relevant to this school’s learning
environment.

Review School
Accountability Status.
This section indicates whether

a school made adequate yearly
progress (AYP) and identifies the
school's accountability status.

Review anOverview

of School Performance.

This section has information about the school's
performance on state assessments in English,
mathematics, and science.
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School PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

School 1D 03-07-01-06-0004

School Profile

This section shows comprehensive data relevant to this school’s learning
environment, including information about enrollment, average class size,

and teacher qualifications.

Enrollment

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Pre-K 86 91 81
Kindergarten 142 131 124
Grade 1 114 144 128
Grade 2 153 116 131
Grade 3 130 156 108
Grade 4 0 0 0
Grade 5 0 0 0
Grade 6 0 0 0
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
srade 7 0 0 0
Grade 8 0 0 0
Grade 9 0 0 0
Grade 10 0 0 0
Grade 11 0 0 0
Grade 12 0 0 0
Ungraded Secondary 0 o} o}
Total K-12 539 547 491
Average Class Size

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Common Branch 22 22 23
Grade 8
English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Grade 10

nglish

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

March 17, 2012
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DISTRICT

Enrollment
Information

Enrollment counts are as of Basic Educational
Data System (BEDS) day, which is typically
the first Wednesday of October of the school
year. Students who attend BOCES programs
on a part-time basis are included in a school’s
enrollment. Students who attend BOCES on

a full-time basis or who are placed full time
by the district in an out-of-district placement
are notincluded in a school’s enrollment.
Students classified by schools as “pre-first”
are included in first grade counts.

Average Class Size
Information

Average Class Size is the total registration
in specified classes divided by the number
of those classes with registration. Common
Branch refers to self-contained classes in
Grades 1-6.
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Demographic Factors

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
# % # % # %
Eligible for Free Lunch 95 18% 162 30% 131 27%
Reduced-Price Lunch 37 % 58 11% a7 10%
Limited English Proficient 8 1% 6 1% 6 1%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0% 0 0% 2 0%
Black or African American 13 2% 17 3% 15 3%
Hispanic or Latino 4 1% 3 1% 9 29
Asian or Native 9 2% 5 1% 6 1%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
Wit 513 95% 522 95% 459  93%
Multiracial 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
* Available only at the school level.
L]
Attendance and Suspensions
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
# % # % # %
Annual Attendance Rate 95% 95% 95%
Student Suspensions 0 0% 0 0% 1 0%

March 17, 2012

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Demographic Factors
Information

Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price

Lunch percentages are determined by dividing

the number of approved lunch applicants by

the Basic Educational Data System (BEDS)
enrollment in full-day Kindergarten through

Grade 12. Eligible for Free Lunch and Limited
English Proficient counts are used to determine
Similar Schools groupings within a Need/Resource
Capacity category. Student Stability is the
percentage of students in the highest grade in

a school who were also enrolled in that school

at any time during the previous school year.

(For example, if School A, which serves Grades 6-8,
has 100 students enrolled in Grade 8 this year,

and g2 of those 100 students were also enrolled in
School A last year, the stability rate for the school is
92 percent.)

Attendance
and Suspensions
Information

Annual Attendance Rate is determined by dividing
the school’s total actual attendance by the total
possible attendance for a school year. A school’s
actual attendance is the sum of the number

of students in attendance on each day the school
was open during the school year. Possible
attendance is the sum of the number of enrolled
students who should have been in attendance on
each day the school was open during the school
year. Student Suspension rate is determined

by dividing the number of students who were
suspended from school {not including in-school
suspensions) for one full day or longer anytime
during the school year by the Basic Educational
Data System (BEDS) day enrollments for that school
year. A student is counted only once, regardless

of whether the student was suspended one or more
times during the school year.
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Teacher Qualifications

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Number of Teachers 39 35 34
Percent with No Vvalid o N o
Teaching Certificate 0% & 0%
Percenjc jrea;hlng Out 0% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with FewerThan 0% 0% 3%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master’s Degree N o o
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate i . g
Total Number of Core Classes 35 27 27
Percent Not Taught by Highly o " o
Qualified Teachers in This School 0 ol 008
Perc«ler.\t Not Taught. by H.igh!y ) 0% 1% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 8% 6% 3%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly
_ualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 0%

tatewide

Total Number of Classes 44 41 38
Percent Taught bleeaf:hers Without 0% 0% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 25% 0% N/A
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 10% 10% 9%

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Other Professional Staff 5 2 5
Total Paraprofessionals* N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 0 0 0

rincipals 1 1 1

* Not available at the school level.
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DISTRICT

Teacher Qualifications
Information

The Percent Teaching Out of Certification is the
percent doing so more than on an incidental basis;
that is, the percent teaching for more than five
periods per week outside certification.

Core Classes are primarily K-6 common branch,
English, mathematics, science, social studies,

art, music, and foreign languages. To be Highly
Qualified, a teacher must have at least a Bachelor’s
degree, be certified to teach in the subject area,
and show subject matter competency. A teacher
who taught one class outside of the certification
area(s) is counted as Highly Qualified provided that
1) the teacher had been determined by the school
or district through the HOUSSE process or other
state-accepted methods to have demonstrated
acceptable subject knowledge and teaching

skills and 2) the class in question was not the sole
assignment reported. Credit for incidental teaching
does not extend beyond a single assignment.
Independent of Highly Qualified Teacher status,
any assignment for which a teacher did not hold

a valid certificate still registers as teaching out of
certification. High-poverty and low-poverty schools
are those schools in the upper and lower quartiles,
respectively, for percentage of students eligible for
a free or reduced-price lunch.

Teacher Turnover Rate
Information

Teacher Turnover Rate for a specified school year
is the number of teachers in that school year who
were not teaching in the following school year
divided by the number of teachers in the specified
school year, expressed as a percentage.

Staff Counts
Information

Other Professionals includes administrators,
guidance counselors, school nurses, psychologists,
and other professionals who devote more than half
of their time to non-teaching duties. Teachers who
are shared between buildings within a district are
reported on the district report only.
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Understanding How Accountability

Worksin New York State

The federal No Child Left Behind {NCLB) Act requires that states develop and report on measures of student
proficiency in 1) English language arts (ELA), in 2) mathematics, and on 3) a third indicator. In New York

State in 2010-11, the third indicator is science at the elementary/middle level and graduation rate at

the secondary level. Schools or districts that meet predefined goals on these measures are making Adequate

Yearly Progress (AYP).

For more information about accountability in New York State,

visit: http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/accountability/.

1 EnglishLanguage Arts (ELA)

M School Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

To make AYP in ELA, every accountability group must make AYP. For a group to make AYP, it must meet the participation

and the performance criteria.

A Participation Criterion
At the elementary/middle level, 95 percent of Grades
3-8 students enrolled during the test administration
period in each group with 40 or more students must be
tested on the New York State Testing Program (NYSTP)
in ELA or, if appropriate, the New York State English as
a Second Language Achievement Test (NYSESLAT), or

the New York State Alternate Assessment (NYSAA) in ELA.

At the secondary level, 95 percent of seniors in 2010-11
in each accountability group with 40 or more students
must have taken an English examination that meets the
students’ graduation requirement.

B PerformanceCriterion

At the elementary/middle level, the Performance Index

(P1) of each group with 30 or more continuously enrolled
tested students must equal or exceed its Effective Annual
Measurable Objective (AMO) or the group must make Safe
Harbor. (NYSESLAT is used only for participation.) At the
secondary level, the Pl of each group in the 2007 cohort with
30 or more members must equal or exceed its Effective AMO
or the group must make Safe Harbor. To make Safe Harbor, the
Pl of the group must equal or exceed its Safe Harbor Target
and the group must qualify for Safe Harbor using the third
indicator, science or graduation rate.

2 Mathematics

The same criteria for making AYP in ELA apply to mathematics. At the elementary/middle level, the measures used to determine
AYP are the NYSTP and the NYSAA in mathematics. At the secondary level, the measures are mathematics examinations that meet
the students’ graduation requirement.

3 Thirdindicator

In addition to English language arts and mathematics, the school must also make AYP in a third area of achievement.
This means meeting the criteria in science at the elementary/middle level and the criteria in graduation rate at the secondary level.

Elementary/Middle-Level Science: To make AYP, the All Students group must meet the participation criterion and
the performance criterion.

A Participation Criterion
Eighty percent of students in Grades 4 and/or 8 enrolled B Performance Criterion
during the test administration period in the All Students The PI of the All Students group, if it has 30 or more
group, if it has 40 or more students, must be tested on an students, must equal or exceed the State Science
accountability measure. In Grade 4, the measures are the Standard (100) or the Science Progress Target.
Grade 4 elementary-level science test and the Grade 4 Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Elementary/Middle-Level
NYSAA in science. In Grade 8 science, the measures are ELA and Math: To qualify, the group must meet both the
the Grade 8 middle-level science test, Regents science participation criterion and the performance criterionin science.
examinations, and the Grade 8 NYSAA in science.

Secondary-Level Graduation Rate: For a school to make AYP in graduation rate, the percent of students in the 2006 graduation-rate
stal cohort in the All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate
Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target.

Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Secondary-Level ELA and Math: To qualify, the percent of the 2006 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12th Graders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2010-11
school year used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for secondary-
level ELA and mathematics. These are the first numbers in the
parentheses after the subgroup label on the secondary-level
ELA and mathematics pages.

2007 Cohort

The count of students in the 2007 accountability cohort used

to determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance
part of the AYP determination for secondary-level ELA and
mathematics. These are the second numbers in the parentheses
after the subgroup label on the secondary-level ELA and
mathematics pages.

Accountability Cohort for English and Mathematics
The accountability cohort is used to determine if a school
or district met the performance criterion in secondary-level
ELA and mathematics. The 2007 school accountability cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere
inthe 2007-08 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2007-08 school year, who were enrolled on October 6,2010
and did not transfer to a diploma granting program. Students
/ho earned a high school equivalency diploma or were
enrolled in an approved high school equivalency preparation
program on June 30, 2011, are not included in the 2007 school
accountability cohort. The 2007 district accountability cohort
consists of all students in each school accountability cohort plus
students who transferred within the district after BEDS day plus
students who were placed outside the district by the Committee
on Special Education or district administrators and who met the
other requirements for cohort membership. Cohort is defined in
Section 100.2 (p) (16) of the Commissioner’s Regulations.

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) indicates satisfactory progress
by a district or a school toward the goal of proficiency for all
students.

Annual Measurable Objective (AMO)

The Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) is the Performance
Index value that signifies that an accountability group is making
satisfactory progress toward the goal that 100 percent of
students will be proficient in the State’s learning standards for
English language arts and mathematics by 2013-14. The AMOs
for each grade level will be increased as specified in CR100.2(p)
(14) and will reach 200 in 2013-14. (See Effective AMO for
further information.)

Continuous Enrollment

The count of continuously enrolled tested students used to

determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance part

of the AYP determination for elementary/middle-level ELA,
1athematics, and science. These are the second numbers in

che parentheses after the subgroup label on the elementary/

middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.

March 17, 2012

Continuously Enrolled Students

At the elementary/middle level, continuously enrolled students
are those enrolled in the school or district on BEDS day (usually
the first Wednesday in October) of the school year until the test
administration period. At the secondary level, all students who
meet the criteria for inclusion in the accountability cohort are
considered to be continuously enrolled.

Effective Annual Measurable Objective

(Effective AMO)

The Effective Annual Measurable Objective is the Performance
Index (PI) value that each accountability group within a school
or district is expected to achieve to make AYP. The Effective
AMO is the lowest Pl that an accountability group of a given size
can achieve in a subject for the group’s Pl not to be considered
significantly different from the AMO for that subject. If an
accountability group’s Pl equals or exceeds the Effective AMO,
it is considered to have made AYP. A more complete definition
of Effective AMO and a table showing the Pl values that each
group size must equal or exceed to make AYP are available at
www.pl2.nysed.gov/irs.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2006 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2010.

Graduation-Rate Total Cohort

The Graduation-Rate Total Cohort, shown on the Graduation
Rate page, is used to determine if a school or district made AYP
in graduation rate. For the 2010-11 school year, this cohort is
the 2006 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2006 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere

in the 2006—07 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2006-07 school year, and who were enrolled in the school/
district for five months or longer or who were enrolled in the
school/district for less than five months but were previously
enrolled in the same school/district for five months or longer
between the date they first entered Grade 9 and the date they
last ended enrollment. A more detailed definition of
graduation-rate cohort can be found in the SIRS Manual at
http://www.pi12.nysed.gov/irs/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2010-11,
data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for accountability groups were
combined to determine counts and graduation rates. Groups
with fewer than 30 students in the graduation-rate total cohort
are not required to meet the graduation-rate criterion.

Limited English Proficient

For all accountability measures, if the count of LEP students
is equal to or greater than 30, former LEP students are also
included in the performance calculations.

Non-Accountability Groups
Female, Male, and Migrant groups are not part of the AYP
determination for any measure.
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Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability (continued)

Participation

Accountability groups with fewer than 40 students enrolled
during the test administration period (for elementary/middle-
level ELA, math, and science) or fewer than 40 12th graders
(for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) are not required
to meet the participation criterion. If the Percentage Tested
for an accountability group fell below 95 percent for ELA and
math or B0 percent for science in 2010-11, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2009-10 and 2010-11 participation enrollments and
the “Percentage Tested” shown is the weighted average of the
participation rates over those two years.

Performance Index(P1)

A Performance Index is a value from 0 to 200 that is assigned to
an accountability group, indicating how that group performed
on a required State test (or approved alternative) in English
language arts, mathematics, or science. Student scores on the
tests are converted to four performance levels, from Level 1

to Level 4.(See performance level definitions on the Overview
summary page.) At the elementary/middle level, the Pl is
calculated using the following equation:

100 x [(Count of Continuously Enrolled Tested Students
Performing at Levels 2, 3, and 4 + the Count at Levels 3 and 4) +
.ount of All Continuously Enrolled Tested Students]

At the secondary level, the Pl is calculated using the following
equation:

100 x [(Count of Cohort Members Performing at Levels 2, 3, and
4 + the Count at Levels 3 and 4) + Count of All Cohort Members]

A list of tests used to measure student performance for
accountability is available at www.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

ProgressTargets

For accountability groups below the State Standard in science
or graduation rate, the Progress Target is an alternate method
for making AYP or qualifying for Safe Harbor in English language
arts and mathematics based on improvement over the previous
year's performance.

Science: The current year's Science Progress Target is calculated
by adding one point to the previous year’s Performance

Index (PI). Example: The 2010-11 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2009-10 PI.

Graduation Rate: The Graduation-rate Progress Target is
calculated by determining a 20% gap reduction between the
rate of the previous year’s graduation-rate cohort and the

state standard. Example: The 2010-11 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(80 — percentage of the 2005 cohort earning
a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2005 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

Progress Targets are provided for groups whaose Pl (for science)
'r graduation rate (for graduation rate) is below the State
standard.

March 17, 2012

SafeHarbor Targets

Safe Harbor provides an alternate means to demonstrate

AYP for accountability groups that do not achieve their EAMOs
in English or mathematics. The 2010-11 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2009-10 Pl + (200 - the 2009-10 PI) x 0.10

Safe Harbor Targets are provided for groups whose Pl is less
than the EAMO.

Safe Harbor Qualification (¥)

On the science page, if the group met both the participation
and the performance criteria for science, the Safe Harbor
Qualification column will show “Qualified.” If the group did
not meet one or more criteria, the column will show “Did not
qualify.” A “#" symbol after the 2010~11 Safe Harbor Target on
the elementary/middle- or secondary-level ELA or mathematics
page indicates that the student group did not make AYP

in science (elementary/middle level) or graduation rate
(secondary level) and; therefore, the group did not qualify for
Safe Harbor in ELA or mathematics.

State Standard

The criterion value that represents minimally satisfactory
performance (for science) or a minimally satisfactory
percentage of cohort members earning a local or Regents
diploma (for graduation rate). In 2010-11, the State Science
Standard is a Performance Index of 100; the State Graduation-
Rate Standard is 80%. The Commissioner may raise the State
Standard at his discretion in future years.

Students with Disabilities

For all measures, if the count of students with disabilities is
equal to or greater than 30, former students with disabilities
are also included in the performance calculations.

Test Performance

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 continuously
enrolled tested students (for elementary/middle-level ELA,
math, and science) or fewer than 30 students in the 2007
cohort {for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2010-11, data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2007 cohort members in the
All Students group in 2010-11, student groups with fewer than
30 members are not required to meet the performance criterion.
This is indicated by a "—" in the Test Performance column in

the table.

Total

The count of students enrolled during the test administration
period used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for elementary/
middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science. These are the first
numbers in the parentheses after the subgroup label on the
elementary/middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
For accountability calculations, students who were excused
from testing for medical reasons in accordance with federal
NCLB guidance are not included in the count.
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Understanding Your School Accountability Status

New York State participates in the Differentiated Accountability pilot program, as approved by the United States Department of Education

in January 2009. Under this program, each public school in the State is assigned an accountability “phase” (Good Standing, Improvement,
Corrective Action, or Restructuring) and, for schools not in Good Standing, a “category” (Basic, Focused, or Comprehensive) for each
measure for which the school is accountable. Accountability measures for schools at the elementary/middle level are English language arts
(ELA), mathematics, and science; at the secondary level, they are ELA, mathematics, and graduation rate. Generally, the school’s overall
accountability status is its most advanced accountability phase and its highest category within that phase. A schoolin any year of the phase
(that is not Good Standing) that makes AYP for the measure remains in the same phase/category the following year. An identified school that
makes AYP in the identified measure for two consecutive years returns to Good Standing. Once a school is identified with a category within a
phase, it cannot move to a less intensive category in the following school year within that phase.

Each school district with one or more Title | schools and each Title | charter school designated as Improvement {year 1 and year 2), Corrective
Action, or Restructuring must make Supplemental Educational Services available for eligible students in the identified Title | school(s). A
school district with one or more schools designated as Improvement (year 2), Corrective Action, or Restructuring must also provide Public
School Choice to eligible students in identified Title | school(s). For more information on the Differentiated Accountability program and a list
of interventions for schools not in Good Standing,

see http://www.p12.nysed.gov/accountability/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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School PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0004

School Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Understanding Your School Accountability Status (continued)

Phase

Phase/Category

Good Standing A school that has not been designated as Improvement, Corrective Action, or Restructuring.

Improvement(year1) A school that failed to make AYP for two
consecutive years on the same accountability measure; or a school
that was designated as Improvement (year 1) in the current school
year that made AYP for the identified measure and is in Good
Standing.

Improvement (year 2) A school that was designated as a schoolin
Improvement (year 1) in the current school year and failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
or a school that was designated as Improvement (year 2}in the
current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.

Improvement/Basic:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for one
accountability group, but made AYP for the All Students group; or a
school that failed to make AYP in only science or graduation rate.
Improvement/Focused:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for more than
one accountability group, but made AYP for the All Students group;
or a school whose worst status is Improvement/Basic for at least
two measures.

Improvement/Comprehensive:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for the All
Students group; or a school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or
math for every accountability group for which there are at least two,
but made AYP for the All Students group; or a school that failed to
make AYP in ELA and/or math AND in science or graduation rate.

Corrective Action{year 1) A school that was designated as a school
in Improvement (year 2) in the current school year and failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
r a school that was designated as Corrective Action (year 1) in the
.urrent school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Corrective Action(year 2) A school that was designated as a school
in Corrective Action (year 1) in the current school year that failed

to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was
identified; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
(year 2) in the current school year that made AYP for the identified
measure.

Corrective Action or Restructuring/Focused:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for one or more
accountability groups, but made AYP for the All Students group; or a
school that failed to make AYP in science or graduation rate but made
AYP in ELA and math.

Corrective Action or Restructuring/Comprehensive: A school that
failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for the All Students group;

or a school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for every
accountability group except the All Students group for which there
are at least two, but made AYP for the All Students group; ora

school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math AND in science or
graduation rate.

Restructuring(year 1) A school that was designated as a school

in Corrective Action (year 2) in the current school year and failed

to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was
identified; or a school that was designated as Restructuring (year 1)
in the current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Restructuring(year 2) A school that was designated as a schoolin
Restructuring {year 1) in the current school year that failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
or a school that was designated as Restructuring (year 2) in the
current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Restructuring (Advanced) A school that was designated as a
school in Restructuring (year 2) in the current school year that
failed to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which

it was identified; or a school that was designated as Restructuring
(Advanced) in the current school year that made AYP for the
identified measure.

SURR: A school that is identified for registration review (SURR) during
a school yearin which it is designated as a school in Improvement

or Corrective Action shall, in the next school year, be designated as
Restructuring(year1)/Comprehensive.

March 17, 2012
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M School Accountability

School PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0004 DISTRICT
Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2011—12) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA In Good Standing ELA
Math In Good Standing Math
e e e Sl
Title | Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12
YES YES YES

On which accountability measures did this school make Adequate
Yearly Progress (AYP) and which groups made AYP on each measure?

Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level

English English
Student Groups Language Arts  Mathematics Science Language Arts  Mathematics Graduation Rate
All Students V4 v
.thnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAf r |canAmer |can ..............................................................................................................................................................
.H |span|c or Latlno ........................................................................................................................................................................
.A.‘ s| an orNat|ve Hawa||an/0therPac|f|c ....................................................... e S R e S A S S AN SR S S N AT S AR
Islander
Wh|te ........................................... \/ ................... ‘/ ................................................................................................................
Multiracial
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities = —
le |tedEngl|sh Proflqent .................... S i g S 3T WA ST e PSSR
EconomlcallyDlsadvantaged ................ ‘/ ................... X ..................................................................................................................
Student groups making
AYP in each subject v 30f3 X20f3
AYP Status

v/ MadeAYP
v°" Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
b Did not make AYP

—_ Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status

March 17, 2012 Page 10



M School Accountability

School PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0004 DISTRICT

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  30f3  student groups making AYP in English language arts |
v Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group performon
elementary/middle-level English language arts accountability measures?

AYP Participation TestPerformance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enroliment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (107:104) v v 100% v 142 112

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

lack or African American (0:0)
Hispanic or Latino (0:0)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
islander (0:0)

White (107:104) v v 100% v 142 112

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (9:8) - - - = = = =
[i'r}{ii'e'&'é'r{g';'li'éh"F;r'é'fi&iéh'{'('é;é')"mm”““_m““““m: ....................... e ) LR s s s s
LA o (3936) ....... / ............ S oy / ............... 1 06 W 106 ..............................................
Final AYP Determination ‘/ 3 of 3

Non-Accountability Groups

Female ({55:53) 100% 155 109

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

V' MadeAvP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target used on this page.

) 4 Did not make AYP

- Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

. Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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Ml School Accountability

School PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0004 DISTRICT

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2011-12)

Accountability Measures  20f3  Student groups making AYP in mathematics
X Did not make AYP ‘

How did students in each accountability group performon
elementary/middle-level mathematics accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
{Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
All Students (107:103) / / Q9% / 154 127

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

lack or African American (0:0}

Hispanic or Latino (0:0)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (0:0)

WRGUOTAQY) el AN A 9% oY 158 e 2L
Multiracial {0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (9:8) = - - . = - =
s g S e e S T
e D BRI sy R g e v pesseustar
Final AYP Determination X 20f 3

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (55:52) 98% 152 124

Male 1325 csmsesissnsasssssussssssssusssmmseusssssssssssnsasosssnssosss 0B snenrasossansssasmasssssssent 15T e B2
Migrant (0:0}

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

v/ Madeayp for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

- Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

B Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.
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M Overview of SchoolPerformance

School PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0004

Summaryof2010-11
School Performance

Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics,
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2,
Level 3, and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and
mathematics at the secondary level is reported in terms of the percentage

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that Total
scored at or above Level 3 Tested
English Language Arts 0% 50% 100%
Grade 3 54% I 107
Mathematics
Grade 3 56% I 106

March 17, 2012

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

AboutthePerformance
Level Descriptors

EnglishLanguage Arts

Level 1: Below Standard

Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Level 2:Meets Basic Standard

Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Level 3:Meets Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
the English language arts knowledge and skills expected
at this grade level.

Level 4:Exceeds Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates a thorough
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Mathematics

Level 1:Below Standard

Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

Level 2:Meets Basic Standard

Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

Level 3:Meets Proficiency Standard
Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
the mathematics content expected at this grade level.

Level 4: Exceeds Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates a thorough
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

How are Need/Resource Capacity
(N/RC)categories determined?

Districts are divided into high, average, and low need
categories based on their ability to meet the special
needs of their students with local resources. Districtsin
the high need category are subdivided into four categories
based on enrollment size and, in some cases, number

of students per square mile. More information about

the categories can be found in the Report to the Governor
and the Legislature on the Educational Status of the
State’s Schools at www.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

In this section, this school's performance is compared with
that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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3l Overview of SchoolPerformance

School PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0004 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 3 English Language Arts

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 663  *Range:644-780 663-780 694-780
2010 Mean Score: 667 100%

87% 89% 87% 89% 87% 86%

EEE 2010-11 549% 57% 54% 5T% | 56% 55%

.l ¥ 2009-10 g |
16% I | 1%

. - iy | | | -
Number of Tested Students: 93 135 58 87 5 24 93 135 58 87 5 24
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

tal Percentage scoring at level{s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ﬁZs?ed 2_4g g3_4 4 4 TZsted 2_4g g3_4 ; 4
All Students 107 87% 54% 5% 152 89% 57% 16%
Female 55 89% 64% 9% 84 88% 62% 23%
Male52 ........... 85% ....... 44% ......... 0% .................... 68 ............ 90% ....... 51% ........ 7% ........
nerican Indian or Alaska Native

BlackorAfncanAmencan ................................................ R R YRR R R R A ipressessnniein e R et
HlspanlcorLatmo .....
AS'an orNatlve Hawa"an/m her Pac|f| clslander ...................................................................................... R seeneassnies iy
Wh|te ............................................................ 1 07 ........... 8?% ....... 54% ......... 5%146 ............ 89% ....... 58% ....... 15% ........
Multu’aaal ............................................................................................................................................................ PR ek LR
smaquupTOtals ................................ R S S H A R N N A A NS AN N S AR S E e 6 ............ 83% ....... 50% ......... 0% ........
General-Education Students a8 92% 59% 5% 132 95% 65% 18%
Studen .t:s . Wlth D|sab|l| t|es .......................................... RS s Loty sssre gty fpesestansees S e Sseaemna
English Proficient 105 e = = 151 = = =
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|CIent .......................................... 2_ ....... seisissiasass s e 1 ............... Meserenensnsr Ssaeemempsdisirasases
L LN | ——— =) B e 0% o AT &%
e e T L R 58 ........... 94% ....... 68% ....... . 7% ...... D 85 ............ 91% ....... 72% ....... 24% ........
Migrant
N otMlgrant ..................................................... 1 07 ........... 8?% ....... 54% ......... 5% TR 152 ............ 89% ....... 57% ....... 16% ........
NOTES

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupl(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment

) 0 0
(NYSAA): Grade 3 Equivalent
aw York State English as a Second Language

_ giish as 4539 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 3
Total Total

Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested

enty ucens . 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 3

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
March 17, 2012 Page 14



3l Overview ofSchool Performance

School PORT DICKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0004 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 3 Mathematics

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 686 *Range:662-770 684-770 707-770
2010 Mean Score: 685 100%

98% 9194 38% g1 91% 91%
HEB 2010-11 56% ’ 60% 59%
W & 2009-10 ga% ! i
24%
7% o | | 13%

Number of Tested Students: 104 139 59 73 7 23 104 139 59 73 7 23
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s).
Student Group § o ——

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 106 98% 56% 7% 153 91% 48% 15%
Female 54 98% 54% 7% 85 91% 46% 15%
Male 52 98% 58% 6% 68 91% 50% 15%

nerican Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 5 = = =
Hispanic or Latino
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 106 98%
Multiracial
Small Group Totals 6 50% 33% 0%
General-Education Students a7 99% 61% 7% 133 97% 53% 17%
Students with Disabilities 9 89% 0% 0% 20 50% 15% 0%
English Proficient 104 - o= - 152 =T = =
Limited English Proficient 2 - = =] 1 = = -
Economically Disadvantaged 39 95% 21% 0% 68 85% 37% 7%
Not Disadvantaged 67 100% 76% 10% 85 95% 56% 21%
Migrant
Not Migrant 106 98% 56% 7% 153 91% 48% 15%
NOTES
The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupls) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):

Assessments Total g Total g (

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 0

(NYSAA): Grade 3 Equivalent
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The New York State School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY

SCHOOL

SchoolReportCard  Je=v e

School ID 03-07-01-06-0003

Accountability Principal TAMARA IVAN
and OverviewReport O i
2010-11

ThisSchool'sReportCard

The New York State School Report Card isan important part Uset his re po rtto:

of the Board of Regents’ effort to raise learning standards forall

Get School Profile information.
This section shows comprehensive

data relevant to this school’s learning
onstudent performance,and on other measures of school environment.

students.It provides information to the public on the school’s
statusunder the Stateand federal accountability systems,

and district performance. Knowledge gained from the school

~eport card onaschool’s strengthsand weaknesses can be used 2 Review School
Accountability Status.

This section indicates whether

a school made adequate yearly

progress (AYP) and identifies the

o improve instruction and services to students.

State assessments are designed to help ensure that all school’s accountability status.
students reach high learning standards. They show whether
students are getting the knowledge and skills they need 3 Review an Overview
) of School Performance.

to succeed at the elementary, middle, and commencement _—— . : .

. This section has information about the school's
levels and beyond. The State requires that students who are not performance on state assessments in English,
making appropriate progress toward the standards receive mathematics, and science.

academic intervention services.

For more information:

Office of Information and Reporting Services
- lew York State Education Department
room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0003

School Profile

This section shows comprehensive data relevant to this school’s learning
environment, including information about enrollment, average class size,

and teacher qualifications.

Enrollment

2008-09

2009-10

2010-11

Pre-K

Kindergarten

Grade 1

Grade 2

olo|o|O| O

Grade 3

o|lo|oOo|O| O

0
0
0
0
0

Grade 4 146

143

156

Grade 5 117

159

140

Grade 6 139

118

156

Ungraded Elementary

rade 7

Grade 8

Grade 9

Grade 10

Grade 11

Grade 12

oO|lo0ojlo|lo0o|O0|O0|OC|O

Ungraded Secondary

o|jlo|lo|lo|Oo|Oo|O|O

oOo|lo|jlo|lo|O0o|O0| OO

Total K-12 402

420

452

Average Class Size

2008-09

2009-10

2010-11

Common Branch 24

24

23

Grade 8

English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Grade 10

nglish

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

March 17, 2012

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

DISTRICT

Enrollment
Information

Enrollment counts are as of Basic Educational
Data System (BEDS) day, which is typically
the first Wednesday of October of the school
year. Students who attend BOCES programs
on a part-time basis are included in a school’s
enrollment. Students who attend BOCES on

a full-time basis or who are placed full time
by the district in an out-of-district placement
are not included in a school'’s enrollment.
Students classified by schools as “pre-first”
are included in first grade counts.

Average Class Size
Information

Average Class Size is the total registration
in specified classes divided by the number
of those classes with registration. Common
Branch refers to self-contained classes in
Grades 1-6.
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT
L] -
Demographic Factors Demographic Factors
o
Information
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price
# % # % # % Lunch percentages are determined by dividing
= the number of approved lunch applicants by
Eligible for Free Lunch
95 24% 115 27% 130 29% the Basic Educational Data System (BEDS)
Reduced-Price Lunch 37 9% 42 10% 46  10% enrollment in full-day Kindergarten through
Student Stability* 91% 5 = Grad_e 12 El.lg'rble for Free Lunch and Lomrted.

— - — English Proficient counts are used to determine
LimiEEaiEngUSIFERONICIEnt 1 0% 2 0% 1 0% Similar Schools groupings within a Need/Resource
Racial/Ethnic Origin Capacity category. Student Stability is the

- - - percentage of students in the highest grade in
American Indian or Alaska Native
0 0% 0 0% 0 0% a school who were also enrolled in that school
Black or African American 10 2% 13 3% 18 4% at any time during the previous school year.
Hispanic or Latino : - P % 5 o~ (For example, if School A, which serves Grades 6-8,
: - = - has 100 students enrolled in Grade 8 this year,
FSiamoniative 6 1% 10 2% 7 2% and 92 of those 100 students were also enrolled in
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander School A last year, the stability rate for the school is
rlbis 386 96% 395 oa% 425 o4y 92 Percent)
Multiracial 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
* Available only at the school level. Attendance
*
and Suspensions
>
L

Attendance and Suspensions Information

Annual Attendance Rate is determined by dividing

the school’s total actual attendance by the total

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 possible attendance for a school year. A school'’s
# % # % # % actual attendance is the sum of the number

Annual Attendance Rate 96% 96% 06% of students in attendance on each day the school

was open during the school year. Possibte

Student Suspensions 11 3% 4 1% 8 2% attendance is the sum of the number of enrolled
students who should have been in attendance on
each day the school was open during the school
year. Student Suspension rate is determined

by dividing the number of students who were
suspended from school (not including in-school
suspensions) for one full day or longer anytime
during the school year by the Basic Educational
Data System (BEDS) day enrollments for that school
year. A student is counted only once, regardless

of whether the student was suspended one or more
times during the school year.
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0003

Teacher Qualifications

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Number of Teachers 26 26 30
Percent with No Valid
0, 0, 0,
Teaching Certificate d 0 958
PercenF jl'eat.:hlng Out 0% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Than 0% 0% 7%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master’s Degree o o .
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate 4% s S
Total Number of Core Classes 25 28 51
Percent Not Taught by Highly o : o
Qualified Teachers in This School % L0 0%
Percc.er?t Not Taught' by H'ighl'y . 0% 1% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Quatified in High-Poverty Schools 8% 6% 5%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Aualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 0%
atewide
Total Number of Classes 36 42 66
Percent Taught byTethers Without 0% 0% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate
2007-08 2008-09 2009~10
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer N/A N/A 0%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 8% 8% 15%
Staff Counts
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Other Professional Staff 2 2 6
Total Paraprofessionals* N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 0 0 0
rincipals 1 1 1

* Not available at the school level.

March 17, 2012

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Teacher Qualifications
Information

The Percent Teaching Out of Certification is the
percent doing so more than on an incidental basis;
that is, the percent teaching for more than five
periods per week outside certification.

Core Classes are primarily K-6 common branch,
English, mathematics, science, social studies,

art, music, and foreign languages. To be Highly
Qualified, a teacher must have at least a Bachelor’s
degree, be certified to teach in the subject area,
and show subject matter competency. A teacher
who taught one class outside of the certification
areals) is counted as Highly Qualified provided that
1) the teacher had been determined by the school
or district through the HOUSSE process or other
state-accepted methods to have demonstrated
acceptable subject knowledge and teaching

skills and 2) the class in question was not the sole
assignment reported. Credit for incidental teaching
does not extend beyond a single assignment.
Independent of Highly Qualified Teacher status,
any assignment for which a teacher did not hold
avalid certificate still registers as teaching out of
certification. High-poverty and low-poverty schools
are those schools in the upper and lower quartiles,
respectively, for percentage of students eligible for
a free or reduced-price lunch.

Teacher Turnover Rate
Information

Teacher Turnover Rate for a specified school year
is the number of teachers in that school year who
were not teaching in the following school year
divided by the number of teachers in the specified
school year, expressed as a percentage.

Staff Counts
Information

Other Professionals includes administrators,
guidance counselors, school nurses, psychologists,
and other professionals who devote more than half
of their time to non-teaching duties. Teachers who
are shared between buildings within a district are
reported on the district report only.
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M School Accountability

School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

Understanding How Accountability
Worksin New York State

The federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act requires that states develop and report on measures of student
proficiency in 1) English language arts (ELA), in 2) mathematics, and on 3) a third indicator. In New York

State in 2010-11, the third indicator is science at the elementary/middle level and graduation rate at

the secondary level. Schools or districts that meet predefined goals on these measures are making Adequate
Yearly Progress (AYP).

For more information about accountability in New York State,
visit: http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/accountability/.

1 EnglishLanguageArts(ELA)

To make AYP in ELA, every accountability group must make AYP. For a group to make AYP, it must meet the participation
and the performance criteria.

A Participation Criterion B PerformanceCriterion
At the elementary/middle level, 95 percent of Grades At the elementary/middle level, the Performance Index
3-8 students enrolled during the test administration (P1) of each group with 30 or more continuously enrolled
period in each group with 40 or more students must be tested students must equal or exceed its Effective Annual
tested on the New York State Testing Program (NYSTP) Measurable Objective (AMO) or the group must make Safe
in ELA or, if appropriate, the New York State English as Harbor. (NYSESLAT is used only for participation.) At the
a Second Language Achievement Test (NYSESLAT), or secondary level, the Pl of each group in the 2007 cohort with
the New York State Alternate Assessment (NYSAA)in ELA. 30 or more members must equal or exceed its Effective AMO
At the secondary level, 95 percent of seniors in 2010-11 or the group must make Safe Harbor. To make Safe Harbor, the
in each accountability group with 40 or more students Pl of the group must equal or exceed its Safe Harbor Target
must have taken an English examination that meets the and the group must qualify for Safe Harbor using the third
students’ graduation requirement. indicator, science or graduation rate.

2 Mathematics

The same criteria for making AYP in ELA apply to mathematics. At the elementary/middle level, the measures used to determine
AYP are the NYSTP and the NYSAA in mathematics. At the secondary level, the measures are mathematics examinations that meet
the students’ graduation requirement.

3 ThirdIndicator

In addition to English language arts and mathematics, the school must also make AYP in a third area of achievement.
This means meeting the criteria in science at the elementary/middle level and the criteria in graduation rate at the secondary level.

Elementary/Middle-Level Science: To make AYP, the All Students group must meet the participation criterion and
the performance criterion.

A ParticipationCriterion
Eighty percent of students in Grades 4 and/or 8 enrolled B Performance Criterion

during the test administration period in the All Students The Pl of the All Students group, if it has 30 or more
group, if it has 40 or more students, must be tested on an students, must equal or exceed the State Science
accountability measure. In Grade 4, the measures are the Standard (100) or the Science Progress Target.

Grade 4 elementary-level science test and the Grade 4 Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Elementary/Middle-Level

NYSAA in science. In Grade 8 science, the measures are ELA and Math: To qualify, the group must meet both the

the Grade 8 middle-level science test, Regents science participation criterion and the performance criterionin science.

examinations, and the Grade 8 NYSAA in science.

Secondary-Level Graduation Rate; For a school to make AYP in graduation rate, the percent of students in the 2006 graduation-rate
Jtal cohort in the All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate
Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target.

Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Secondary-Level ELA and Math: To qualify, the percent of the 2006 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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M School Accountability

School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12th Graders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2010-11
school year used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for secondary-
level ELA and mathematics. These are the first numbers in the
parentheses after the subgroup label on the secondary-level
ELA and mathematics pages.

2007 Cohort

The count of students in the 2007 accountability cohort used

to determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance
part of the AYP determination for secondary-level ELA and
mathematics. These are the second numbers in the parentheses
after the subgroup label on the secondary-level ELA and
mathematics pages.

Accountability Cohort for English and Mathematics
The accountability cohort is used to determine if a school
or district met the performance criterion in secondary-level
ELA and mathematics. The 2007 school accountability cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere
in the 2007-08 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2007-08 school year, who were enrolled on October 6, 2010
and did not transfer to a diploma granting program. Students
/ho earned a high school equivalency diploma or were
enrolled in an approved high school equivalency preparation
program on June 30, 2011, are not included in the 2007 school
accountability cohort. The 2007 district accountability cohort
consists of all students in each school accountability cohort plus
students who transferred within the district after BEDS day plus
students who were placed outside the district by the Committee
on Special Education or district administrators and who met the
other requirements for cohort membership. Cohort is defined in
Section 100.2 (p) (16) of the Commissioner’s Regulations.

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) indicates satisfactory progress
by a district or a school toward the goal of proficiency for all
students.

Annual Measurable Objective (AMO)

The Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) is the Performance
Index value that signifies that an accountability group is making
satisfactory progress toward the goal that 100 percent of
students will be proficient in the State’s learning standards for
English language arts and mathematics by 2013-14. The AMOs
for each grade level will be increased as specified in CR100.2(p)
(14) and will reach 200 in 2013-14. (See Effective AMO for
further information.)

Continuous Enrollment

The count of continuously enrolled tested students used to

determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance part

of the AYP determination for elementary/middle-level ELA,
athematics, and science. These are the second numbersiin

.he parentheses after the subgroup label on the elementary/

middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
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Continuously Enrolled Students

At the elementary/middle level, continuously enrolled students
are those enrolled in the school or district on BEDS day (usually
the first Wednesday in October) of the school year until the test
administration period. At the secondary level, all students who
meet the criteria for inclusion in the accountability cohort are
considered to be continuously enrolled.

Effective Annual Measurable Objective

(Effective AMO)

The Effective Annual Measurable Objective is the Performance
Index (PI) value that each accountability group within a school
or district is expected to achieve to make AYP. The Effective
AMO is the lowest Pl that an accountability group of a given size
can achieve in a subject for the group’s Pl not to be considered
significantly different from the AMO for that subject. If an
accountability group’s Pl equals or exceeds the Effective AMO,
it is considered to have made AYP. A more complete definition
of Effective AMO and a table showing the Pl values that each
group size must equal or exceed to make AYP are available at
www.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2006 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2010.

Graduation-Rate Total Cohort

The Graduation-Rate Total Cohort, shown on the Graduation
Rate page, is used to determine if a school or district made AYP
in graduation rate. For the 2010-11 school year, this cohort is
the 2006 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2006 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere
inthe 2006-07 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2006-07 school year, and who were enrolled in the school/
district for five months or longer or who were enrolled in the
school/district for less than five months but were previously
enrolled in the same school/district for five months or longer
between the date they first entered Grade 9 and the date they
last ended enrollment. A more detailed definition of
graduation-rate cohort can be found in the SIRS Manual at
http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2010-11,
data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for accountability groups were
combined to determine counts and graduation rates. Groups
with fewer than 30 students in the graduation-rate total cohort
are not required to meet the graduation-rate criterion.

Limited English Proficient

For all accountability measures, if the count of LEP students
is equal to or greater than 30, former LEP students are also
included in the performance calculations.

Non-Accountability Groups
Female, Male, and Migrant groups are not part of the AYP
determination for any measure.
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M School Accountability

School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability (continued)

Participation

Accountability groups with fewer than 40 students enrolled
during the test administration period (for elementary/middle-
level ELA, math, and science) or fewer than 40 12th graders
(for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) are not required
to meet the participation criterion. If the Percentage Tested
for an accountability group fell below 95 percent for ELA and
math or 80 percent for science in 2010-11, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2009-10 and 2010-11 participation enrollments and
the “Percentage Tested” shown is the weighted average of the
participation rates over those two years.

Performance Index(Pl)

A Performance Index is a value from 0 to 200 that is assigned to
an accountability group, indicating how that group performed
on arequired State test (or approved alternative) in English
language arts, mathematics, or science. Student scores on the
tests are converted to four performance levels, from Level 1

to Level 4. (See performance level definitions on the Overview
summary page.) At the elementary/middle level, the Plis
calculated using the following equation:

100 x [(Count of Continuously Enrolled Tested Students
Performing at Levels 2, 3, and 4 + the Count at Levels 3and 4) +
ount of All Continuously Enrolled Tested Students]

At the secondary level, the Pl is calculated using the following
equation:

100 x [{Count of Cohort Members Performing at Levels 2, 3, and
4 +the Count at Levels 3 and 4) + Count of All Cohort Members]

A list of tests used to measure student performance for
accountability is available at www.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

ProgressTargets

For accountability groups below the State Standard in science
or graduation rate, the Progress Target is an alternate method
for making AYP or qualifying for Safe Harbor in English language
arts and mathematics based on improvement over the previous
year's performance.

Science: The current year's Science Progress Target is calculated
by adding one point to the previous year's Performance

Index (P1). Example: The 2010-11 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2009-10 P1.

Graduation Rate: The Graduation-rate Progress Target is
calculated by determining a 20% gap reduction between the
rate of the previous year’s graduation-rate cohort and the
state standard. Example: The 2010-11 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(80 — percentage of the 2005 cohort earning
a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009} x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2005 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

Progress Targets are provided for groups whose Pl (for science)
~r graduation rate (for graduation rate) is below the State
Jfandard.
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Safe Harbor Targets

Safe Harbor provides an alternate means to demonstrate

AYP for accountability groups that do not achieve their EAMOs
in English or mathematics. The 2010-11 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2009-10 PI+ (200 - the 2009-10 P1) x 0.10

Safe Harbor Targets are provided for groups whose Pl is less
than the EAMO.

Safe Harbor Qualification (t)

On the science page, if the group met both the participation
and the performance criteria for science, the Safe Harbor
Qualification column will show “Qualified.” If the group did
not meet one or more criteria, the column will show “Did not
qualify” A “#" symbol after the 2010-11 Safe Harbor Target on
the elementary/middle- or secondary-level ELA or mathematics
page indicates that the student group did not make AYP

in science (elementary/middle level) or graduation rate
(secondary level) and; therefore, the group did not qualify for
Safe Harbor in ELA or mathematics.

State Standard

The criterion value that represents minimally satisfactory
performance (for science) or a minimally satisfactory
percentage of cohort members earning a local or Regents
diploma (for graduation rate). In 2010-11, the State Science
Standard is a Performance Index of 100; the State Graduation-
Rate Standard is 80%. The Commissioner may raise the State
Standard at his discretion in future years.

Students with Disabilities

For all measures, if the count of students with disabilities is
equal to or greater than 30, former students with disabilities
are also included in the performance calculations.

Test Performance

Faor districts and schools with fewer than 30 continuously
enrolled tested students (for elementary/middle-level ELA,
math, and science) or fewer than 30 students in the 2007
cohort (for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2010-11, data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2007 cohort members in the
All Students group in 2010-11, student groups with fewer than
30 members are not required to meet the performance criterion.
This is indicated by a "—" in the Test Performance columnin

the table.

Total

The count of students enrolled during the test administration
period used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for elementary/
middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science. These are the first
numbers in the parentheses after the subgroup label on the
elementary/middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
For accountability calculations, students who were excused
from testing for medical reasons in accordance with federal
NCLB guidance are not included in the count.
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M School Accountability

School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

Understanding Your School Accountability Status

New York State participates in the Differentiated Accountability pilot program, as approved by the United States Department of Education

in January 2009. Under this program, each public school in the State is assigned an accountability “phase” (Good Standing, Improvement,
Corrective Action, or Restructuring) and, for schools not in Good Standing, a “category” {Basic, Focused, or Comprehensive) for each
measure for which the school is accountable. Accountability measures for schools at the elementary/middle level are English language arts
(ELA), mathematics, and science; at the secondary level, they are ELA, mathematics, and graduation rate. Generally, the school’s overall
accountability status is its most advanced accountability phase and its highest category within that phase. A schoolin any year of the phase
(that is not Good Standing) that makes AYP for the measure remains in the same phase/category the following year. An identified school that
makes AYP in the identified measure for two consecutive years returns to Good Standing. Once a school is identified with a category within a
phase, it cannot move to a less intensive category in the following school year within that phase.

Each school district with one or more Title | schools and each Title | charter school designated as Improvement (year 1 and year 2), Corrective
Action, or Restructuring must make Supplemental Educational Services available for eligible students in the identified Title I school(s). A
school district with one or more schools designated as Improvement (year 2), Corrective Action, or Restructuring must also provide Public
School Choice to eligible students in identified Title | school(s). For more information on the Differentiated Accountability program and a list
of interventions for schools not in Good Standing,

see http://www.p12.nysed.gov/accountabillty/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003

School Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Understanding Your School Accountability Status (continued)

Phase

Phase/Category

Good Standing A school that has not been designated as Improvement, Corrective Action, or Restructuring.

Improvement(year1) A school that failed to make AYP for two
consecutive years on the same accountability measure; or a school
that was designated as Improvement (year 1) in the current school
year that made AYP for the identified measure and is in Good
Standing.

Improvement (year 2) A school that was designated as a school in
Improvement (year 1) in the current school year and failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
or aschool that was designated as Improvement (year 2) in the
current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.

Improvement/Basic:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for one
accountability group, but made AYP for the All Students group; or a
school that failed to make AYP in only science or graduation rate.
Improvement/Focused:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for more than
one accountability group, but made AYP for the All Students group;
or a school whose worst status is Improvement/Basic for at least
two measures.

Improvement/Comprehensive:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for the All
Students group; or a school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or
math for every accountability group for which there are at least two,
but made AYP for the All Students group; or a school that failed to
make AYP in ELA and/or math AND in science or graduation rate.

Corrective Action(year 1) A school that was designated as a school
in Improvement (year 2) in the current school year and failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
-r a school that was designated as Corrective Action (year 1) in the
.urrent school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Corrective Action(year 2) A school that was designated as a school
in Corrective Action {year 1) in the current school year that failed
to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was
identified; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
(year 2) in the current school year that made AYP for the identified
measure.

Corrective Action or Restructuring/Focused:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for one or more
accountability groups, but made AYP for the All Students group; or a
school that failed to make AYP in science or graduation rate but made
AYP in ELA and math.

Corrective Action or Restructuring/Comprehensive: A school that
failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for the All Students group;

or a school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for every
accountability group except the All Students group for which there
are at least two, but made AYP for the All Students group; ora
school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math AND in science or
graduation rate.

Restructuring(year1) A school that was designated as a school

in Corrective Action (year 2) in the current school year and failed

to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was
identified; or a school that was designated as Restructuring (year 1)
in the current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Restructuring(year 2) A school that was designated as a school in
Restructuring (year 1) in the current school year that failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
or a school that was designated as Restructuring {year 2) in the
current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Restructuring (Advanced) A school that was designated as a
school in Restructuring (year 2) in the current school year that
failed to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which

it was identified; or a school that was designated as Restructuring
(Advanced) in the current school year that made AYP for the
identified measure.

SURR: A school that is identified for registration review (SURR) during
a school year in which it is designated as a school in Improvement

or Corrective Action shall, in the next school year, be designated as
Restructuring(year 1)/Comprehensive.
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT
Summary
Overall Accountability Improvement (year 1) Basic
Status (2011-12) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA Improvement (year 1) Basic ELA
Math In Good Standing Math
Science In Good Sta'r;éi'i.n.é ..... Graduation Rate
Title I Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12
YES YES YES

On which accountability measures did this school make Adequate
Yearly Progress (AYP) and which groups made AYP on each measure?

Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
English English

Student Groups Language Arts Mathematics Science Language Arts  Mathematics Graduation Rate
Al Students v v v
thnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
.é lackorAf r |canAmer |can .................... SemR e e S e A e S S
.l-.| |span|c or Lat|no ............................. — ..................... _ ....................................................................................................................
.Al s| an orNatwe Hawa"an/o therPacmc ...............................................................................................................................................
Islander - -
Wh|te ............................................ J ................... ‘/ .................................................................................................................
Multiracial
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities % X
L|m|tedEngl |sh Pmﬂc'ent .................... o e e M A SRR SR RN s AR K G AN S S SRR
Econom|cally D|sadvantaged ................ \/ .................. ‘/ ..................................................................................................................

n
S Xowe  Xowe /a3
AYP Status

Made AYP
thH Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target

) Did not make AYP

— Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status Improvement (year 1) Basic

for This Subject

(2021-12)

Accountability Measures  30f4  student groups making AYP in English language arts
X Did not make AYP

How did students in each accountability group performon
elementary/middle-level English language arts accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
All Students (453:439) ‘/ / 100% / 154 117
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0}
lackorAfrlcanAmerlcan(1816) .......... TR e 1B A A T S oA A A roesens
H|span|corLat|n0(22)__ ....................... e AR SRR i R
A51anorNatlveHawanan/OtherPacmc ........................................... _ ................................. - —_ ............
Islander {7:6) - B -
Whlte(426415) ............................... / ............ ‘/ 100% ....... ‘/ ............... 1 55117 ..............................................
]\;I ult|r aual(oo) ...................................................................................................................................................... AR e N
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (§9:68) X v 100% X 76 110 83 88
Limited English Proficient (1.0) — = &= = i i =
Eéaﬁ'c;r'ﬁi'&é'l'lyI'J'i's'éa\}é'riié.dé'd'(Ié.i;.i'fé')"”y ........... ‘/ .............. 99%/127114
Final AYP Determination X 30f 4
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (224:217) 100% 163 114

Male (229:222)

Migrant {0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

V' Made Ay for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
4 Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target used on this page
b 4 Did not make AYP )

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

* Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status in Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

Accountability Measures 304  Student groups making AYP in mathematics
X Did not make AYP

How did students in each accountability group performon
elementary/middle-level mathematics accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents {455:439) v v 100% v 161 132

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

lack or African American (18:16) - = - = - - -

Hispanic or Latino (2:2} — e - - = - =

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

Islander (7:7)
White (428:414) v e 100% v 163 132

Multiracial {0:0}

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (69:68) X \/ 100% X 87 125 110 98
R B s s Wotgiisacasseins e e e R
Eoonamicaliy Bieadvaningsd (tasisg] 7T  da— passissess T —— T SO AR
Final AYP Determination X 30fa

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (225:217) 99% 165 129

Male (Z30:222) oreeerressseerisnssssiessssesssinsnsssssssseness 809! 157 e B30 s
Migrant {0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

v/ Madearp for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

v/ Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
b 4 Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

+ Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

Elementary/Middle-Level Science

Accountability Status In Good Standing
forThis Subject
(2011-12)
Accountability Measures 1011 student groups making AYP Insclence . e et
v Made AYP
How did students in each accountability group performon
elementary/middle-level science accountability measures?
AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Safe Harbor Met Percentage Met Performance  State Progress Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Qualification Criterion Tested Criterion Index Standard 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (160:149) v Qualified v 99% v 193 100
Ethnicity
merican Indian or Alaska Native {0:0)
otack or African American (7:6) - - - = = -
Hispanic or Latino {0:0)
Asian of Native Hawalian/Other Pacific T ——————————
Islander (1:1) = - = - = - =
White (151:142) Qualified v 99% v 194 100
Multiracial (1:0) - . - = - - -
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (24:23) = = 3 - = v s
Limited English Proficient (0:0)
Economically Disadvantaged (75:65) Qualified v 99% v 188 100
Final AYP Determination / lof1l
Non-Accountability Groups
Female {88:82) 99% 190 100
Male (72:67) 100% 197 100
Migrant {0:0)
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
V' MadeArp for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

b 4 Did not make AYP

- Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

used on this page.
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003

Summaryof2010-11
School Performance

Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics,
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2,
Level 3,and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and
mathematics at the secondary level is reported in terms of the percentage

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that Total
scored at or above Level 3 Tested
English Language Arts 0% 5(?% 100%
Grade 4 54% I 158
Grade 5 60% I 140
Grade 6 65% I 153
Mathematics
Grade 4 60% I 159
Grade 5 70% (I 140
rade 6 65% I 154
Science
Grade 4 94% | 159
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-l Overview of SchoolPerformance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Aboutthe Performance
Level Descriptors

EnglishLanguage Arts

Level 1: Below Standard

Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Level 2: Meets Basic Standard

Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the English tanguage arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Level 3: Meets Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
the English language arts knowledge and skills expected
at this grade level.

Level 4:Exceeds Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates a thorough
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Mathematics

Level 1:Below Standard

Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

Level 2: Meets Basic Standard

Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

Level 3: Meets Proficiency Standard
Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
the mathematics content expected at this grade level.

Level 4:Exceeds Proficlency Standard

Student performance demonstrates a thorough
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

How are Need/Resource Capacity
(N/RC) categories determined?

Districts are divided Into high, average, and low need
categories based on their ability to meet the special
needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
the high need category are subdivided into four categories
based on enrollment size and, in some cases, number

of students per square mile. More information about

the categories can be found In the Report to the Governor
and the Legislature on the Educational Status of the
State’s Schools at www.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

In this section, this school’s performance is compared with
that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School 1D 03-07-01-06-0003

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 4 English Language Arts

This School _School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s}): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 670 *Range:637-775 671-775 T722-775
2010 Mean Score: 676  100%
93% 95% 93% 95% 92% 92%
EEN 2010-11 R ‘ 57% 57%
M 7 2009-10 I
1% 4%
Number of Tested Students: 147 135 85 92 2 5 147 136 85 93 2 5
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Gro Total
Ude t up Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 158 93% 54% 1% 142 95% 65% 4%
Female 86 94% 60% 2% 66 98% 0% 3%

White 150 53% 1% 132 95% 66% 4%
Multiracial
Small Group Totals 8 88% 63% 0% 10 100% 50% 0%
General-Education Students 134 99% 61% 1% 127 98% 2% 4%
Students with Disabilities 24 63% 13% 0% 15 73% T% 0%
English Proficient 158 93% 54% 1% 141 - - =
Limited English Proficient 1 = 7 =
Economically Disadvantaged 73 88% 38% 0% 59 90% 51% 2%
Not Disadvantaged 85 98% 67% 2% 83 99% 75% 5%
Migrant
Not Migrant 158 93% 54% 1% 142 95% 65% 4%
NOTES
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s).

Assessments Total g (s) Total ] (s}

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 0
{NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent

ew York State English as a Second Language
0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N

Achievement Test (NYSESLAT): Grade 4 / g 4 § W i

Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on

0 N/A N/A N/A o} N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 4

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.

March 17, 2012
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3l OverviewofSchool Performance

School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 4 Mathematics

This School _School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 685 *Range:636-800 676—-800 707-800
2010 Mean Score: 689 100%

96% 98% 96% 97% 94% 95%
H NN 2010-11 | B67% 64%
W= 2009-10 ' 1
| 27% 26%
I ‘1151

Number of Tested Students: 153 141 96 102 33 37 153 141 96 102 33 37 '
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Stu d ent G rou p Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 159 96% 60% 21% 144 98% T1% 26%
Female 87 95% 66% 20% 67 100% 6% 24%
Male72 .......... 97% ....... 54% ....... 22% .................... 77 ............ 96% ....... 66% ....... 27% ........

nerican Indian or Alaska Native

BlackorAfncanAmencan .......................................... 7___ ...................... 4 ................ spwstensnany sestmsstonsieTa Yy
H|Span|corLat|no ............................................... SrRR sessensresis srasiinsias e
As|anorNat|veHawauan/OtherPacmclslander .............. R s RS e ANy~ ey cessasaeaees
wmte .................................................. 15161%21%134 98% .._.rz% bt
Mumraaal ................................................................ R e L S S
SmallGroupTotals ................................................. B ......... 88% ....... 50% ....... 25% .................... 10 .......... 100% ....... 60% ....... 20% ........
General-Education Students 135 100% 68% 24% 129 99% 5% 28%
Studentsw|thD|sab|l|t|es24 ........... g oz S se g eemanes BPRT B RS
English Proficient 159 96% . 60%  21% 143 = = =
|_|m|tedEngushProf|c|ent .............................................................................................. v e st
LT 1 - A .. N— CEL.- )R 5, 2L —— e e
Not Disadvantaged 85 99% 75% 32% 83 100% 76% 28%
Mlgrant
o Mlgra.nt 15996%60%21%14493%?1%26%
NOTES
The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect thz privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
As sessm ents Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent
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-l Overviewof SchoolPerformance

School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 4 Science

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 84 Range: 45-100 65-100 85-100
2010 Mean Score: 84 100%

99% 999’? 94% 94% 99% 99% 949 939 98% 97A: 88% 8%
HE N 2010-11 i 56% 62% 56% 62% | 52% 55%
2 W 2009-10 |
| I
_ 1l

Number of Tested Students: 158 141 150 134 89 59 - 158 142 150 134 B89 89 .
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 159 99% 94% 56% 143 99% 94% 62%
Female 87 99% 92% 57% 66 98% 97% 67%
Male72100% ....... 97%54% .................... 77 ............ 99% ....... 91% ....... 58% ........

nerican Indian or Alaska Native

BlackorAfncanAmencan .......................................... T .......... e L S vk STt 4 pevemeptstess e earsenenvassTseem Ty
H|span|corLat|no ..................................................................................................................... 2_ ........... P L R
As|anorNatweHawauan/OtherPacmcIslander ................... 1__ ............ shinisenssneerensaes 4__-_ ........
Vv h |.t ;e ............................................................ 1 50 ........... gg% ....... 95% ....... 5 T% .................. 133 ............ 98% ....... 93% ....... 61% ........
Mult|rac|all—- ............ e e R R R O o sERE e
Sma“Gr oupTotaIs .................................. i sre o r e ey, g TeriBisinn 100% ....... 89% — 44% .................... 10 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 80% ........
e lierl il S 1 e . 135 .....100%  99%  81% S e 9% i 8 s BT
Students with Disabilities 24 96% 71% 25% 15 93% 67% 20%
English Proficient 159 999%, 94% 56% 142 — = =
le“ed EngllshProf|c|ent ............................................................................................................. 1 ................ seeTSET e Y eyt
T U | e e U Sy i) N ik 00 - -
Not Disadvantaged 85 100% 98% 1% 81 99% 96% 70%
Migrant
.l\i ot Mlgrant .......................... T R 1 59 ........... 99% ....... 94% — 56% .................. 143 ............ gg% ....... 94% ....... 62% ........
NOTES
The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupis) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment
{NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent
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3l Overviewof SchoolPerformance

School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 5 English Language Arts

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 669 *Range:648-795 668-795 T700-795
2010 Mean Score: 672 100%

94% 93% 94% 93% 89% 88%
Xma 2000-10 GIO% = m s a2
4% % 4% 16% ] 4% _13%

Number of Tested Students: 131143 84 8L 5 10 132 144 84 81 5 10
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Stu d ent G rou p Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 140 94% 60% 4% 153 93% 53% T%
Female 69 100% 70% 6% 67 94% 60% 10%
Male71 ........... 87% ....... 51% ......... 1% .................... 86 ............ 93% ....... 48% ......... 3% ........

nerican Indian or Alaska Native

Blackor Amc an Amen can .......................................... 5 ......... 100% ....... 40% ....... 20% ...................... oy 80% ....... ST Ay
HlspamcorLatlno—— ............ R LS RS r e e e s s
As|anorNat|ve Hawa”an/omer Pac|f|clslander ................... e T R LI R R SR LU Rt
Wh|te .................................................. =3 A 60%.. 3% 148 o7 549.6 sy
.N.I u[t" ac|al ..................................................................................................... i RSN oLy TGN SRR~ 1y SRR 5 - RN
SmallGroupTotals ................................................. 7 R 100% ....... 5?% & 14% ..........................................................................
General-Education Students 123 99% 67% 4% 130 99% 62% 8%
StudentSW|thD|sab|l|t|es17 ........... L e i S Gy e St il g
EngURTTONCENt s I At 140 ... 94%......89%......... < T 153 93%.....53%......... 1 -
Limited English Proficient
T L L T — = S T 2% 61 BIN s 22
R st 82 ........... 99% ....... 71% ......... 5% .................... 92 ............ 97% ....... 65% s 10% ........
Migrant
NotMlgrant14094%60%4%15393%53%?‘%
NOTES
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupls) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme I'Its Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 o
INYSAAL Grade 5 BQUIVALENE | . ... esocsscemmermsenss 0 oo s T A A s A Ao e s S P s RS s

ew York State Englis Second Language

Achiever:esntaTest (?\IY:EZT_:T)": Gradeat'a e 0 B e b 0 hA Ry R

Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 5

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
March 17, 2012 Page 18



3l OverviewofSchoolPerformance

School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 5 Mathematics

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level{s): Percentage scoring at level{s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 685 “Range:640-780 676-780 T707-780
2010 Mean Score: 680  100%

96% 94% 96% 94% 94% 94%
EEE 2010-11 . 10% 5% 70% 594 | 66% 65%
W W 2009-10 :
14% 14% 14% 14% 23% 24%
i . I
Number of Tested Students: 134 144 98 100 20 21 135 145 98 100 20 21
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
tal Percentage scoring at level(s): tal Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group = b ey g ol 5 i
All Students 140 96% 70% 14% 153 94% 65% 14%
Female 68 99% 75% 12% 66 94% 67% 15%
Male .............................................. 72 ........... 93% ....... 65%17% .................... 8? ............ 94% ....... 64% ....... 13% ........
nerican Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan—— ............ s s Rs 5 ............ 8 0%0% ......... 0% ........
HlspanlcorLatlno .................................................. 2__ ............ e
A5|an or Na t| ve Hawau an/Ot her Pacm clslander ................... § s st R
Whlte ............................................................ 1 28 ........... 95% ....... 71%16%148 ............ 95% ....... 68% ....... 14% ........
Multlraaal ..................................................................................................................................................................................
SmallGr oupTotaIs ................................................. ? — 100% ....... 71% ......... 0% ..........................................................................
AL 2 e Ll S SR L L T S ) SR o R 99% i laB B
Students with Disabilities 17 71% 18% 0% 24 67% 21% 0%
EnQUSRIGONCIRIE] e T 140 ... 96%.,.....70%. ... .14% ... 133 .. 94%.....8%%. ... .14%. ..
Limited English Proficient
T L T AN 0 PO, ST O 14— 2, I— 90%....45% 3%
Not Disadvantaged 81 100% 85% 20% 91 97% ....... 79% ...... 2 1% .......
Migrant
NotMlgrant .......................... RS SRS R Y 1 40 ........... 96% ....... T0%14%153 ............ 94% ....... 65% ....... 14% ........
NOTES

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
As sessm ents Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA}: Grade 5 Equivalent
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3l OverviewofSchoolPerformance

School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 6 English Language Arts

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 667 *Range:644-785 662-785 694-785
2010 Mean Score: 668  100%

93% 93% 93% 93% 88% 89%

EE N 2010-11 65% 67% | 63% 56% 54%
W W 2009-10 '
I 8% 9% 8% 9% ‘ a% T%
| — | = — ] == _ B g
Number of Tested Students: 143 111 99 80 12 11 146 112 99 80 12 11
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
tal Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level{s):
Student Group 1zsied 2.4g g3_4 . 4 Tgsted 2_4g g3_4 . 4
All Students 153 93% 65% 8% 120 93% 67% 9%
Female 67 94% 70% 4% 62 95% 68% 10%
Male .......................................... R SR 86 ........... 93% ....... 60%10% .................... 58 ............ 90% ....... 66% ......... 9% ........
nerican Indlan or Alaska Native

BlackorAfncanAmencan .......................................... 6 civEEnes 67% ....... 1?% ......... R, 4_ ...... essmsnrnrensrasens oarsasns
HISpanICOI’LatInO ................................................................. A RN N s u Ny v e e e VR e e S AR R SRR
Asian or Native Hawalian/Other Pacific Islander N
'VI\I h|t ;3 ............................................................ 1 4 7 ........... 95% ....... 6?% ........................................................................................
Mult|rac|al .....
Sma llGroupTotals ............................................................................................................... 10 .......... 100% ....... 80 % ....... 10% .......
General-Education Students 125 97% 78% 10% 103 99% 76% 11%
StudentSWItthsabllltleS28 ........... e S st R e 5 essaste Ssesssial
English Proficient 153 93% 65% 8% 119 = s =
leltedEnglIShPI'OfICIent ............................................................................................................. 1___ ........
= T - 58 86% .\ 40%, ..., 3% o B i
TR . 95 ........... 98% ...... 80% 11% .................... 75 ............ 97% ....... 75% ....... 13% .......
Migrant
NotMIgrant ..................................................... 1 53 ........... 93% ....... 65% ......... 8% Y T 120 ............ 93% ....... 6?% ......... 9% ........
NOTES

The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. if a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
ASSessments Total 9 Total g (s)
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 0
(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent
ew York State English as a Second Language
' 9 S 1 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 6
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
y 1 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 6

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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School CHENANGO BRIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0003 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 6 Mathematics

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 681 “Range:640-780 674-780 700-780
2010 Mean Score: 684  100%

91y 7%
|

92% 92%

63% 61%

E NN 2010-11 65% 66%

| 2009-10
E.ci) | 26% 27%
| =
. =i i
Number of Tested Students: 140 116 100 79 . 31 38 143 117 100 79 31 38
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Stu d ent G rou p Total Percentage scoring at level(s). Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 154 91% 65% 20% 120 97% 66% 32%
Female 68 91% 63% 25% 62 98% 65% 31%
'h;l S R E— R AR S RS R 86 ........... 91% ....... 66% ....... 16% .................... 58 ............ 95% ....... 67% ....... 33% ........
nerican Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan .......................................... o s s senes 4 ovsrsssns s e st nas esrasene
o7 panlcorLatlno ................................................................................................................................ e R R e s
AsnanorNatlveHawauan/OtherPauﬂcIslander ................... e e S e R R S
= h|t é ............................................................ 1 47 ........... 92% ....... 6?% ....... 20% .................. 110 ............ 96% ....... 6?% ....... 32% ........
.';1 ult|r aclal ..................................................................................................................................................................................
SmallGr oupTotaIs ................................................. _{ ........... 71% ....... 14% ....... ¥ e e 100% ....... s g
il e R R 126 ... Ao T TN . X N 102 e 99%......19% .3T% ...
Students with Disabilities 28 61% 14% 0% 18 83% 17% 0%
English Proficient 153 - - = 119 = = =
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|c|ent .......................................... e LT oo 1 ................ Sirsesarenses Sresensserens e
Economically Disadvantaged oo 59 85% . 41% 8% 45 L% . 53% . 9%
B e 95 ........... 95% ....... 80% ....... 27% .................... 75 — 100% ....... 73% ....... 45% ........
Migrant .........................
NotMlgrant ..................................................... 1 54 ........... 91% ....... 55.% s e 1 20 ............ 97% ....... 66% ....... 32% ........
NOTES

The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports,

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s). Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent
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The New York State
SchoolReportCard

Accountability
and OverviewReport
2010-11

ThisSchool'sReportCard

The New York State School Report Card isanimportant part
of the Board of Regents’effort to raiselearning standards forall
students. It provides information to the publicon the school’s
status under the State and federal accountability systems,

on student performance, and on other measures of school

and district performance. Knowledge gained from the school
-eport card on aschool’s strengths and weaknesses can be used
«oimproveinstruction and services to students.

State assessments are designed to help ensure that all

students reach high learning standards. They show whether
students are getting the knowledge and skills they need

to succeed at the elementary, middle, and commencement
levels and beyond. The State requires that students who are not
making appropriate progress toward the standards receive
academic intervention services.

For more information:

Office of Information and Reporting Services
‘ew York State Education Department

room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov

March 17, 2012

School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL
SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 03-07-01-06-0005

Principal ERIC ATTLESON

Telephone (607) 779-4755

Grades 7-8

Use thisreportto:

Get School Profileinformation.
This section shows comprehensive

data relevant to this school’s learning
environment.

2 Review School
Accountability Status.
This section indicates whether
a school made adequate yearly
progress (AYP) and identifies the
school’s accountability status.

3 Review anOverview
of School Performance.
This section has information about the school's
performance on state assessments in English,
mathematics, and science.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0005

School Profile

This section shows comprehensive data relevant to this school’s learning
environment, including information about enrollment, average class size,

and teacher qualifications.

Enrollment

2008-09

2009-10

2010-11

Pre-K

Kindergarten

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

Ungraded Elementary

ojlo|lo|lo|loo|]O0O|]O|O | O

o|lojlo|lo|oo|o0o|Oo|O| O

ojlo|lo|oj]o|o|O|O| O

sade 7

[
N
=

130

120

Grade 8

148

123

133

Grade 9

Grade 10

Grade 11

Grade 12

Ungraded Secondary

oOojlo|o|O| 0O

oO|Oo0o|O0|0O0| 0O

o|lo|lo| o ]| o

Total K-12

269

253

253

Average Class Size

2008-09

2009-10

2010-11

Common Branch

Grade 8

English

24

24

22

Mathematics

21

21

22

Science

20

20

23

Social Studies

21

21

22

Grade 10

nglish

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

March 17, 2012

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

DISTRICT

Enrollment
Information

Enrollment counts are as of Basic Educational
Data System (BEDS) day, which is typically
the first Wednesday of October of the school
year. Students who attend BOCES programs
on a part-time basis are included in a school’s
enrollment. Students who attend BOCES on

a full-time basis or who are placed full time
by the district in an out-of-district placement
are not included in a school’s enrollment.
Students classified by schools as “pre-first”
are included in first grade counts.

Average Class Size
Information

Average Class Size is the total registration
in specified classes divided by the number
of those classes with registration. Common
Branch refers to self-contained classes in
Grades 1-6.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005

Demographic Factors

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
# % # % # %
Eligible for Free Lunch 118  44% 47 19% 52  21%
Reduced-Price Lunch 52 19% 24 9% 24 9%
Student Stability* 95% 94% 96%
Limited English Proficient 0 0% 0 0% 1 0%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Black or African American 8 39 8 39 4 29%
Hispanic or Latino 1 0% 1 0% o 0%
Asian or Native 6 2% 5 2% ) 4%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
/1153 249 93% 239 94% 237 94%
Multiracial 5 204 0 0% 3 1%
* Available only at the school level.
L]
Attendance and Suspensions
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
# % # % # %
Annual Attendance Rate 96% 96% 95%
Student Suspensions 14 5% 2 1% 5 2%

March 17, 2012

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Demographic Factors
Information

Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price

Lunch percentages are determined by dividing

the number of approved lunch applicants by

the Basic Educational Data System {BEDS)
enrollment in full-day Kindergarten through

Grade 12. Eligible for Free Lunch and Limited
English Proficient counts are used to determine
Similar Schools groupings within a Need/Resource
Capacity category. Student Stability is the
percentage of students in the highest grade in

a school who were also enrolled in that school

at any time during the previous school year.

(For example, if School A, which serves Grades 6-8,
has 100 students enrolled in Grade 8 this year,

and g2 of those 100 students were also enrolled in
School A last year, the stability rate for the school is
92 percent.)

Attendance
and Suspensions
Information

Annual Attendance Rate is determined by dividing
the school’s total actual attendance by the total
possible attendance for a school year. A school’s
actual attendance is the sum of the number

of students in attendance on each day the school
was open during the school year. Possible
attendance is the sum of the number of enrolled
students who should have been in attendance on
each day the school was open during the school
year. Student Suspension rate is determined

by dividing the number of students who were
suspended from school (not including in-school
suspensions) for one full day or longer anytime
during the school year by the Basic Educational
Data System (BEDS) day enrollments for that school
year. A student is counted only once, regardless

of whether the student was suspended one or more
times during the school year.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0005

Teacher Qualifications

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Number of Teachers 18 17 20
Percent with No Valid = o y
Teaching Certificate Q% b b
Percen_t jl'ea.chmg Out 0% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer 'I:han 0% 0% 0%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master’s Degree B o N
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate g e 10%
Total Number of Core Classes 59 49 68
Percent Not Taught by Highly - - 0
Qualified Teachers in This School Bt ot 02
Percgr?t Not Taught. by H.igh!y ‘ 0% 1% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 8% 6% 5%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Nualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 0%

(atewide

Total Number of Classes 81 72 96
Percent Taught by ;reaf:hers Without 1% 0% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 0% 0% N/A
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 19% 6% 12%

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Other Professional Staff 0 1 a4
Total Paraprofessionals* N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 0 0 0

‘incipals 1 1 1

* Not available at the school level.
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District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Teacher Qualifications
Information

The Percent Teaching Out of Certification is the
percent doing so more than on an incidental basis;
that is, the percent teaching for more than five
periods per week outside certification.

Core Classes are primarily K-6 common branch,
English, mathematics, science, social studies,

art, music, and foreign languages. To be Highly
Qualified, a teacher must have at least a Bachelor's
degree, be certified to teach in the subject area,
and show subject matter competency. A teacher
who taught one class outside of the certification
areals) is counted as Highly Qualified provided that
1) the teacher had been determined by the school
or district through the HOUSSE process or other
state-accepted methods to have demonstrated
acceptable subject knowledge and teaching

skills and 2) the class in question was not the sole
assignment reported. Credit for incidental teaching
does not extend beyond a single assignment.
Independent of Highly Qualified Teacher status,
any assignment for which a teacher did not hold

a valid certificate still registers as teaching out of
certification. High-poverty and low-poverty schools
are those schools in the upper and lower quartiles,
respectively, for percentage of students eligible for
a free or reduced-price lunch.

Teacher Turnover Rate
Information

Teacher Turnover Rate for a specified school year
is the number of teachers in that school year who
were not teaching in the fotlowing school year
divided by the number of teachers in the specified
school year, expressed as a percentage.

Staff Counts
Information

Other Professionals includes administrators,
guidance counselors, school nurses, psychologists,
and other professionals who devote more than half
of their time to non-teaching duties. Teachers who
are shared between buildings within a district are
reported on the district report only.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005

Understanding How Accountability

Worksin New York State

The federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act requires that states develop and report on measures of student
proficiency in 1) English language arts (ELA), in 2) mathematics, and on 3) a third indicator. In New York

State in 2010-11, the third indicator is science at the elementary/middle level and graduation rate at

the secondary level. Schools or districts that meet predefined goals on these measures are making Adequate

Yearly Progress (AYP).

For more information about accountability in New York State,

visit; http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/accountability/.

1 EnglishLanguageArts(ELA)

Ml School Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

To make AYP in ELA, every accountability group must make AYP. For a group to m%AYP, it must meet the participation

and the performance criteria.

A Participation Criterion
At the elementary/middle level, 95 percent of Grades
3-8 students enrolled during the test administration
period in each group with 40 or more students must be
tested on the New York State Testing Program (NYSTP)
in ELA or, if appropriate, the New York State English as
a Second Language Achievement Test (NYSESLAT), or

the New York State Alternate Assessment (NYSAA)in ELA.

At the secondary level, 95 percent of seniorsin 2010-11
in each accountability group with 40 or more students
must have taken an English examination that meets the
students’ graduation requirement.

B PerformanceCriterion

At the elementary/middle level, the Performance Index

(P1) of each group with 30 or more continuously enrolled
tested students must equal or exceed its Effective Annual
Measurable Objective (AMO) or the group must make Safe
Harbor. (NYSESLAT is used only for participation.) At the
secondary level, the Pl of each group in the 2007 cohort with
30 or more members must equal or exceed its Effective AMO
or the group must make Safe Harbor. To make Safe Harbor, the
Pl of the group must equal or exceed its Safe Harbor Target
and the group must qualify for Safe Harbor using the third
indicator, science or graduation rate.

2 Mathematics

The same criteria for making AYP in ELA appl_y to mathematics. At the elementary/middle level, the measures used to determine
AYP are the NYSTP and the NYSAA in mathematics. At the secondary level, the measures are mathematics examinations that meet
the students’ graduation requirement.

3 ThirdIndicator

In addition to English language arts and mathematics, the school must also make AYP in a third area of achievement.
This means meeting the criteria in science at the elementary/middle level and the criteria in graduation rate at the secondary level.

Elementary/Middle-Level Science: To make AYP, the All Students group must meet the participation criterion and
the performance criterion.

A Participation Criterion
Eighty percent of students in Grades 4 and/or 8 enrolled B Performance Criterion
during the test administration period in the All Students The Pl of the All Students group, if it has 30 or more
group, if it has 40 or more students, must be tested on an students, must equal or exceed the State Science
accountability measure. In Grade 4, the measures are the Standard (100) or the Science Progress Target.
Grade 4 elementary-level science test and the Grade 4 Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Elementary/Middle-Level
NYSAA in science. In Grade 8 science, the measures are ELA and Math: To qualify, the group must meet both the
the Grade 8 middle-level science test, Regents science participation criterion and the performance criterionin science.
examinations, and the Grade 8 NYSAA in science.

Secondary-Level Graduation Rate: For a school to make AYP in graduation rate, the percent of students in the 2006 graduation-rate
otal cohort in the All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate
Standard (B0%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target.

Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Secondary-Level ELA and Math: To qualify, the percent of the 2006 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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Ml School Accountability

School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12th Graders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2010-11
school year used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for secondary-
level ELA and mathematics. These are the first numbers in the
parentheses after the subgroup label on the secondary-level
ELA and mathematics pages.

2007 Cohort

The count of students in the 2007 accountability cohort used

to determine the Performance index for the Test Performance
part of the AYP determination for secondary-level ELA and
mathematics. These are the second numbers in the parentheses
after the subgroup label on the secondary-level ELA and
mathematics pages.

Accountability Cohort for English and Mathematics
The accountability cohort is used to determine if a school
or district met the performance criterion in secondary-level
ELA and mathematics. The 2007 school accountability cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere
inthe 2007-08 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2007-08 school year, who were enrolled on October 6, 2010
“nd did not transfer to a diploma granting program. Students
tho earned a high school equivalency diploma or were
enrolled in an approved high school equivalency preparation
program on June 30, 2011, are not included in the 2007 school
accountability cohort. The 2007 district accountability cohort
consists of all students in each school accountability cohort plus
students who transferred within the district after BEDS day plus
students who were placed outside the district by the Committee
on Special Education or district administrators and who met the
other requirements for cohort membership. Cohort is defined in
Section 100.2 (p) (16) of the Commissioner’s Regulations.

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) indicates satisfactory progress
by a district or a school toward the goal of proficiency for all
students.

Annual Measurable Objective (AMO)

The Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) is the Performance
Index value that signifies that an accountability group is making
satisfactory progress toward the goal that 100 percent of
students will be proficient in the State’s learning standards for
English language arts and mathematics by 2013-14. The AMOs
for each grade level will be increased as specified in CR100.2(p)
(14) and will reach 200 in 2013-14. (See Effective AMO for
further information.)

Continuous Enrollment

The count of continuously enrolled tested students used to

determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance part

of the AYP determination for elementary/middle-level ELA,
1athematics, and science. These are the second numbers in

the parentheses after the subgroup label on the elementary/

middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
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Continuously Enrolled Students

At the elementary/middle level, continuously enrolled students
are those enrolled in the school or district on BEDS day (usually
the first Wednesday in October) of the school year until the test
administration period. At the secondary level, all students who
meet the criteria for inclusion in the accountability cohort are
considered to be continuously enrolled.

Effective Annual Measurable Objective

(Effective AMO)

The Effective Annual Measurable Objective is the Performance
Index (PI) value that each accountability group within a school
or district is expected to achieve to make AYP. The Effective
AMO is the lowest Pl that an accountability group of a given size
can achieve in a subject for the group’s Pl not to be considered
significantly different from the AMO for that subject. if an
accountability group’s Pl equals or exceeds the Effective AMO,
it is considered to have made AYP. A more complete definition
of Effective AMO and a table showing the Pl values that each
group size must equal or exceed to make AYP are available at
www.pl2.nysed.gov/irs.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2006 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2010.

Graduation-Rate Total Cohort

The Graduation-Rate Total Cohort, shown on the Graduation
Rate page, is used to determine if a school or district made AYP
in graduation rate. For the 2010-11 school year, this cohort is
the 2006 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2006 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere
inthe 2006-07 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2006-07 school year, and who were enrolled in the school/
district for five months or longer or who were enrolled in the
school/district for less than five months but were previously
enrolled in the same school/district for five months or longer
between the date they first entered Grade 9 and the date they
last ended enrollment. A more detailed definition of
graduation-rate cohort can be found in the SIRS Manual at
http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2010-11,
data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for accountability groups were
combined to determine counts and graduation rates. Groups
with fewer than 30 students in the graduation-rate total cohort
are not required to meet the graduation-rate criterion.

Limited English Proficient

For all accountability measures, if the count of LEP students
is equal to or greater than 30, former LEP students are also
included in the performance calculations.

Non-Accountability Groups
Female, Male, and Migrant groups are not part of the AYP
determination for any measure.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability (continued)

Participation

Accountability groups with fewer than 40 students enrolled
during the test administration period (for elementary/middle-
level ELA, math, and science) or fewer than 40 12th graders
(for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) are not required
to meet the participation criterion. If the Percentage Tested
for an accountability group fell below 95 percent for ELA and
math or 80 percent for science in 2010-11, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2009-10 and 2010-11 participation enroliments and
the “Percentage Tested” shown is the weighted average of the
participation rates over those two years.

Performance Index{(PI)

A Performance Index is a value from 0 to 200 that is assigned to
an accountability group, indicating how that group performed
on a required State test {or approved alternative) in English
language arts, mathematics, or science. Student scores on the
tests are converted to four performance levels, from Level 1

to Level 4. (See performance level definitions on the Overview
summary page.) At the elementary/middle level, the Pl is
calculated using the following equation:

100 x [(Count of Continuously Enrolled Tested Students
Performing at Levels 2, 3,and 4 + the Count at Levels 3and 4) +
ount of All Continuously Enrolled Tested Students]

At the secondary level, the Pl is calculated using the following
equation:

100 x [(Count of Cohort Members Performing at Levels 2, 3, and
4 + the Count at Levels 3 and 4) = Count of All Cohort Members]

A list of tests used to measure student performance for
accountability is available at www.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

ProgressTargets

For accountability groups below the State Standard in science
or graduation rate, the Progress Target is an alternate method
for making AYP or qualifying for Safe Harbor in English language
arts and mathematics based on improvement over the previous
year’s performance.

Science: The current year's Science Progress Target is calculated
by adding one point to the previous year’s Performance

Index (PI). Example: The 2010-11 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2009-10 PI.

Graduation Rate: The Graduation-rate Progress Target is
calculated by determining a 20% gap reduction between the
rate of the previous year's graduation-rate cohort and the

state standard. Example: The 2010-11 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(80 — percentage of the 2005 cohort earning
a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2005 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

Progress Targets are provided for groups whose Pl (for science)
“r graduation rate (for graduation rate) is below the State
-tandard.
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Safe Harbor Targets

Safe Harbor provides an alternate means to demonstrate

AYP for accountability groups that do not achieve their EAMOs
in English or mathematics. The 2010-11 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2009-10 PI + (200 - the 2009-10 PI) x 0.10

Safe Harbor Targets are provided for groups whose Pl is less
than the EAMO.

Safe Harbor Qualification (¢)

On the science page, if the group met both the participation
and the performance criteria for science, the Safe Harbor
Qualification column will show “Qualified.” If the group did
not meet one or more criteria, the column will show “Did not
qualify.” A “+" symbol after the 2010-11 Safe Harbor Target on
the elementary/middle- or secondary-level ELA or mathematics
page indicates that the student group did not make AYP

in science (elementary/middle level) or graduation rate
(secondary level) and; therefore, the group did not qualify for
Safe Harbor in ELA or mathematics.

State Standard

The criterion value that represents minimally satisfactory
performance (for science) or a minimally satisfactory
percentage of cohort members earning a local or Regents
diploma (for graduation rate). In 2010-11, the State Science
Standard is a Performance Index of 100; the State Graduation-
Rate Standard is 80%. The Commissioner may raise the State
Standard at his discretion in future years.

Students with Disabilities

For all measures, if the count of students with disabilities is
equal to or greater than 30, former students with disabilities
are also included in the performance calculations.

Test Performance

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 continuously
enrolled tested students (for elementary/middle-level ELA,
math, and science) or fewer than 30 students in the 2007
cohort {(for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2010-11, data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2007 cohort members in the
All Students group in 2010-11, student groups with fewer than
30 members are not required to meet the performance criterion.
This is indicated by a “—" in the Test Performance column in

the table.

Total

The count of students enrolled during the test administration
period used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for elementary/
middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science. These are the first
numbers in the parentheses after the subgroup label on the
elementary/middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
For accountability calculations, students who were excused
from testing for medical reasons in accordance with federal
NCLB guidance are not included in the count.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT

Understanding Your School Accountability Status

New York State participates in the Differentiated Accountability pilot program, as approved by the United States Department of Education

in January 2009. Under this program, each public school in the State is assigned an accountability “phase” (Good Standing, Improvement,
Corrective Action, or Restructuring) and, for schools not in Good Standing, a “category” (Basic, Focused, or Comprehensive) for each
measure for which the school is accountable. Accountability measures for schools at the elementary/middle level are English language arts
(ELA), mathematics, and science; at the secondary level, they are ELA, mathematics, and graduation rate. Generally, the school’s overall
accountability status is its most advanced accountability phase and its highest category within that phase. A schoolin any year of the phase
(that is not Good Standing) that makes AYP for the measure remains in the same phase/category the following year. An identified school that
makes AYP in the identified measure for two consecutive years returns to Good Standing. Once a school is identified with a category within a
phase, it cannot move to a less intensive category in the following school year within that phase.

Each school district with one or more Title | schools and each Title | charter school designated as Improvement (year 1 and year 2), Corrective
Action, or Restructuring must make Supplemental Educational Services available for eligible students in the identified Title | school(s). A
school district with one or more schools designated as Improvement (year 2), Corrective Action, or Restructuring must also provide Public
School Choice to eligible students in identified Title | school(s). For more information on the Differentiated Accountability program and a list
of interventions for schools not in Good Standing,

see http://www.p12.nysed.gov/accountability/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.

March 17, 2012 Page 8



School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School 1D 03-07-01-06-0005

School Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Understanding Your School Accountability Status (continued)

Phase

Phase/Category

Good Standing A school that has not been designated as Improvement, Corrective Action, or Restructuring.

Improvement(year 1) A school that failed to make AYP for two
consecutive years on the same accountability measure; or a school
that was designated as Improvement (year 1) in the current school
year that made AYP for the identified measure and is in Good
Standing.

Improvement(year 2) A school that was designated as a school in
Improvement (year 1) in the current school year and failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
or a school that was designated as Improvement (year 2) in the
current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.

Improvement/Basic:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for one
accountability group, but made AYP for the All Students group; or a
school that failed to make AYP in only science or graduation rate.
Improvement/Focused:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for more than
one accountability group, but made AYP for the All Students group;
or a school whose worst status is Improvement/Basic for at least
two measures.

Improvement/Comprehensive:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for the All
Students group; or a school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or
math for every accountability group for which there are at least two,
but made AYP for the All Students group; or a school that failed to
make AYP in ELA and/or math AND in science or graduation rate.

Corrective Action(year 1) A school that was designated as a school
in Improvement (year 2) in the current school year and failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
1r a school that was designated as Corrective Action (year 1) in the
.urrent school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Corrective Action(year 2) A school that was designated as a school
in Corrective Action (year 1) in the current school year that failed

to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was
identified; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
(year 2) in the current school year that made AYP for the identified
measure.

Corrective Action or Restructuring/Focused:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for one or more
accountability groups, but made AYP for the All Students group; or a
school that failed to make AYP in science or graduation rate but made
AYP in ELA and math.

Corrective Action or Restructuring/Comprehensive: A school that
failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for the All Students group;

or aschool that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for every
accountability group except the All Students group for which there
are at least two, but made AYP for the All Students group; ora
school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math AND in science or
graduation rate.

Restructuring(year1) A school that was designated as a school

in Corrective Action (year 2) in the current school year and failed

to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was
identified; or a school that was designated as Restructuring (year 1)
inthe current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Restructuring(year 2) A school that was designated as a schoolin
Restructuring (year 1) in the current school year that failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
or a school that was designated as Restructuring (year 2) in the
current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Restructuring(Advanced) A school that was designated as a
schoolin Restructuring (year 2) in the current school year that
failed to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which

it was identified; or a school that was designated as Restructuring
{Advanced)in the current school year that made AYP for the
identified measure.

SURR: A school that is identified for registration review (SURR) during
a school year in which it is designated as a school in Improvement

or Corrective Action shall, in the next school year, be designated as
Restructuring(year 1)/Comprehensive.

March 17, 2012
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT
Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2011-12) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA In Good Standing ELA
Math In Good Standing Math

Science In Good Standing Graduation Rate

Title | Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12
NO NO NO

On which accountability measures did this school make Adequate
Yearly Progress (AYP) and which groups made AYP on each measure?

Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level

English English
Student Groups Language Arts  Mathematics Science Language Arts  Mathematics Graduation Rate
Al Students V4 v v
thnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
.B. lackorAfr|canAmer|can .................... e i A R A O e B
i |5pan|c or Latmo ........................................................................................................................................................................
.A. 5| an orNatlve Hawanan/OtherPacmc ...............................................................................................................................................
Islander = -
Whlte ............................................ / ................... / .......................................................................................... BT T RO e IE e
Multiracial - -
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities X X
L|m|tedEn gllsh Prof|c|ent .................... R S B e
ECOnomlcallyDIS advantaged ................ ‘/ ................... ‘/ ................................................. ST A R SRS e B S A AR R A
Student groups making
AYP in each subject X3ota X3ofa Vo1

AYP Status

v Made AYP

4 Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
" Did not make AYP

— Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status In Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures ~ 30f4  student groups making AYP in English languagearts
X Did not make AYP o

How did students in each accountability group performon
elementary/middle-level English language arts accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enroliment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (255:243) v v 100% v 151 115

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

lack or African American {6:5) - = - = - - =

Hispanic or Latino (0:0)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander {9:9)

White (239:228)

Multiracial (1:1) = _ - — - - -

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (35:32) X = - X 72 105 105 85
e s s R omsessssssssssasesas e
e e iy > pukgeay s e O e L S
Final AYP Determination X 30f4

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (135:130) 100% 166 113

Male W20119) s o s L) EN— L I ¢ O
Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

V' Madeav? for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

""" Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
b 4 Did not make AYP

- Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

. Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2011-12)

Accountability Measures  30f4  student groups making AYP in mathematics
X Did not make AYP .

How did students in each accountability group performon
elementary/middle-level mathematics accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (255:242) v v 99% V4 152 130
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
oA ]

Hispanic or Latino (0:0)
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (9:9)

White (239:227)
Multiracial (1:1) - — = =] = = =

Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (35:31) X - - X 87 120 120 98

Limited English Proficient (1:1) - = - = - = -
TR y l')'i's'éij'\}é'riié'déa (8775) ....... / ............ ‘/ ................. 9 8 % ............ J ............... 1 37 T 126 ............. R —
Final AYP Determination

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (135:130) 100% 160 128

Male (120:112)

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

‘:QH Hsdeap for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target used on this page.
X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enroliment

% Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT

Elementary/Middle-Level Science

Accountability Status in Good Standing

for This Subject

(2011-12)

Accountability Measures Lof1  Studentgroups making AYPinscience e
v Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group performon
elementary/middle-level science accountability measures?

AYP Participation TestPerformance Performance Objectives

Student Group Safe Harbor Met Percentage Met Performance  State Progress Target
{Total: Continuous Enroliment) Status  Qualification Criterion Tested Criterion Index Standard 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
All Students (133:130) v Qualified v 100% v 190 100
Ethnicity

nerican indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
.Jlalél;.o.r')\'f.r |canAm erlcan . ( 11) ............................ i e s R s R srmasass
'I-'I lspanlc Or Latmo(oo) ...................................................................................................................................................................
'pl s| an orNat|ve Hawa|| an /ot h er Pa c| f|c ........................................................... i Dhn 3 1o o O ORORGRROR Jur - W, Ut S
Islander (3:3) - - - = = = =
Whlte (123125) ......................................... Qual|f|ed .............. \/100% ........... ‘/ .............. 1 go .............. 1 00 .................................
Mult|rac|al(11) ......................................... S s R R S O e e e
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities {15:15) = - - - > C =
lelt edEngl |sh Prof|c|ent . .(6;.(;) .................. ST A RN - RN = SRR, W 0 15 SR SR na Y SO J=S SO~
Economlcally Dlsadvantaged h (4340) ................ Qua“ ﬂed .............. J ............ 100 % ........................... 1 35 .............. 1 00 .................................
Final AYP Determination / lof1l
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (72:71) 100% 192 100

Male (61:59) 100% 188 100
Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
V' MadeArP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

X Did not make AYP used on this page.
- Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30

Continuous Enrollment

March 17, 2012 Page 13



School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005

Summaryof2010-11
School Performance

Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics,
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2,
Level 3, and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and
mathematics at the secondary level is reported in terms of the percentage

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that Total
scored at or above Level 3 Tested
English Language Arts 0% 50% 100%
Grade 7 57% I 122
Grade 8 57% I 132
Mathematics
Grade 7 63% I 121
Grade 8 51% I 132
Science
srade 8 90% I 133

March 17, 2012

-l Overview of SchoolPerformance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Aboutthe Performance
Level Descriptors

EnglishLanguage Arts

Level 1;:Below Standard

Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Level 2:Meets Basic Standard

Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Level 3: Meets Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
the English language arts knowledge and skills expected
at this grade level.

Level 4:Exceeds Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates a thorough
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Mathematics

Level1:Below Standard

Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

Level 2: Meets Basic Standard

Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

Level 3: Meets Proficiency Standard
Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
the mathematics content expected at this grade level.

Level 4:Exceeds Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates a thorough
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

How are Need/Resource Capacity
(N/RC) categories determined?

Districts are divided into high, average, and low need
categories based on their ability to meet the special
needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
the high need category are subdivided into four categories
based on enrollment size and, in some cases, number

of students per square mile. More information about

the categories can be found In the Report to the Governor
and the Legislature on the Educational Status of the
State’s Schools at www.pi2.nysed.gov/irs.

In this sectlon, this school’s performance is compared with
that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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M OverviewofSchoolPerformance

School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 7 English Language Arts

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 664 *Range:642-790 665-790 698-790
2010 Mean Score: 673 100%

89% 92% 89% 92% 91% 90%
N = 2010-11 s |
M 2009-10 48% 50%
|
|
0,
# 19 2% _ 11% v I 4y 1%
Number of Tested Students: 109 120 69 89 1 15 109 122 69 89 1 15
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group 4P ges=t
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 122 89% 57% 1% 130 92% 68% 12%
Femnale 63 94% 63% 2% 67 97% 79% 15%
Male 59 85% 49% 0% 63 87% 57% 8%
nerican Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 5 80% 40% 0% 1 = - =
Hispanic or Latino
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 6 100% 33% 0% 3 - - -
White 111 89% 59% 1% 126 = = =
Multiracial
Small Group Totals 130 92% 68% 12%
General-Education Students 102 99% 68% 1% 116 95% 75% 13%
Students with Disabilities 20 40% 0% 0% 14 1% 14% 0%
English Proficient 121 > ~— - 130 92% 68% 12%
Limited English Proficient 1 = = —
Economically Disadvantaged 44 7% 41% 0% 41 90% 56% %
Not Disadvantaged 78 96% 65% 1% 89 93% 4% 13%
Migrant
Not Migrant 122 89% 57% 1% 130 92% 68% 12%
NOTES
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
ASSessments Total q Total g
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 o
(NYSAA): Grade T Equivalent
ev‘{ York State English as a Second Language 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 7
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 7

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
March 17, 2012 Page 15



M OverviewofSchoolPerformance

School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 7 Mathematics

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s);
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 676 *Range:639-800 670-800 694-800
2010 Mean Score: 680  100%

93y 98% 93% 97% 92% 92%

| 63% 68%

62% 57

EE W 2010-11 65% 2%

N 1 2009-10 |
30% 29%
Number of Tested Students: 113 127 76 88 26 36 113 128 76 88 26 6 ) .
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
tal Percentage scoring at level{s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):

StUdent Group ;2S?ed 2_4g g3_4 ; 4 Tested 2_4g g3_4 . 4
All Students 121 93% 63% 21% 130 98% 68% 28%
Female 63 97% 63% 21% 67 99% 73% 34%
Male58 ........... 90% ....... 62% ....... 22% .................... 63 ............ 97% ....... 62% ....... 21% ........

nerican Indian or Alaska Native N
BlackorAfnc anAm encan .......................................... ey BU% ....... 40% ......... 0% ...................... i P i
H|span|corLat|no ..........................................................................................................................................................................
As|anorNat|ve Hawauan/Other Pacmclslander ................... e gl SR A R S
Wm[e ............................................................ 1 10 ........... 94% ..... 64% ....... 23% .................. 126 ................ ssresesverr camBssRTRSenss
Mul’nraclal ........................................................................................... ....
SmallGroupTotals ................................................................................................... R 130 ............ 98% ....... 68% ....... 28% .......
S O e vsuisusasuuasancissisgisnisied L 1oL S— SIS ST ) T R 116 .. ... 01010 TN ). -
Students with Disabilities 19 63% 11% 0% 14 9% 43% 21%
Limited English Proficient 1 = - =
‘E_c.qp‘o‘r.n.i‘c‘a‘l!)f.I.)'isfa'\siivantaged 43 88% 51% 5% 41 95%  56% 15%
A 73 ........... 96% ....... 69% ....... 31% .................... 89 ........... 99% e 73% ..... 34% ........
Migrant
NmMIgram ..................................................... 1 21 ........... 93% ....... 63% ....... 21%130 ............ 98% ....... 68% ....... 28% ........
NOTES

The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupis) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessmel‘lts Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade T Equivalent
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3l OverviewofSchool Performance

School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 8 English Language Arts

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 659  *Range:628-790 658-790 699-790
2010 Mean Score: 667  100%

96% 95% 95% 95% 92% 91%
N NN 2010-11 579% 61%
B 7 2009-10
19% 0% —

Number of Tested Students: _127 115 75 T4 1 12 128 117 75 T4 1 12
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Stu d ent G rou p Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 132 96% 57% 1% 121 95% 61% 10%
Female 72 99% 1% 1% 64 94% 66% 13%
.|v.| al é ............................................................. 60 ........... 93% ....... 40% ......... 6‘% .................... 57 ............ 96% ....... 56% ......... 7% ........

nerican Indian or Alaska Native

BlackorAfncanAmencan ......................................... 1__~ ............ S s g ................ S ST G
H|span|corLatIno ................................ S — 0 e B AR S R R S B A NN N R R AP R SR A T R sevasnsssnes srsussssasusasnssnerey
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacifc Islander 3 - = =T - = =
Whlte ............................................................ 1 27 ........................ 5_{% ..... T m—— 108 ............ 94% ....... 63% ....... 10% ........
Mult|rac|al1 .............. rimatsy
's.r'r{a.l'l' Gr oupTotals ................................................. 5 ........................ 60% ................................. 13 .......... 100% ....... 46% ......... 8% ........
General-Education Students 117 62% 102 99% 69% 12%
Studentsw|thD|sab|l|t|es15 ........................ 13% ................................. R 25 et B e iz mases
English Proflclent | ... s o R 132 e IO i ST — S L2, oo 93%......81%. ... 10% ...
Limlted English Proficient
conomically DISAVANAGED, .. coucsisvssssssmsns TG . SR O . 43 T ..
e e 98% ....... 54% ......... 0% .................... 78 ............ 96% ....... 71% ....... 13% ........
Migrant
NotM|grant13296%57%1%12195%61%10%
NOTES
The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
As sessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 0
s8R BE 4 E018  THT EE SESE E EWETRSS

tate English as a Se

schisvement Test VST orde 8 © A hew ol s

Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 8

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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l OverviewofSchoolPerformance

School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 8 Mathematics

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2011 Mean Score: 675 *Range:639-775 674-775 704-775
2010 Mean Score: 686 100%

96% 98% 95% 97% 91% 91%
HEN 2010-11 5195 0% | 60% 559
W ¥ 2009-10 | =l
I = | ‘ 18% 18%
ki 2 .

Number of Tested Students: 127 118 67 T2 7 33 128 119 67 72 7 3
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student G rou p Tested 2.4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 132 96% 51% 5% 121 98% 60% 27T%
Female 72 100% 58% 7% 64 98% 69% 36%
.h'.‘ ale .............................................................. 60 ........... 92% ....... 42% ......... 3% .................... 57 ........ 5 96% e 49% TR 18% .......

nerican Indian or Alaska Native

BlaCkorAmcanAmencan .......................................... 1__ ............ e e e i Sl
H|span|c0rLat|no .................................................................................................... eSS RS grrommmsone RIS sevssasasaess SEE
AslanorNatwe Hawallan/Other Pac|f|clslander ................... B SR S LU L R R [ERCRITT R SRREEE
Wh|te ............................................................ 1 27 ..... I~ 51% ......... 5%108 ............ 97% ....... 63% ....... 28% ........
Multiracial 1 - -
SmaquupTOtals ................................................. 5 ........................ 40%20% ......... 13100% ..... 31% ....... 23% ...... i
L [ O LTI N i e 2t R 2 - LT 1 A . -
Students with Disabilities 15 27% 0% 19 84% 21% 0%
ENQUSH PIOMICIRNL .o ctensssssvessstansssssssssasssvsnisnes 132 ......98% ... 21% ..., <k T 121 98%.....80%. .. .2T%. ...
Limited English Proficient
S T T L ORI  ZR— EELLJE. < J— 2+ SN = — L 11 T,
Not Disadvantaged 90 98% 54% 6% 78 100% 1% 33%
Migrant
NotM|grant s 13296%51%5%12193%60%27%
NOTES
The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010-11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
As sessm ents Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment
{NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
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M Overview of SchoolPerformance

School CHENANGO VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0005 DISTRICT

This School's Results in Grade 8 Science

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s}:
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
100%
0, 0, 0, 0,
99% 99% 90% 89% 99% 99% 88% 89% 94% 94%
| T2% T4
EHEN 2010-11 | [ r—
m 2 2009-10 | 43% 42%
32% 31% E
Number of Tested Students: 132 120 120 108 42 52 134 122 120 109 42 52
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s}: Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group fEsca atievsll o o G
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 133 99% 90% 32% 121 99% 89% 43%
Female 72 100% 92% 33% 64 100% 88% 48%
Male 61 98% 89% 30% 57 98% 91% 37%
nerican Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 1 = = - 9 = = -
Hispanic or Latino 1 = - =
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 3 = = 3 = =
White 128 99% 91% 108 99% 92%
Multiracial 1 - - -
Small Group Totals 5 100% 80% 40% 13 100% 69% 8%
Seneral Bl calD I s IS (0,0, D G ) TR ¢ 29%.....22%  ..A48%
Students with Disabilities 15 93% 67% 13% 19 100% 74% 16%
ENGUSR PIOMICIETE e eceveessesmesneressssssseesssssnnes 133 99%......90%....32% ... A2 99%......89%.....43%........
Limited English Proficient
Economically Disadvantaged 43 100% 84% 16% 43 98% 74% 23%
Not Disadvantaged 90 99% 93% 39% 78 100% 97% 54%
Migrant
Not Migrant 133 99% 90% 32% 121 99% 89% 43%
NOTES
The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total g (s} Total g (s)
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 0
(NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
agents Science 0 0
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The New York State
SchoolReportCard

Accountability
and Overview Report
2010-11

ThisSchool'sReportCard

The New York State School Report Card isan important part
of the Board of Regents’effort to raise learning standards for all
students. It provides information to the public on the school’s
statusunder the State and federal accountability systems,
onstudent performance,and on other measures of school

and district performance. Knowledge gained from the school
~eport card on aschool’s strengths and weaknesses can be used
.0 improve instruction and services to students.

State assessments are designed to help ensure that all

students reach high learning standards. They show whether
students are getting the knowledge and skills they need

to succeed at the elementary, middle, and commencement
levels and beyond. The State requires that students who are not
making appropriate progress toward the standards receive
academic intervention services.

For more information:

Office of Information and Reporting Services
lew York State Education Department

foom 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov

March 17, 2012

School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL
SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

Principal TERRENCE HELLER

Telephone {607) 779-4743

Grades 9-12

Use thisreportto:

Get School Profileinformation.
This section shows comprehensive

data relevant to this school’s learning
environment.

2 Review School
Accountability Status.
This section indicates whether
a school made adequate yearly
progress (AYP) and identifies the
school’s accountability status.

3 Review anOverview
of School Performance.
This section has information about the school’s
performance on state assessments in English,
mathematics, and science.

Page 1



School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL

School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

School Profile

This section shows comprehensive data relevant to this school’s learning
environment, including information about enrollment, average class size,

and teacher qualifications.

Enrollment

2008-09

2009-10

2010-11

Pre-K

Kindergarten

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

Ungraded Elementary

srade 7

Grade 8

o|lo|lo|lo|lo|lojo|OoO|0O|OC|O

0o|lolo|lo|lo|lo|o|Oo|O|O | O

o|lo|lo|ojlo|lo|lo|lo|O0O| 0O | O

Grade 9

148

151

130

Grade 10

140

147

144

Grade 11

173

127

141

Grade 12

156

176

123

Ungraded Secondary

Total K-12

617

601

538

Average Class Size

2008-09

2009-10

2010-11

Common Branch

Grade 8

English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Grade 10

nglish

19

19

19

Mathematics

16

16

24

Science

20

20

40

Social Studies

16

16

16

March 17, 2012

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL

DISTRICT

Enrollment
Information

Enrollment counts are as of Basic Educational
Data System {BEDS) day, which is typically
the first Wednesday of October of the school
year. Students who attend BOCES programs
on a part-time basis are included in a school’s
enrollment. Students who attend BOCES on

a full-time basis or who are placed full time
by the district in an out-of-district placement
are not included in a school’s enrollment.
Students classified by schools as “pre-first”
are included in first grade counts.

Average Class Size
Information

Average Class Size is the total registration
In specified classes divided by the number
of those classes with registration. Common
Branch refers to self-contained classes in
Grades 1-6.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

Demographic Factors

2008-09 ~ 2009-10 2010-11
# % # % # %
Eligible for Free Lunch 67 11% 81 13% 82  15%
Reduced-Price Lunch 37 6% 3g 6% 41 8%
Student Stabitity* 98% 96% 95%
Limited English Proficient 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Raclal/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Black or African American 17 3% 15 204 20 4%
Hispanic or Latino 9 1% 9 1% 6 1%
Asian or Native 4 1% 5 1% 6 1%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
Whilte 586 95% 572 95% 506 94%
Multiracial o 0% 0 0% 0 0%
* Available only at the school level.
Attendance and Suspensions
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
# % # % # %
Annual Attendance Rate 95% 94% 94%
Student Suspensions 23 4% 16 I% 15 2%

March 17, 2012

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Demographic Factors
Information

Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price

Lunch percentages are determined by dividing

the number of approved lunch applicants by

the Basic Educational Data System (BEDS)
enrollment in full-day Kindergarten through

Grade 12. Eligible for Free Lunch and Limited
English Proficient counts are used to determine
Similar Schools groupings within a Need/Resource
Capacity category. Student Stability is the
percentage of students in the highest grade in

a school who were also enrolled in that school

at any time during the previous school year.

(For example, if School A, which serves Grades 68,
has 100 students enrolled in Grade 8 this year,

and g2 of those 100 students were also enrolled in
School A last year, the stability rate for the school is
92 percent.)

Attendance
and Suspensions
Information

Annual Attendance Rate is determined by dividing
the school’s total actual attendance by the total
possible attendance for a school year. A school's
actual attendance is the sum of the number

of students in attendance on each day the school
was open during the school year. Possible
attendance is the sum of the number of enrolled
students who should have been in attendance on
each day the school was open during the school
year. Student Suspension rate is determined

by dividing the number of students who were
suspended from school (not including in-school
suspensions) for one full day or longer anytime
during the school year by the Basic Educational
Data System (BEDS) day enrollments for that school
year. A student is counted only once, regardless

of whether the student was suspended one or more
times during the school year.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

Teacher Qualifications

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Number of Teachers 46 46 42
Percent with No Valid
0, 0, 0,
Teaching Certificate . o% &%
PercenF :I'ea;hlng Out 0% 4% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Than 5
29 2%
Three Years of Experience =5 % .
Percentage with Master’s Degree N o o
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate S g g
Total Number of Core Classes 184 172 147
Percent Not Taught by Highly o = o
Qualified Teachers in This School bl 2 B
Percc.et?t Not Taught. by H.igh!y . 0% 1% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 8% 6% 5%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Nualified in Low-Paverty Schools 1% 1% 0%
tatewide
Total Number of Classes 225 218 199
Percent Taught by Tethers Without 0% 3% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 0% 0% 67%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 16% 9% 17%
Staff Counts
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Other Professional Staff 3 3 7
Total Paraprofessionals* N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 1 1 1
rincipals 1 1 1

* Not available at the school level.

March 17, 2012

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Teacher Qualifications
Information

The Percent Teaching Out of Certification is the
percent doing so more than on an incidental basis;
that is, the percent teaching for more than five
periods per week outside certification.

Core Classes are primarily K-6 common branch,
English, mathematics, science, social studies,

art, music, and foreign languages. To be Highly
Qualified, a teacher must have at least a Bachelor's
degree, be certified to teach in the subject area,
and show subject matter competency. A teacher
who taught one class outside of the certification
areals) is counted as Highly Qualified provided that
1) the teacher had been determined by the school
or district through the HOUSSE process or other
state-accepted methods to have demonstrated
acceptable subject knowledge and teaching

skills and 2) the class in question was not the sole
assignment reported. Credit for incidental teaching
does not extend beyond a single assignment.
Independent of Highly Qualified Teacher status,
any assignment for which a teacher did not hold

a valid certificate still registers as teaching out of
certification. High-poverty and low-poverty schools
are those schools in the upper and lower quartiles,
respectively, for percentage of students eligible for
a free or reduced-price lunch.

Teacher Turnover Rate
Information

Teacher Turnover Rate for a specified school year
is the number of teachers in that school year who
were not teaching in the following school year
divided by the number of teachers in the specified
school year, expressed as a percentage.

Staff Counts
Information

Other Professionals includes administrators,
guidance counselors, school nurses, psychologists,
and other professionals who devote more than half
of their time to non-teaching duties. Teachers who
are shared between buildings within a district are
reported on the district report only.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

Understanding How Accountability

Worksin New York State

The federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act requires that states develop and report on measures of student
proficiency in 1) English language arts (ELA), in 2) mathematics, and on 3) a third indicator. In New York

State in 2010-11, the third indicator is science at the elementary/middle level and graduation rate at

the secondary level. Schools or districts that meet predefined goals on these measures are making Adequate

Yearly Progress (AYP).

For more information about accountability in New York State,

visit: http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/accountability/.

1 EnglishLanguage Arts(ELA)

Bl School Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

To make AYP in ELA, every accou_ntability group must make AYP. For a group to make AYP, it must meet the participation

and the performance criteria.

A Participation Criterion
At the elementary/middle level, 95 percent of Grades
3-8 students enrolled during the test administration
period in each group with 40 or more students must be
tested on the New York State Testing Program (NYSTP)
in ELA or, if appropriate, the New York State English as
a Second Language Achievement Test (NYSESLAT), or

the New York State Alternate Assessment (NYSAA) in ELA.

At the secondary level, 95 percent of seniorsin 2010-11
in each accountability group with 40 or more students
must have taken an English examination that meets the
students’ graduation requirement.

B PerformanceCriterion

At the elementary/middle level, the Performance Index

(P1) of each group with 30 or more continuously enrolled
tested students must equal or exceed its Effective Annual
Measurable Objective (AMO) or the group must make Safe
Harbor. (NYSESLAT is used only for participation.) At the
secondary level, the Pl of each group in the 2007 cohort with
30 or more members must equal or exceed its Effective AMO
or the group must make Safe Harbor. To make Safe Harbor, the
Pl of the group must equal or exceed its Safe Harbor Target
and the group must qualify for Safe Harbor using the third
indicator, science or graduation rate.

2 Mathematics

The same criteria for ma(ing AYP in ELA apply to mathematics. At the elementary/middle level, the measures used to determine
AYP are the NYSTP and the NYSAA in mathematics. At the secondary level, the measures are mathematics examinations that meet
the students’ graduation requirement.

3 ThirdIndicator

In addition to English language arts and mathematics, the school must also make AYP in a third area of achievement.
This means meeting the criteria in science at the elementary/middle level and the criteria in graduation rate at the secondary level.

Elementary/Middle-Level Science: To make AYP, the All Students group must meet the participation criterion and
the performance criterion.

A Participation Criterion
Eighty percent of students in Grades 4 and/or 8 enrolled B Performance Criterion
during the test administration period in the All Students The P1 of the All Students group, if it has 30 or more
group, if it has 40 or more students, must be tested on an students, must equal or exceed the State Science
accountability measure. In Grade 4, the measures are the Standard (100) or the Science Progress Target.
Grade 4 elementary-level science test and the Grade 4 Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Elementary/Middle-Level
NYSAA in science. In Grade 8 science, the measures are ELA and Math: To qualify, the group must meet both the
the Grade 8 middle-level science test, Regents science participation criterion and the performance criterion in science.
examinations, and the Grade 8 NYSAA in science.

Secondary-Level Graduation Rate: For a school to make AYP in graduation rate, the percent of students in the 2006 graduation-rate
Jtal cohort in the All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate
Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target.

Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Secondary-Level ELA and Math: To qualify, the percent of the 2006 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard {(80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12th Graders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2010-11
school year used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for secondary-
level ELA and mathematics. These are the first numbers in the
parentheses after the subgroup label on the secondary-level
ELA and mathematics pages.

2007 Cohort

The count of students in the 2007 accountability cohort used

to determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance
part of the AYP determination for secondary-level ELA and
mathematics. These are the second numbers in the parentheses
after the subgroup label on the secondary-level ELA and
mathematics pages.

Accountability Cohort for English and Mathematics
The accountability cohort is used to determine if a school
or district met the performance criterion in secondary-level
ELA and mathematics. The 2007 school accountability cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere
in the 2007-08 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2007-08 school year, who were enrolled on October 6, 2010
and did not transfer to a diploma granting program. Students
/ho earned a high school equivalency diploma or were
enrolled in an approved high school equivalency preparation
program on June 30, 2011, are not included in the 2007 school
accountability cohort. The 2007 district accountability cohort
consists of all students in each school accountability cohort plus
students who transferred within the district after BEDS day plus
students who were placed outside the district by the Committee
on Special Education or district administrators and who met the
other requirements for cohort membership. Cohort is defined in
Section 100.2 (p) (16) of the Commissioner’s Regulations.

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) indicates satisfactory progress
by a district or a school toward the goal of proficiency for all
students.

Annual Measurable Objective (AMO)

The Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) is the Performance
Index value that signifies that an accountability group is making
satisfactory progress toward the goal that 100 percent of
students will be proficient in the State’s learning standards for
English language arts and mathematics by 2013-14. The AMOs
for each grade level will be increased as specified in CR100.2(p)
(14) and will reach 200 in 2013-14, (See Effective AMO for
further information.)

Continuous Enrollment

The count of continuously enrolled tested students used to

determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance part

of the AYP determination for elementary/middle-level ELA,
vathematics, and science. These are the second numbers in

che parentheses after the subgroup label on the elementary/

middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
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Continuously Enrolled Students

At the elementary/middle level, continuously enrolled students
are those enrolled in the school or district on BEDS day (usually
the first Wednesday in October) of the school year until the test
administration period. At the secondary level, all students who
meet the criteria for inclusion in the accountability cohort are
considered to be continuously enrolled.

Effective Annual Measurable Objective

(Effective AMO)

The Effective Annual Measurable Objective is the Performance
Index (PI) value that each accountability group within a school
or district is expected to achieve to make AYP. The Effective
AMO is the lowest Pl that an accountability group of a given size
can achieve in a subject for the group’s Pl not to be considered
significantly different from the AMO for that subject. If an
accountability group’s Pl equals or exceeds the Effective AMO,
it is considered to have made AYP. A more complete definition
of Effective AMO and a table showing the Pl values that each
group size must equal or exceed to make AYP are available at
www.pl2.nysed.gov/irs.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2006 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2010.

Graduation-Rate Total Cohort

The Graduation-Rate Total Cohort, shown on the Graduation
Rate page, is used to determine if a school or district made AYP
in graduation rate. For the 2010-11 school year, this cohort is
the 2006 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2006 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere
inthe 2006-07 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2006-0T7 school year, and who were enrolled in the school/
district for five months or longer or who were enrolled in the
school/district for less than five months but were previously
enrolled in the same school/district for five months or longer
between the date they first entered Grade 9 and the date they
last ended enrollment. A more detailed definition of
graduation-rate cohort can be found in the SIRS Manual at
http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2010-11,
data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for accountability groups were
combined to determine counts and graduation rates. Groups
with fewer than 30 students in the graduation-rate total cohort
are not required to meet the graduation-rate criterion.

Limited English Proficient

For all accountability measures, if the count of LEP students
is equal to or greater than 30, former LEP students are also
included in the performance calculations.

Non-Accountability Groups
Female, Male, and Migrant groups are not part of the AYP
determination for any measure.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability (continued)

Participation

Accountability groups with fewer than 40 students enrolled
during the test administration period (for elementary/middle-
level ELA, math, and science) or fewer than 40 12th graders
(for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) are not required
to meet the participation criterion. If the Percentage Tested
for an accountability group fell below 95 percent for ELA and
math or 80 percent for science in 2010-11, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2009-10 and 2010-11 participation enrollments and
the "Percentage Tested” shown is the weighted average of the
participation rates over those two years.

Performance Index(PI)

A Performance Index is a value from 0 to 200 that is assigned to
an accountability group, indicating how that group performed
on arequired State test (or approved alternative) in English
language arts, mathematics, or science. Student scores on the
tests are converted to four performance levels, from Level 1

to Level 4. (See performance level definitions on the Overview
summary page.) At the elementary/middle level, the Pl is
calculated using the following equation:

100 x [{Count of Continuously Enrolled Tested Students
Performing at Levels 2, 3, and 4 + the Count at Levels 3 and 4) +
‘ount of All Continuously Enrolled Tested Students]

At the secondary level, the Pl is calculated using the following
equation:

100 x [{Count of Cohort Members Performing at Levels 2, 3, and
4 + the Count at Levels 3 and 4) = Count of All Cohort Members]

A list of tests used to measure student performance for
accountability is available at www.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

ProgressTargets

For accountability groups below the State Standard in science
or graduation rate, the Progress Target is an alternate method
for making AYP or qualifying for Safe Harbor in English language
arts and mathematics based on improvement over the previous
year's performance.

Science: The current year’s Science Progress Target is calculated
by adding one point to the previous year’s Performance

Index (P1). Example: The 2010-11 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2009-10 PI.

Graduation Rate: The Graduation-rate Progress Target is
calculated by determining a 20% gap reduction between the
rate of the previous year's graduation-rate cohort and the

state standard. Example: The 2010-11 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(B0 — percentage of the 2005 cohort earning
alocal or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2005 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

Progress Targets are provided for groups whose PI (for science)
r graduation rate (for graduation rate) is below the State
tandard.
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Safe Harbor Targets

Safe Harbor provides an alternate means to demonstrate

AYP for accountability groups that do not achieve their EAMOs
in English or mathematics. The 2010-11 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2009-10 Pl + (200 - the 2009-10PI) x 0.10

Safe Harbor Targets are provided for groups whose Pl is less
than the EAMO.

Safe Harbor Qualification (t)

On the science page, if the group met both the participation
and the performance criteria for science, the Safe Harbor
Qualification column will show “Qualified.” if the group did
not meet one or more criteria, the column will show “Did not
qualify.” A “#" symbol after the 2010-11 Safe Harbor Target on
the elementary/middle- or secondary-level ELA or mathematics
page indicates that the student group did not make AYP

in science (elementary/middle level) or graduation rate
(secondary level) and; therefore, the group did not qualify for
Safe Harbor in ELA or mathematics.

State Standard

The criterion value that represents minimally satisfactory
performance (for science) or a minimally satisfactory
percentage of cohort members earning a local or Regents
diploma (for graduation rate). In 2010-11, the State Science
Standard is a Performance Index of 100; the State Graduation-
Rate Standard is 80%. The Commissioner may raise the State
Standard at his discretion in future years.

Students with Disabilities

For all measures, if the count of students with disabilities is
equal to or greater than 30, former students with disabilities
are also included in the performance calculations.

Test Performance

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 continuously
enrolled tested students (for elementary/middle-level ELA,
math, and science) or fewer than 30 students in the 2007
cohort (for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2010-11, data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2007 cohort members in the
All Students group in 2010-11, student groups with fewer than
30 members are not required to meet the performance criterion.
This is indicated by a “—" in the Test Performance column in

the table.

Total

The count of students enrolled during the test administration
period used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for elementary/
middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science. These are the first
numbers in the parentheses after the subgroup label on the
elementary/middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
For accountability calculations, students who were excused
from testing for medical reasons in accordance with federal
NCLB guidance are notincluded in the count.
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M School Accountability

School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001 DISTRICT

Understanding Your School Accountability Status

New York State participates in the Differentiated Accountability pilot program, as approved by the United States Department of Education

in January 2009. Under this program, each public school in the State is assigned an accountability “phase” (Good Standing, Improvement,
Corrective Action, or Restructuring) and, for schools not in Good Standing, a “category” (Basic, Focused, or Comprehensive) for each
measure for which the school is accountable. Accountability measures for schools at the elementary/middle level are English language arts
(ELA), mathematics, and science; at the secondary level, they are ELA, mathematics, and graduation rate. Generally, the school’s overall
accountability status is its most advanced accountability phase and its highest category within that phase. A schoolin any year of the phase
(that is not Good Standing) that makes AYP for the measure remains in the same phase/category the foliowing year. An identified school that
makes AYP in the identified measure for two consecutive years returns to Good Standing. Once a school is identified with a category within a
phase, it cannat move to a less intensive category in the following school year within that phase.

Each school district with ane or more Title | schools and each Title | charter school designated as Improvement {(year 1 and year 2), Corrective
Action, or Restructuring must make Supplemental Educational Services available for eligible students in the identified Title I school(s). A
school district with one or more schools designated as Improvement (year 2), Corrective Action, or Restructuring must also provide Public
School Choice to eligible students in identified Title | school(s). For more information on the Differentiated Accountability program and a list
of interventions for schools notin Good Standing,

see http://www.p12.nysed.gov/accountability/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

School Accountability

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Understanding Your School Accountability Status (continued)

Phase

Phase/Category

Good Standing A school that has not been designated as Improvement, Corrective Action, or Restructuring.

Improvement(year1) A school that failed to make AYP for two
consecutive years on the same accountability measure; or a school
that was designated as Improvement (year 1) in the current school
year that made AYP for the identified measure and is in Good
Standing.

Improvement(year 2) A school that was designated as a schoolin
Improvement (year 1) in the current school year and failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
or aschool that was designated as Improvement (year 2} in the
current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.

Improvement/Basic:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for one
accountability group, but made AYP for the All Students group; or a
school that failed to make AYP in only science or graduation rate.
Improvement/Focused:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for more than
one accountability group, but made AYP for the All Students group;
or a school whose worst status is Improvement/Basic for at least
two measures.

Improvement/Comprehensive:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for the All
Students group; or a school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or
math for every accountability group for which there are at least two,
but made AYP for the All Students group; or a school that failed to
make AYP in ELA and/or math AND in science or graduation rate.

Corrective Action{year 1) A school that was designated as a school
in Improvement (year 2) in the current school year and failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
r a school that was designated as Corrective Action (year 1) in the
.urrent school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Corrective Action(year 2) A school that was designated as a school
in Carrective Action (year 1) in the current school year that failed
to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was
identified; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
(year 2)in the current school year that made AYP for the identified
measure.

Corrective Action or Restructuring/Focused:

A school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for one or more
accountability groups, but made AYP for the All Students group; or a
school that failed to make AYP in science or graduation rate but made
AYP in ELA and math.

Corrective Action or Restructuring/Comprehensive: A school that
failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for the All Students group;

or aschool that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for every
accountability group except the All Students group for which there
are at least two, but made AYP for the All Students group; ora
school that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math AND in science or
graduation rate.

Restructuring(year1) A school that was designated as a school

in Corrective Action (year 2) in the current school year and failed

to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was
identified; or a school that was designated as Restructuring (year 1)
in the current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Restructuring(year 2) A school that was designated as a schoolin
Restructuring (year 1) in the current school year that failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
or a school that was designated as Restructuring (year 2) in the
current school year that made AYP for the identified measure.
Restructuring{Advanced) A school that was designated as a
schoolin Restructuring (year 2) in the current school year that
failed to make AYP on the same accountability measure for which

it was identified; or a school that was designated as Restructuring
(Advanced)in the current school year that made AYP for the
identified measure.

SURR: A school that is identified for registration review (SURR) during
aschool year in which it is designated as a school in Improvement

or Corrective Action shall, in the next school year, be designated as
Restructuring(year1)/Comprehensive.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001 DISTRICT
Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2011—12) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA ELA In Good Standing
Math Math In Good Standing
scence T Graduation Rate  in Good Standing
Title I Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12
NO NO NO

On which accountability measures did this school make Adequate
Yearly Progress (AYP) and which groups made AYP on each measure?

Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level

English English
Student Groups Language Arts  Mathematics Science Language Arts  Mathematics Graduation Rate
All Students V4 v v

thnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native
.é lack orAf n canAmer | can ........................................................................................... e e e
.l-.‘ |span|c Or Latlno ........................................................................................................................................................................
.A s| an OrNatwe Hawauan/OtherPaclflc ................................... S A A S ST A B R B A R S R S N SRR S A R n e K e A Sy A
Islander
Wh|te .................................................................................................................... ‘/ ................... \/ .........................................
Multiracial
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities = =
L|m|tedEngl |s h Prof|CIent ...............................................................................................................................................................
Econom|callyD|sadvantaged ......................................................................................... e s
Student groups making
AYP in each subject v 20f2 V202 V101
AYP Status

v/ MadeAYP
v Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
4 Did not make AYP

— Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001 DISTRICT

Secondary-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status In Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  20f2  student groups making AYP in English languagearts |
v Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group performon
secondary-level English language arts accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
{12th Graders: 2007 Cohort) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (120:115) V4 v 100% V4 192 173
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0}
lackorAfncanAmerlcan(22) .............. s R sugrssssserssesss st msgessasasnse st s st sy
Y

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (0:0)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (18:18) - - = - = = -
Limited English Proficient (0:0)

Economically Disadvantaged (22:20) = o= - - = N N
Final AYP Determination v 20f2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (49:46) 100% 193 169

Male (71:69) 100% 191 171

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

V' Madearp for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

/> Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 12th Graders/
Fewer Than 30 Cohort

+ Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001 DISTRICT

Secondary-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  20f2  student groups making AYP in mathematics
v Made AYP ‘

How did students in eachaccountabitity group performon
secondary-level mathematics accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance  Effective Safe Harbor Target
(12th Graders: 2007 Cohort) Status Criterlon Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (120:115) v v 100% v 195 170
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
lackorAfrlcanAmencan(22) .............. s e eEmysampons - s o SRS S s A
Hlspanlc or Lat|no (oo ) ...................................................................................................................................................................
.A 5| an orNatlve Haw au an/Ot h é.r. I'D.e; CI f|c .............................................................................. RS EA E Fe R SR e PR AT
Islander (0:0)
Whlte(113113) .............................. / ............ ‘/ 100% ............ ‘/ ............... 1 95170 ...........................................
'r;l u lt|r aual (oo) ............................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (18:18) - - - = = = =

Limited English Proficient (0:0)
Economically Disadvantaged (22:20) = - - = - o =
Final AYP Determination v 20f2

Non-Accountability Groups

Femnale (49:46) 100% 200 166

Male (71:69) 100% 191 168

Migrant (0:0)
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
v/ Madeav for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

¢"" Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 12th Graders/
Fewer Than 30 Cohort

+ Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001 DISTRICT
L ]
Graduation Rate
Accountability Status for This In Good Standing
Indicator (2011-12)
Accountability Measures 1o0f1 Student groups making AYP in graduation rate
v Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group perform
on graduationrate accountability measures?

Graduation Objectives

Student Group Met Graduation State Qiodressarget
(2006 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort) AYP Criterion Rate Standard 2010-11
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (178) v v 94% 80%
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (Q)
BlackorAfrlcanAmerlcan(4) ............................................................. _— ................... S e R

|span|corLat|no(4) ....................................................................... “_ ................... = diseera s e e
ASIanor NatlveHawauan/Other Pac|f|clslander(2) ................................... _ RS AT e e S
White (168) v 93% 80%
SN (O) ........................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities {27) = - -
lelt ed Eng“ sh pro f|c|e nt . (0) .....................................................................................................................................................
Economlcally S aged(44 ) ........................................................ / AR PR 39% ............... 80% .............................................
Final AYP Determination / 10f 1
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (93) 94% 80%
Male(85)g4% ............... 30% .............................................
M| gra nt (0 ) ..........................................................................................................................................................................
Symbots NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
V' MadeAYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
X Did not make AYP used on this page.
- Fewer than 30 Graduation-Rate

Total Cohort

\spirational Goal

The Board of Regents has set an aspirational goal that 95% of students in each public school and school
district will graduate within five years of first entry into grade 9. The graduation rate for the 2006 total cohort
through June 2011 (after 5 years) for this school is 95% and, therefore, this school did meet this goal. The
aspirational goal does not impact accountability.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001

Summaryof2010-11
School Performance

Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics,
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2,
Level 3, and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and
mathematics at the secondary level is reported in terms of the percentage

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that 2007 Total
scored at or above Level 3 Cohort
Secondary Level 0% 50% 100%
English 85% I 130
Math emat|cs .................. 92% ....................................................... 130 ........
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3l Overviewof SchoolPerformance

District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Aboutthe Performance
LevelDescriptors

EnglishLanguage Arts

Level1:Below Standard

Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Level 2:Meets Basic Standard

Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Level 3:Meets Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
the English language arts knowledge and skills expected
at this grade level.

Level 4:Exceeds Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates a thorough
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Mathematics

Level 1: Below Standard

Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

Level 2:Meets Basic Standard

Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

Level 3: Meets Proficiency Standard
Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
the mathematics content expected at this grade level.

Level 4:Exceeds Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates a thorough
understanding of the mathematics content expected at
this grade level.

How are Need/Resource Capacity
(N/RC)categories determined?

Districts are divided into high, average, and low need
categories based on their ability to meet the special
needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
the high need category are subdivided into four categories
based on enrollment size and, in some cases, number

of students per square mile. More information about

the categories can be found in the Report to the Governor
and the Legislature on the Educational Status of the
State’s Schools at www.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

In this section, this school's performance is compared with
that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001 DISTRICT

This School's Total Cohort* Results in Secondary-Level

English after Four Years of Instruction

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
929% 96% 94%
* 9% 91% 89% 7 83% 82% 80% 79%
B HE 2007 Cohort 35% 290
W @ 2006 Cohort 8% 29% 27% 29% ° 32%
2007 Cohort 2006 Cohort**
Results by 4
Number Percentage scoring at level(s}): Number Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 130 92% 85% 28% 178 96% 91% 29%
FOMALE o ereecnsrssnsensasasansasssseronsassrssasassssses 33 s B L 93 953, 90%. . . A0%
Male 7 90% 83% 21% 85 96% 92% 19%
merican Indian or Alaska Native S R R S T e e e v
Black or African American S, -~ R A SR B enessrasesson - -
Hispanic or Lating, | | @ s e e e e o AR S S o s s i TR s
Asian or Native
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander ... b . .
D et nsenens 128 .. E - — SN 168 ... 96%.....91%. ..29% .
UL ettt ettt e et a et ettt oAt e et btk ettt ren et ds e es s naser s enes
Small Group Totals 130 92% 85% 28% 10 90% 90% 30%
General-Education Students 110 95% 91% 34% 151 98% 96% 34%
Students with Disabilities 20 75% 55% 0% 27 81% 63% 0%
English Proficient s 130 ... 92%....... 85%...,...28% ..o 178 ......... 96%. ... 91%....... 29%.......
Limited English Proficient
Economically Disadvantaged 23 . 6%, ......74% ... 13% . e B I 91%, ....80% .. .11% ...
Not Disadvantaged 107 91% 88% 32% 134 97% 95% 35%
U e e S S RSP PSSy
Not Migrant 130 92% 85% 28% 178 96% 91% 29%
= == = —— - == == i)
NOTES

The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupls) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* A total cohort consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 In a particular year, and all ungraded students with disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in that
year, and were enrolled in the school/district for five months. Students are excluded from the cohort if they transferred to another school district, nonpublic school, or criminal
justlce facility, or left the U.S. and its territories or dled before the report date. Statewide total cohort also includes students who were enrolled for fewer than five months,

**2006 cohort data are those reported in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Report.
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School CHENANGO VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District CHENANGO VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL
School ID 03-07-01-06-0001 DISTRICT

This School's Total Cohort* Results in Secondary-Level

Mathematics after Four Years of Instruction

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
93% 96% 929 94% 00% 96% ggo, 94%

‘ 86% 84% 81% 79%

| |

I W W 2007 Cohort : 5.10/? 2L : !

W W 2006 Cohort i 21% 26% 259% 30%

|
Results by 2007 Cohort 2006 Cohort**
Number Percentage scoring at level(s): Number Percentage scoring at level(s):

Stu dent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 130 93% 92% 27% 178 96% 94% 51%
Female, s s Sasaii D i 30%, i DB i e D s s B i D sk
Male U 77 91%  88%  23% 85 98%  96%  48%

erCan INGIAN OF AlaSka Nate s s L S S S S R s
Biack or African American 2 e e o v B e
Hispanicor Latino e e S S
Asian or Native
Hawaiian/Other Pacific ISANGEE || . . ittt LU SO I
e T L Ty e 188 LOT% L 95%, L. 52%
Muttiracial eereeeaens Ee et etebeaeieteteeaneeaasteatReesn et e eeeere e s resaa N AR SR e eereennn Ryt e e e e Ao e e sty e et e e A s e rersreneeraraaaees
Small Group Totals 130 93% 92% 27% 10 80% 80% 40%
General-Education Students ... L LD W R L L N L N
Students with Disabilities 20 80%  B0% 0% 27 78%  T0%  15%
English Proficlent e 2300 93%,...92%, 2T %l ATB L 96%, L 94%, 5%
Limited English Proficient
Economically Disadvantaged .. 23 96%,.....96% .. AN it A s 91% ... 86%....... 32% ...
Not Disadvantaged 107 93% 91% 32% 134 98% 97% 57%
MR i s s e B e e S A s e B e R e e N e e
Not Migrant 130 93% 92% 27% %78 96% 94% 5%%_
NOTES

The - symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest groupls) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* Atotal cohort consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 in a particular year, and all ungraded students with disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in that
year, and were enrolled in the school/district for five months. Students are excluded from the cohort if they transferred to another school district, nonpublic school, or criminal
justice facility, or left the U.S. and its territories or died before the report date. Statewide total cohort also includes students who were enrolled for fewer than five months.

**2006 cohort data are those reported in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Report.
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