Pittsford Schools

Administration
Barker Road Middie School - East

75 Barker Road

Pittsford, NY 14534

585.267.1031

Nancy Wayman fax: 585,267.1069
Director of Communications Nancy_Wayman@pittsford. monroe.edu

MEMO
DATE:  April 26, 2011

TO:
¥Board of Education President (1)

Superintendent of Schools (1)
Assistant Superintendent for Business (1)
Office of Curriculum and Instruction (1)

s Director of Finance (1)
All Pittsford School Offices (9)
Pittsford Community Library (1)
Pittsford Town Hall (1)

FROM: Nancy Wayman, Director of Communications

RE: Distribution of Budget Information Notebooks

The attached Budget Information Notebook contains information on the 2011-2012 Pittsford
School District budget, student test scores and other materials required by New York State
Education Department regulations. These materials are to be made available to the public 14
days prior to the school district election.

Please retain this notebook in your office for on-site use by any member of the public.

In the interest of economy and sustainability, it is our plan to reuse the notebook covers and
separators for budget information in coming years. We will need you to return these notebooks
to us after the budget vote on May 17. Please return the notebooks to the Communications
Office in Room 302, Barker Road Middle School - East, Pittsford Central School District,
75 Barker Road by June 1.

Thank you for your assistance in making this information available to our school district
residents. Please let me know if you have any questions concerning the Budget Information
Notebooks.

Encl: Budget Information Notebooks
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Pittstord Schools

May 17, 2011

2011-2012 Budget

2011-2012 Budget Vote
Tuesday, May 17, 2011

7 am — 9 pm

Barker Road Middle School, gymnasium
75 Barker Road

Voter Identification Required

e




The Pittsford Board of
Education presents the
proposed budget to you

and encourages residents

to call with questions.

Brent Kecskemety, President

248-2791

Edmund Starowicz, Jr.,
Vice President
248-8953

Ray Brown
624-5506

Kim McCluski
383-0575

Irene Feldman Narotsky
387-9678

Alka Phatak
381-6315

Peter Sullivan
249-0377

1) Bus Purchase Reserve
Authorization to purchase 10 buses
to replace existing end-of-life buses
at a cost of no more than $921,344
from the bus purchase capital
reserve fund. Proposition will not

| result in any new taxes.

- Both Propositions, if
approved, will generate
additional State Aid in
subsequent years.

- NO tax impact, if approved
by the voters

Two seats for the Board of Education:
Two candidates running for election.

JIFRSE:

|
Voting on:
m
2011-2012 school budget:
A proposed budget of $111,590,726

Two Propositions:

L\

o b ad

2) Capital Reserve

Requesting authorization to extend
the life of the current reserve 10 years
and to increase the maximum ultimate
accumulated deposit amount from $14
million to $39 million inclusive of the
current balance of $8.2 million.

* This is NOT a request to expend funds.
It is a request to maintain a savings
account for the specific purpose of
maintaining the District’s facilities for the
next ten years. Future voter authorization
would be required to utilize funds.

Visit www.pittsfordschools.org for more information and click
on the Quick Link “Budget 2011-12"on the home page.



Enrichment Opportunities:
Offering a variety of internships,
clubs, leadership activities

and intramural programs for
students to explore and extend
personal interests.

Interscholastic Athletics:
Offering a well balanced sports
program to develop physical
performance, leadership and
teamwork.

The Arts:

Offering opportunities for
students to develop musical and
performance skills. Enhancing the
artistic talents of students through
a quality fine arts program.

The Pittsford Central School District and its individual schools are consistently
ranked nationally, and recognized in New York State and Monroe County to be
among the best. Notable achievements include the following:

Pittsford 774~
Mendon High School and Sutherland High School
were both listed on U.S. News and World Report’s
2010 “America’s Best High Schools” list. Mendon
High School and Sutherland High School were

both ranked in Newsweek’s 2010 “America’s Top
High Schools™ list.

Over 1,476 students and staff members were
recognized through the Board of Education’s
Pittsford Pride program during the 2009 - 2010
school year. The Pittsford Pride program
recognizes students and staff members for honor
and esteem they bring to the District through their
accomplishments, awards and achievements.

Graduation Rate:  98%

College bound
students: 95%

Composite SAT

PCSD 1,725
New York State 1,461
National 1,509
Composite ACT

PCSD 26.2
New York State 233
National 21.0

National Merit Scholarship
Finalists 10
Commended 37

Advanced Placement
Scholars 216

Data based on 2009-2010 statistics.




2011-2012 Proposed Budget 2011-2012 Estimated Revenues

Estimated

Descripti 2010-20M 2011-2012  § Increase % Increase 2010-11 1-12 $ Increase % Increase % of
Budget Proposed Budget (Decrease) (Decrease) ' HkiGanns B?:nmu (Decrease) (Decrease)  Budget
f‘li;?osrg:ot:.l Mldd:: ;‘:d $45,144,336 S45.540256  $395.900 0.88% Property Tax $83,177,728  $84758491  $1,580,763 1.90% 75.95%
9 Foundation Aid &

- 6,267,389 $5,097,319  -$1,170,070 -18.67% 4.57%
Spaciul Svestion e $7.690,048 $7.672197 17851  -0.23% Gap Adjustment ? ) )
Non-Public Programs & iset At &
Tochnology, Profesaloned B:};‘}:; i $11635225  $12,157,987 $622,762 5.40% 10.90%
Development & other $3,726,659 $3.676,782 -$49.877 -1.34%
Instructionsl Services agersliocovery $992,845 $831,007  -$161838  -16.30% 0.74%
Transportation, Maintenance,
u.smm_ies. and other Support $14,219,270 $14,178,497 -$40,773 -0.29% Sales Tax $4,131,535 $4,398,705 $267,170 6.47% 3.94%

ervices
T —— Interest $125,000 $125,000 $0 0.00% 0.11%
entra ministration a -
Board of Education $380.27¢ aadlold $11.695 3.08% Misc. Revenues $2,222,885 $2,394,217 $171,332 7.71% 2.15%
Debt Service, Insurance o Fund Balance &
and Fringe Benefits $38.542.00 $40,131.043  $1.589.025 4.12% feserves $1,250,000 $1,828,000 $578,000 46.24% 1.64%
Total Proposed Budget $109,702,607 $111,590,726 $1,888,119 1.72% ‘roul" Proposed $109,702,607 $111,590,726  $1,888,119 1.72%
IFgERERERE! AEWNS .‘r.:}h- a-'_“'

BT

Questions about the budget? Call 267-1000




2011-2012 Propositions

1) Bus Purchase Reserve

Authorization to purchase 10 buses to replace existing
end-of-life buses at a cost of no more than $921,344 from
the bus purchase capital reserve fund. Proposition will not
result in any new taxes.

2) Capital Reserve

Requesting authorization to extend the life of the current

reserve 10 years and to increase the maximum ultimate

accumulated deposit amount from $14 million to $39

million inclusive of the current balance of $8.2 million

* This is NOT a request to expend funds. It is a request
to maintain a savings account for the specific purpose
of maintaining the District’s facilities for the next ten
years. Future voter authorization would be required to
utilize funds.

— Both Propositions will generate additional State Aid in
subsequent years, if approved.

State Law requires school district to obtain voter
permission annually to spend money placed in certain
reserve funds. Residents will be asked to vote on two
propositions. These propositions will not result in an
increase in tax rate or tax levy.

The District recognizes the tax burden on PCSD residents and continues
to implement budget strategies that cut costs while balancing the
equally important task of preserving the educational program that
continues to attract and retain residents. Taking into account the
reduction in state aid and the increased cost of certain obligations

such as unfunded mandates, required payments to retirement systems
and contractual agreements, the District was faced with a shortfall
approaching $3 million. A combination of strategies was used to
address that shortfall and arrive at a tax levy increase of 1.9%. Here are

some of the strategies employed:

* Reduced discretionary budget codes
(supplies, materials, equipment) by 10%.
This process has been used for the past four
years with years one through three having 5%
reductions, annually.

* Utilized some fund balance and reserve
funds (savings accounts) to reduce tax levy.

* Earned State Aid for Administrative
Efficiency. Fewer than 10% of districts are
considered to be administratively efficient,
according to New York State.

* Mitigated health care, dental and worker’s
compensation costs through employee
contract negotiations and District participation
in countywide consortia, resulting in lower

rates than
community rates.
Savings were
also realized from labor agreements including
concessions for lower increases and a higher
employee share of health insurance costs.

* Eliminated four paraprofessional positions, one
at each secondary school.

* Restructured standards and grade-level
leadership positions.

* Reduced expenses through attrition and
retirements.

* Saved Federal ARRA funding for 2011-12
budget.



Proposed
2011-2012

Three Part Budget

@® Program
Capital
@® Administrative

Current
2010-2011

Three Part Budget

2011-2012 Budget Expenditures (State-required three-part budget)

Administrative Component $10,040,322 9% of budget
The Administrative Component provides for overall general support and management activities includ-
ing the District Clerk and Superintendent’s office, business office operations, personnel, legal, liability
and property insurance, and auditing services. Costs for the administration and supervision of each of
the District’s nine schools as well as employee benefits for all administrative and clerical support stafl
are also included.

Program Component $82,962,701 74.3% of budget
The Program Component provides funding for the instruction of and educational support services fot
the District’s 6,020 students. Funds are also included in this component for transporting over 7,000
students, salary expenditures for all instructional staff, related support personnel in K-12 programs.
and programs for Special Education services. It also includes benefits for approximately 1,000 in-
structional employees, including over 600 retirees in group health insurance. Social security, teachei
and non-teaching retirement, workers’ compensation, group insurance (life, health, dental, disability),
employee assistance program and unemployment insurance are additional expenditures in this category.

Capital Component $18,587,703 16.7% of budget
The Capital Component pays for maintaining nine schools and two additional buildings, for upkeep of
over 70 acres of property, and for electricity, gas heat, water and sewer, and telephone services. Funds
are also included for “mortgage” or debt service payments on capital projects (principal and interest
payments) and for refund of taxes for claims against property assessments. Benefits for maintenance
and custodial staff including group health insurance, social security, non-teaching retirement, workers’
compensation, life, dental, disability and an employee assistance program are included.

TOTAL BUDGET $111,590,726




Board Candidates

For complete Board of Education Candidate biographies

Budget Increase 1.72% [ Tax Levy Increase 1.9% visit www.pittstordschools.org
Tax Rate | { P Alka Phatak and Kim McCluski are both
ax Rate Increase 1.43%
EXAMPLE:

seeking re-election to their seats on the Pittsford
Central School District’s Board of Education.

The estimated impact on the average

PCSD homeowner with a $240,000 full-

The election will be held with the budget vote
on Tuesday, May 17, 2011 at Barker Road
Middle School, Pittsford.

Alka Phatak Phatak i ; d d i d
. . 8 Glenmore Circle atak 1s a registered nurse and was first electe
value assessed home with Basic STAR Pittsford, New York 14534 in 2005 and re-clected in 2008. She has served
) Email: alkaphatak(@hotmail.com as vice president of the school board and is an
Actual 2010-2011 Tax Bill 585-381-6315 active community volunteer.

L $4,917

McCluski is a 15-year veteran of the

PCSD Board of Education with a degree in
accounting. She was first elected in 1996 and
has served as president and vice president of the
board multiple times.

Estimated 2011-2012 Tax Bill
b > $4,987

Estimated Increase $70

10 Grandhill Way Cf)mpiete b;ographles can be fo;gnc}lz onlthe
Pittsford, New York 14534 Dlsmct website at www, pittsfor CHOOLS.OFg.

Email: kjmceluski@gmail.com
585-383-0575



Pittsford Schools NS b
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Pittsford NY 14534
Pittsford Central School District Permit No. 12

75 Barker Road

Pittsford, New York 14534
585.267.1000
www.pittsfordschools.org

Budget vote on Tuesday,
May 17,7 am — 9 pm
Barker Road Middle School
75 Barker Road

Superintendent of Schools
Mary Alice Price

Board of Education

Brent Kecskemety, President

Edmund Starowicz, Jr., Vice President

Ray Brown

Kim McCluski

Irene Feldman Narotsky

Alka Phatak

Peter Sullivan Qualified voters must present identification. Proof of residency may include the following valid and current documents: New York State
driver’s license; New York State non-driver identification card; utility bill; or, voter registration card. Voters shall also be required to pro-

Editor vide their signature, printed name and address. Qualified voters must be a U.S. Citizen, resident of the district for at least 30 days prior to
Nancy Wayman the election, and 18 years of age or older.
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Administrative Salaries




PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

2010-11 201112 % OF 201112 2011-12 201112
PROPOSED | PROPOSED | BUDGET ADMIN. PROGRAM CAPITAL
LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION
100 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 16,335,311 16,505,400 1.04% 882,099 15,623,301
200 MIDDLE SCHOOL 11,582,452 11,587,937 0.05% 586,291 11,001,646
300 SECONDARY SCHOOLS 17,226,573 17,446,899 1.28% 819,714 16,627,185
410 SPECIAL EDUCATION OFFICE 440,615 448,732 1.84% 175,630 273,102
420 SPECIAL EDUCATION SERVICES 662,596 694,206 4.77% 694,206
430 OUT OF DISTRICT SPEC ED PROGRAMS 5,671,879 5,601,137 -1.25% 5,601,137
440 SPECIAL STUDENT SERVICES 507,370 510,325 0.58% 510,325
450 SUMMER SCHOOL PROGRAMS 30,300 35,000 15.51% 35,000
460 NON-PUBLIC SERVICES 407,588 417,797 2.50% 417,797
470 BOCES INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES 501,545 494 511 -1.40% 494,511
510 CURRICULUM & INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES 837,331 754,845 -9.85% 396,199 358,646
511 STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE 383,033 365,037 -4.70% 365,037
520 PUPIL SERVICES OFFICE 323,241 322,900 -0.11% 322,900
530 INSTRUCTIONAL TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 1,467,144 1,463,787 -0.23% 145,271 1,318,516
540 PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 184,065 240,702 30.77% 240,702
610 FINANCE SERVICES 777,943 783,010 0.65% 783,010
620 PERSONNEL SERVICES 345,909 336,607 -2.69% 313,607 23,000
1630 PUBLIC INFORMATION SERVICES 188,089 184,358 -1.98% 184,358
640 OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 7,678,490 7,703,823 0.33% 7,703,823
650 CENTRAL PRINTING & MAILING SERVICES 215,814 217,042 0.57% 170,542 46,500
660 SUPPORT SERVICES TECHNOLOGY 817,159 726,766 -11.06% 167,156 559,610
670 TRANSPORTATION 4,195,866 4,226,891 0.74% 4,226,891
710 BOARD OF EDUCATION 46,024 44 240 -3.88% 44 240
720 SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS 334,252 347,731 4.03% 347,731
810 DEBT SERVICE & INTERFUND TRANSFERS 8,771,985 8,857,665 0.98% 10,000 71,237 8,776,428
820 INSURANCE AND FEES 1,689,633 1,681,014 -0.51% 1,670,381 10,633
830 EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 28,080,400 29,592,364 5.38% 2,656,156 24,839,389 2,096,819
TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS 109,702,607 111,590,726 1.72% 10,040,322 82,962,701 18,587,703
% of Budget 8.997% 74.346% 16.657%




2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

201011 201112 % OF 201112 201112 201112
PROPOSED | PROPOSED BUDGET ADMIN. PROGRAM CAPITAL
LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION
100 ELEM SCHOOL PROGS & SERV - TOTAL 15,711,755 15,939,850 1.5%
2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE SALARIES 853,306 864,114 1.3% 864,114
2100/2110 ALL ELEM. SCHOOL SALARIES 11,259,642 11,334,782 0.7% 11,334,782
2250 SPECIAL EDUCATION SALARIES 2,031,517 2,194,777 8.0% 2,194,777
2610 LIBRARY SERVICES SALARIES 428,827 428,827 0.0% 428,827
2810 GUIDANCE SERVICES SALARIES 398,383 410,800 3.1% 410,800
2815 HEALTH SERVICES SALARIES 467,142 466,662 -0.1% 466,662
2820 PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES SALARIES 243,938 207,283 -15.0% 207,283
2850 CO-CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES SALARIES 29,000 32,605 12.4% 32,605
11 12 ALLEN CREEK ELEM SCHOOL - TOTAL 83,471 79,243 -5.1%
2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE 6,325 5,525 -12.6% 5,625
2110 GEN BLDG EQUIPMENT, CONTR & SUPPLIES 55,941 51,365 -8.2% 51,365
2250 SPECIAL ED EQUIPMENT, CONTR & SUPPLIES 500 450 -10.0% 450
2610 LIBRARY EQUIPMENT, CONTR & SUPPLIES 9,156 10,073 10.0% 10,073
2630 COMPUTER HARDWARE & SOFTWARE 10,369 10,680 3.0% 10,680
2810 GUIDANCE EQUIPMENT & SUPPLIES 300 270 -10.0% 270
2815 NURSE'S OFFICE CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 880 880 0.0% 880
113 JEFFERSON RD. ELEM SCHOOL - TOTAL 95,898 90,764 -5.4%
2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE 3,500 1,800 -48.6% 1,800
2110 GENERAL BLDG EQUIP, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 68,767 62,808 -8.7% 62,808
2250 SPECIAL ED EQUIPMENT, CONTR & SUPPLIES 1,000 800 -20.0% 800
2610 LIBRARY EQUIPMENT, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPL 9,563 11,803 23.4% 11,803
2630 COMPUTER HARDWARE & SOFTWARE 11,788 12,098 2.6% 12,098
2810 GUIDANCE EQUIPMENT & SUPPLIES 300 275 -8.3% 275
2815 NURSE'S OFFICE CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 980 1,180 20.4% 1,180




2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

2010-11 2011-12 % OF 201112 201112 201112
PROPOSED | PROPOSED | BUDGET ADMIN. PROGRAM CAPITAL
LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION
114 MENDON CENTER ELEM SCHOOL - TOTAL 193,026 180,199 -6.6%
2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE 3,800 3,100 -18.4% 3,100
2110 GENERAL BLDG EQUIP, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 144,187 131,704 -8.7% 131,704
2250 SPECIAL ED EQUIPMENT, CONTR & SUPPLIES 1,200 1,200 0.0% 1,200
2610 LIBRARY EQUIPMENT, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 16,656 15,713 -5.7% 15,713
2630 COMPUTER HARDWARE & SOFTWARE 23,978 24,287 1.3% 24,287
2810 GUIDANCE EQUIPMENT & SUPPLIES 600 1,800 200.0% 1,800
2815 NURSE'S OFFICE CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 2,605 2,395 -8.1% 2,395
115 PARK ROAD ELEM SCHOOL - TOTAL 116,511 103,643 -11.0%
2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE 2,190 3,890 77.6% 3,890
2110 GENERAL BLDG EQUIP, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 88,353 73,300 -17.0% 73,300
2250 SPECIAL ED EQUIPMENT, CONTR & SUPPLIES 300 500 66.7% 500
2610 LIBRARY EQUIPMENT, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 9,820 10,684 8.8% 10,684
2630 COMPUTER HARDWARE & SOFTWARE 14,474 13,969 -3.5% 13,969
2810 GUIDANCE EQUIPMENT & SUPPLIES 200 200 0.0% 200
2815 NURSE'S OFFICE CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 1,174 1,100 -6.3% 1,100
117 THORNELL ROAD ELEM SCHOOL - TOTAL $134,650 $111,701 -17.0%
2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE 10,032 3,670 -63.4% 3,670
2110 GENERAL BLDG EQUIP, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 80,650 80,564 -0.1% 80,564
2250 SPECIAL ED EQUIPMENT, CONTR & SUPPLIES 900 700 -22.2% 700
2610 LIBRARY EQUIPMENT, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 24,575 10,192 -58.5% 10,192
2630 COMPUTER HARDWARE & SOFTWARE 16,864 15,205 -9.8% 15,205
2810 GUIDANCE EQUIPMENT & SUPPLIES 250 200 -20.0% 200
2815 NURSE'S OFFICE CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 1,279 1,080 -15.6% 1,080
2820 PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES SUPPLIES 100 90 -10.0% 90




2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

2010-11 201112 % OF 2011-12 201112 201112
PROPOSED | PROPOSED | BUDGET ADMIN. PROGRAM CAPITAL
LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION

200 MIDDLE SCHOOL PROGS & SERV. - TOTAL 11,196,379 11,234,888 0.3%

2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE SALARIES 558,763 574,293 2.8% 574,293

2110 ALL MIDDLE SCHOOL TEACHING SAL 8,185,854 8,157,824 -0.3% 8,157,824

2250 SPECIAL EDUCATION SALARIES 1,361,284 1,345,697 -1.1% 1,345,697

2610 LIBRARY SERVICES SALARIES 215,989 222,832 3.2% 222,832

2810 GUIDANCE SERVICES SALARIES 377,600 389,466 3.1% 389,466

2815 HEALTH SERVICES SALARIES 117,765 130,362 10.7% 130,362

2820 PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES SAL 119,744 123,895 3.5% 123,895

2850 CO-CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES SAL 82,000 95,222 16.1% 95,222

2855 INTERSCHOLASTIC ATHLETICS 177,380 195,297 10.1% 195,297

231 BARKER RD MIDDLE SCHOOL - TOTAL $194,240 $180,216 -7.2%

2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE 5,400 4,260 21.1% 4,260

2110 GENERAL BLDG EQUIPMENT, CONTRACT & SUPPL 146,995 135,518 -7.8% 135,518

2250 SPECIAL ED EQUIPMENT, CONTR & SUPPLIES 1,100 1,300 18.2% 1,300

2610 LIBRARY EQUIPMENT, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 16,803 15,084 -10.2% 15,084

2630 COMPUTER HARDWARE & SOFTWARE 21,942 22,054 0.5% 22,054

2810 GUIDANCE EQUIPMENT & SUPPLIES 1,000 1,000 0.0% 1,000

2815 NURSE'S OFFICE CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 1,000 1,000 0.0% 1,000
I232 CALKINS RD MIDDLE SCHOOL - TOTAL $191,833 $172,833 -9.9%

2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE 9,900 7,738 -21.8% 7,738

2110 GENERAL BLDG EQUIPMENT, CONTRACT & SUPPL 138,164 125,801 -8.9% 125,801

2250 SPECIAL ED EQUIPMENT, CONTR & SUPPLIES 800 720 -10.0% 720

2610 LIBRARY EQUIPMENT, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 19,843 16,105 -18.8% 16,105

2630 COMPUTER HARDWARE & SOFTWARE 21,726 21,209 -2.4% 21,209

2810 GUIDANCE EQUIPMENT & SUPPLIES 400 360 -10.0% 360

2815 NURSE'S OFFICE CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 1,000 900 -10.0% 900




2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

2010-11 2011-12 % OF 201112 201112 201112
PROPOSED | PROPOSED | BUDGET ADMIN. PROGRAM CAPITAL
LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION
300 HIGH SCHOOL PROGS & SERV. - TOTAL 16,582,519 16,869,663 1.7%
2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE SALARIES 784,106 804,623 2.6% 804,623
2110 ALL HIGH SCHOOL SALARIES 10,998,183 11,128,609 1.2% 11,128,609
2250 SPECIAL EDUCATION SALARIES 1,489,497 1,526,071 2.5% 1,526,071
2280 490 OCCUPATIONAL EDUCATION 239,227 249,450 4.3% 249,450
2610 LIBRARY SERVICES SALARIES 452,150 442216 -2.2% 442 216
2810 GUIDANCE SERVICES SALARIES 763,084 786,398 3.1% 786,398
2815 HEALTH SERVICES SALARIES 120,531 122,757 1.8% 122,757
2820 PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES SALARIES 188,329 156,894 -16.7% 156,894
2850 CO-CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES SALARIES 146,000 165,256 13.2% 165,256
2855 INTERSCHOLASTIC ATHLETICS 1,401,412 1,487,389 6.1% 1,487,389
l340 SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL- TOTAL $324,687 $292,141 -10.0%
2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE 9,346 7,891 -15.6% 7,891
2110 GENERAL BLDG EQUIPMENT, CONTRACT & SUPPL 236,310 212,637 -10.0% 212,637
2250 SPECIAL ED EQUIPMENT, CONTR & SUPPLIES 4,105 3,695 -10.0% 3,695
2610 LIBRARY EQUIPMENT, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 29,997 24,298 -19.0% 24,298
2630 COMPUTER HARDWARE & SOFTWARE 31,478 31,514 0.1% 31,514
2810 GUIDANCE EQUIPMENT & SUPPLIES 7,117 6,405 -10.0% 6,405
2815 NURSE'S OFFICE CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 3,713 3,342 -10.0% 3,342
2850 CO-CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES SUPPLIES 2,621 2,359 -10.0% 2,359
l341 MENDON HIGH SCHOOL - TOTAL $319,367 $285,095 -10.7%
2020 PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE 7,500 7,200 -4.0% 7,200
2110 GENERAL BLDG EQUIPMENT, CONTRACT & SUPPL 239,025 211,216 -11.6% 211,216
2250 SPECIAL ED EQUIPMENT, CONTR & SUPPLIES 1,586 1,420 -10.5% 1,420
2610 LIBRARY EQUIPMENT, CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 31,688 28,300 -10.7% 28,300
2630 COMPUTER HARDWARE & SOFTWARE 30,953 29,929 -3.3% 29,929
2810 GUIDANCE EQUIPMENT & SUPPLIES 2,565 2,280 -11.1% 2,280
2815 NURSE'S OFFICE CONTRACTUAL & SUPPLIES 1,500 1,350 -10.0%] 1,350
2850 CO-CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES SUPPLIES 4,550 3,400 -25.3% 3,400




2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

2010-11 201112 % OF 201112 201112 201112
PROPOSED | PROPOSED | BUDGET ADMIN, PROGRAM CAPITAL
LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION
410 SPECIAL EDUCATION OFFICE - TOTAL $440,615 $448,732 1.8%
2251 100  SPECIAL EDUC. SALARIES (INC. SUMMER SCHOOL) $348,275 $370,592 6.4% 148,680 221,912
2251 400  SPECIAL EDUC OFFICE - CONTRACTUAL 85,140 69,640 -18.2% 18,450 51,190
2251 500  SPECIAL EDUC OFFICE - SUPPLIES 7,200 8,500 18.1% 8,500
420 SPECIAL EDUCATION SERVICES - TOTAL $662,596 $694,206 4.8%
2255 151 SPEECH LANGUAGE SERVICES 610,171 629,641 3.2% 629,641
2256 151 ADAPTIVE PE SERVICES 52,425 64,565 23.2% 64,565
430 OUT OF DISTRICT SPECIAL ED PROGRAMS $5,671,879 $5,601,137 -1.2%
2252 470  TUITION 805,841 705,841 -12.4% 705,841
2253 490 BOCES SPECIAL ED SERVICES 4,866,038 4,895,296 0.6% 4,895,296
440 SPECIAL SERVICES - TOTAL $507,370 $510,325 0.6%
2815 400 HEALTH SERVICES - SCHOOL PHYSICIAN 36,000 36,500 1.4% 36,500
2820 400 PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES 28,600 9,980 -65.1% 9,980
2831 400 MENTAL HEALTH SERYV - PITTSFORD YOUTH 57,325 59,044 3.0% 59,044
2832 182 PREVENTION COORDINATOR SALARY 56,509 58,318 3.20% 58,318
2832 400 PREVENTION COORDINATOR - CONT EXP 1,725 1,500 -13.0% 1,500
2832 500 PREVENTION COORDINATOR - SUPPLIES 1,500 1,250 -16.7% 1,250
2833 161 CAREER INTERNSHIP - CLERICAL SAL 10,164 17,468 71.86% 17,468
2833 182 CAREER INTERNSHIP - COORDINATOR'S SAL 74,096 76,467 3.20% 76,467
2833 400 CAREER INTERNSHIP - CONT. EXP 1,025 1,000 -2.4% 1,000
2833 500 CAREER INTERNSHIP - SUPPLIES 3,200 3,000 -6.3% 3,000
2835 400 COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIP COUNCIL - CONTR. 0 980 0.0% 980
2835 500 COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIP COUNCIL - SUPPL 0 0 0.0%
2837 121 ENG AS 2ND LANG. - TCH SAL 1-5 193,149 198,878 3.0% 198,878
2837 131 ENG AS 2ND LANG. - TCH SAL 7-12 44,077 45,940 4.2% 45,940
2837 400 ESOL - CONTR EXP 0 0
2837 500 ESOL - SUPPLIES 0 0




2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

2010-11 201112 % OF 201112 2011142 201112
PROPOSED | PROPOSED | BUDGET ADMIN. PROGRAM CAPITAL

LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION
450 SUMMER PROGRAMS - TOTAL $30,300 $35,000 15.5%

2330 490 BOCES SERVICES 30,300 35,000 15.5% 35,000

460 NON-PUBLIC SERVICES - TOTAL $407,588 $417,797 2.5%

2630 464 PRIVATE SCHOOL SOFTWARE 12,100 12,500 3.3% 12,500

2110 47-48 CHARTER SCHOOL/PRIVATE SCHOOL TEXTS 90,000 90,000 0.0% 90,000

2153 121 READING - TEACHER SAL 1-5 34,335 35,434 3.2% 35,434

2250 400 PRIVATE SCHOOL SPEC ED EXP 4,000 4,000 0.0% 4,000

2610 481 PRIVATE SCHOOL LIBRARY BOOKS 5,050 5,500 8.91% 5,500

2630 500 PRIVATE SCHOOL EQ/SUPPLIES 12,000 13,000 8.33% 13,000

2815 171 HEALTH SERVICES - NURSE/PARA SALARIES 70,603 72,863 3.20% 72,863

2815 432 HEALTH SERVICES - PAYING OTHER DISTRICTS 178,000 183,000 2.81% 183,000

2815 HEALTH SERVICES - SUPPLIES 1,500 1,500 0.00% 1,500
I470 INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES - BOCES $501,545 $494,511 -1.4%

2110 490 BOCES SERVICES 501,545 494 511 -1.4% 494,511
|510 CURRICULUM & INSTR. OFFICE - TOTAL $837,331 $754,845 -9.9%

2010112 140  CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT 106,000 70,000 -34.0% 70,000

2010 151 CURR DEV. & SUPV ADMIN SAL 142,588 134,700 -5.5% 134,700

2010 153  SUMMER WORK - TEACHERS 13,659 3,000 -78.0% 3,000

2010 161 CURRICULUM CLERICAL 53,634 55,360 3.2% 55,360

2010 200 CURRICULUM EQUIPMENT 4,000 3,000 -25.0% 3,000

2010 400 CURRICULUM CONTRACTUAL 58,000 53,200 -8.3% 53,200

2010 490 CURRICULUM - BOCES SERVICES 46,293 42,048 -9.2% 42,048

2010 500 CURRICULUM SUPPLIES 22,200 16,500 -25.7% 16,500

2012 468/50( STANDARDS 32,311 18,391 0.0% 18,391

2066 151 REGENTS STANDARDS - INSTR SAL 0 0 0.0%

2110 481/20( GENERAL TEXTS/EQUIPMENT 358,646 358,646 0.0% 358,646




2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

2010-11 201112 % OF 201112 201112 201112
PROPOSED | PROPOSED | BUDGET ADMIN. PROGRAM CAPITAL
LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION
511 STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE - TOTAL $383,033 $365,037 -4.7%
2013-20 135 COORDINATOR STIPENDS 361,208 365,037 1.1% 365,037
2013-20 400 CONTRACTUAL 16,325 0 -100.0% 0
2013-2082 500 SUPPLIES 5,500 0 -100.0% 0
520 PUPIL SERVICES OFFICE - TOTAL $323,241 $322,900 -0.1%
2830 151 PUPIL PERSONNEL ADMIN SAL. 131,024 127,457 2.7% 127,457
2830 161 PUPIL PERSONNEL NON-INSTR SAL. 95,377 98,428 3.2% 98,428
2830 180 PUPIL PERSONNEL TECHNICAL 79,805 81,960 2.7% 81,960
2830 200 PUPIL PERSONNEL EQUIPMENT 0 0
2830 400 PUPIL PERSONNEL CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES 7,035 5,985 -14.9% 5,985
2830 500 PUPIL PERSONNEL SUPPLIES 10,000 9,070 -9.3% 9,070
530 INSTR TECHNOLOGY SERVICES - TOTAL $1,467,144 $1,463,787 -0.2%
2630 151 COMPUTER TECHNOLOGY DIRECTOR 111,578 114,368 2.5% 114,368
2630 16/18 COMPUTER TECH NON-INSTR SAL 574,084 861,107 50.0% 30,903 830,204
2630 200 COMPUTER TECHNOLOGY EQUIPMENT 55,000 55,000 0.0% 55,000
2630 400 COMPUTER TECHNOLOGY CONTRACTUAL 60,162 60,162 0.0% 60,162
2630 464  COMPUTER TECHNOLOGY SOFTWARE 13,000 13,000 0.0% 13,000
2630 490 COMPUTER TECHNOLOGY BOCES SERVICE 632,120 338,950 -46.4% 338,950
2630 500 COMPUTER TECHNOLOGY SUPPLIES 21,200 21,200 0.0% 21,200




2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

2010-11 201112 % OF 201112 201112 2011-12
PROPOSED ] PROPOSED | BUDGET ADMIN. PROGRAM CAPITAL
LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION
540 TEACHERS CENTER - TOTAL $184,065 $240,702 30.8%
2173 199  TEACHER CENTER SALARIES 173,445 211,746 221% 211,746
2173 400 TEACHER CENTER CONTRACTUAL 4,275 23,456 448.7% 23,456
2173 500 TEACHER CENTER SUPPLIES 6,345 5,500 -13.3% 5,500
610 FINANCE OFFICE - TOTAL 777,943 783,010 0.7%
1310 151 FINANCE SALARIES INSTR. 233,618 239,489 2.5% 239,489
1310 161 FINANCE SALARIES NON-INSTR. 401,385 409,521 2.0% 409,521
1310 200 EQUIPMENT 6,000 6,000 0.0% 6,000
1310 400 CONTRACTUAL 56,940 50,000 -12.2% 50,000
1310 500 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 11,000 9,000 -18.2% 9,000
1320 161 INTERNAL CLAIMS AUDITOR 12,000 12,000 0.0% 12,000
1320 400  AUDIT SERVICES 48,000 48,000 0.0% 48,000
1330 400 TAX COLLECTION - CONTRACTUAL 9,000 9,000 0.0% 9,000
620 PERSONNEL OFFICE -TOTAL 345,909 336,607 -2.7%
1430 151 PERSONNEL CERTIFIED SALARIES 142,496 135,700 -4.8% 135,700
1430 153/17¢: SUMMER WORK - INTERV. COM. 23,000 23,000 0.0% 23,000
1430 161/16t PERSONNEL NON-CERTIFIED 132,827 136,821 3.0% 136,821
1430 200 EQUIPMENT 0 0
1430 400 CONTRACTUAL & BOCES 45,886 39,586 -13.7% 39,586
1430 500 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 1,700 1,500 -11.8% 1,500
630 PUBLIC INFORMATION - TOTAL 188,089 184,358 -2.0%
1480 161 PUBLIC INFORMATION SALARIES 115,899 119,168 2.8% 119,168
1480 200 EQUIPMENT 4,700 4,700 0.0% 4,700
1480 400 CONTRACTUAL 58,044 51,044 -12.1% 51,044
1480 500 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 9,446 9,446 0.0% 9,446




2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

2010-11 201112 % OF 201112 201112 201112

PROPOSED | PROPOSED | BUDGET ADMIN. PROGRAM CAPITAL
LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION
640 OPERATION & MAINTENANCE - TOTAL 7,678,490 7,703,823 0.3%
1620 161 CLERICAL SALARIES 62,694 69,373 10.7% 69,373
1620 16-8 DIR/SUP. OF BLDGS & GROUNDS 180,834 183,080 1.2% 183,080
1620 164  MAINTENANCE SALARIES 845473 872,528 3.2% 872,528
1620 173 MAINTENANCE SALARIES - OVERTIME 125,509 125,509 0.0% 125,509
1620 200 EQUIPMENT 79,440 79,440 0.0% 79,440
1620 400 CONTRACTUAL EXP. 521,750 472,104 -9.5% 472,104
1620 500 SUPPLIES 407,275 407,275 0.0% 407,275
1621 163  CUSTODIAN SALARIES 2,075,382 2,141,738 3.2% 2,141,738
1621 173 CUSTODIAN SALARIES - OVERTIME 160,000 160,000 0.0% 160,000
1621 200 EQUIPMENT 79,439 79,439 0.0% 79,439
1621 400 CONTRACTUAL EXP. 166,250 138,829 -16.5% 138,829
1621 490 BOCES SERVICES 28,512 27,790 -2.5% 27,790
1621 500 SUPPLIES 200,000 200,000 0.0% 200,000
1622 418 ELECTRIC 1,315,000 1,315,000 0.0% 1,315,000
1622 420 GAS 1,050,000 1,050,000 0.0% 1,050,000
1622 444  WATER 72,000 72,000 0.0% 72,000
1622 450 TELEPHONE 50,000 50,000 0.0% 50,000
1622 490 BOCES SERVICE - TELEPHONE 160,192 160,450 0.2% 160,450
1623 400 AV CONTRACTUAL EXP. 5,000 5,000 0.0% 5,000
1623 500 AV CONTRACTUAL EXP. 2,000 2,000 0.0% 2,000
1625 180 DIRECTOR OF SECURITY 19,540 20,068 2.7% 20,068
1625 400 CONTRACTUAL EXP. 56,000 56,000 100.0% 56,000
1625 500 SUPPLIES 16,200 16,200 100.0% 16,200
650 CENTRAL PRINT & MAILING - TOTAL 215,814 217,042 0.6%
1670 161 MAIL CLERK - NON-INSTR SAL 30,614 31,594 3.2% 31,594
1670 429  COPIER RENTAL 5,000 5,000 0.0% 5,000
1670 463 POSTAGE 96,000 93,000 -3.1% 46,500 46,500
1670 490 BOCES SERVICES - PRINTER 81,200 84,448 4.0% 84,448
1670-500 POSTAGE SUPPLIES 3,000 3,000 3,000
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2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

2010-11 201112 % OF 2011142 2011-12 2011-12
PROPOSED | PROPOSED | BUDGET ADMIN. PROGRAM CAPITAL

LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION
660 SUPPORT SERVICES TECHNOLOGY 817,159 726,766 -11.1%

2630 490 BOCES SERVICES 817,159 726,766 -11.1% 167,156 559,610

670 TRANSPORTATION - TOTAL $4,195,866 $4,226,891 0.7%

5510 199  TRANSPORTATION SALARIES 2,652,254 2,697,473 1.7% 2,697,473

5510 200 EQUIPMENT 22,000 15,000 -31.8% 15,000

5510 400 CONTRACTUAL 210,600 211,680 0.5% 211,680

5510 500 SUPPLIES 831,630 818,230 -1.6% 818,230

5530 161 BUS GARAGE NON INSTR SAL. 35,788 36,861 3.0% 36,861

5330 166 MECHANICS SALARIES 333,509 343,697 31% 343,697

5530 400 UTILITIES 41,700 41,000 -1.7% 41,000

5581 490 CONTRACT TRANSPORTATION W/BOCES 68,385 62,950 -7.9% 62,950
I710 BOARD OF EDUCATION - TOTAL 46,024 44,240 -3.9%

1010 400 CONTRACTUAL EXP 9,880 7,780 -21.3% 7,780

1010 500 SUPPLIES 2,000 2,000 0.0% 2,000

1040 161 DISTRICT CLERK - SALARY 15,710 16,026 2.0% 16,026

1040 200 DISTRICT CLERK - EQUIPMENT 0 0

1040 400 DISTRICT CLERK - CONTRACTUAL 1,500 1,500 0.0% 1,600

1040 500 DIST CLERK - SUPPLIES 200 200 0.0% 200

1060 400 DIST MEETING - CONTRACTUAL 2,650 2,650 0.0% 2,650

1060 500 DIST MEETING - SUPPLIES 1,334 1,334 0.0% 1,334

1920 400 SCHOOL ASSOCIATION DUES 12,750 12,750 0.0% 12,750

720 SUPERINTENDENT'S OFFICE - TOTAL 334,252 347,731 4.0%

1240 151 CERTIFIED SALARIES 236,098 249,647 5.7% 249,647

1240 161 NON-CERTIFIED SALARIES 79,599 82,433 3.6% 82,433

1240 200 EQUIPMENT 1,000 0 -100.0% 0

1240 400  CONTRACTUAL 14,476 13,651 -5.7% 13,651

1240 500 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 3,079 2,000 -35.0% 2,000
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2011-12 PROPOSED 3-PART BUDGET

2010-11 201112 % OF 201112 201112 201112
PROPOSED | PROPOSED | BUDGET ADMIN. PROGRAM CAPITAL

LOC. DESCRIPTION BUDGET BUDGET INCREASE PORTION PORTION PORTION
810 DEBT SERVICE & INTERFUND TRANSFERS $8,771,985 $8,857,665 1.0%
1380 400 FISCAL AGENT FEES - CONTRACTUAL 10,000 10,000 0.0% 10,000
9901 900 TRANSFER TO DEBT SERVICE-BONDS 7,586,654 7,649,334 0.8% 7,649,334
9901 900 TRANSFER TO DEBT SERV - EPC 854,094 877,094 2.7% 877,094
9950 900  TRANSFER TO SPECIAL AID/CAPITAL FUND 321,237 321,237 0.0% 71,237 250,000
820 INSURANCE & FEES - TOTAL $1,689,633 $1,681,014 -0.5%
1420 426 LEGAL FEES 110,000 110,000 0.0% 110,000
1420 490 LEGAL FEES - BOCES SERVICES 43,900 44,856 2.2% 44,856
1460 490 RECORDS MANAGEMENT - BOCES SERVICES 47,681 48,936 2.6% 48,936
1910 425 UNALLOCATED INSURANCE 385,000 387,000 0.5% 387,000
1930/50 458  ASSESSMENTS/JUDGMENTS 79,633 79,633 0.0% 69,000 10,633
1981 490 BOCES ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS 1,023,419 1,010,589 -1.3% 1,010,589
830 EMPLOYEE BENEFITS - TOTAL $28,080,400 ] $29,592,364 5.4%
2070 152 INSERVICE TRAINING - TUITION REIMBURSEMENT 27,000 27,000 0.0% 12,000 15,000
2070 430 INSERVICE TRAINING - TUITION REIMBURSEMENT 92,000 92,000 0.0% 92,000
9089 802 CAREER AWARD - INSTRUCTIONAL 440,000 441,075 0.2% 441,075
9010 800  STATE (EMPLOYEE) RETIREMENT 1,620,000 2,288,700 41.3% 128,899 1,304,469 855,333
9020 800 TEACHERS RETIREMENT 4,747,000 4,993,507 5.2% 491,474 4,502,033
9030 800  SOCIAL SECURITY 4,150,000 4,242,125 2.2% 386,500 3,680,273 275,353
9040 800 WORKERS COMP. 413,000 479,877 16.2% 43,722 405,007 31,148
9045 800 LIFE INSURANCE 36,000 36,500 1.4% 27,375 0 9,125
9050 800 UNEMPLOYMENT INS. 40,000 40,000 0.0% 3,644 33,759 2,596
9055 800 DISABILITY INS. 40,000 40,000 0.0% 30,000 0 10,000
9061 800 DENTAL INSURANCE 967,700 967,700 0.0% 82,421 833,037 52,242
9062 800 EMPLOYEE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 24,500 25,235 3.0% 2,299 21,298 1,638
9068 800 HOSPITAL INSURANCE 15,483,200 15,918,645 2.8% 1,355,823 13,703,438 869,384

TOTAL BUDGET COMPONENTS $109,702,607 | $111,590,726 1.72% 10,040,322 82,962,701 18,587,703

8.997% 74.346% 16.657%
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PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOLS

PROJECTED REVENUES

2011-2012
As of 4/12/2011

2009-2010 2010-2011  PROJECTED

BUDGETED  BUDGETED  REVENUES  $ Increase %

REVENUES  REVENUES 2011-12  (Decrease) CHG
REAL PROPERTY TAXES 73,532,885 75,496,188 77,079,324 | 1,583,136 2.10%
STAR REIMBURSEMENT 7,528,470 7,681,540 7,679,167 2,373)]  -0.03%
TOTAL PROPERTY TAXES 81,061,355 83,177,728 84,758,491 | 1,580,763 1.90%
IN LIEU OF TAXES 1,327,472 1,660,870 1,500,000 | (160,870)| -9.69%
INTEREST & PENALTIES 515 515 515 0 0.00%
MONROE COUNTY TAXES 3,270,340 4,131,535 4398705| 267,170 6.47%
OTHER STUDENT FEES 10,000 10,000 10,000 0 0.00%
ADMISSIONS 5,000 11,000 11,000 0 0.00%
HEALTH SERVICES OTHER DISTRICTS 168,000 168,000 168,000 0 0.00%
TUITION FROM OTHER DISTRICTS 0 0 110,000 | 110,000 0.00%
INTEREST EARNED ON INVESTMENTS 400,000 125,000 125,000 0 0.00%
RENTAL OF REAL PROPERTY 55,000 55,000 55,000 0 0.00%
RENTAL OF REAL PROPERTY BOCES 97,500 97,500 85,000 (12,500)] -12.82%
INSURANCE RECOVERIES 5,000 5,000 5,000 0 0.00%
OTHER COMPENSATION FOR LOSS 5,000 5,000 5,000 0 0.00%
REFUND OF PRIOR YEARS 40,000 40,000 25,000 (15,000)| -37.50%
REFUND OF BOCES AIDED SERVICES 95,000 95,000 315,000 | 220,000 | 231.58%
UNCLASSIFED REVENUES 25,000 25,000 50,000 25,000 | 100.00%
STATE AID - FOUNDATION AID 9,354,485 8,461,694 8,137,087 | (324,607) -3.84%
STATE AID - BUILDING AID 4,689,996 5,048,642 4912281 | (136,361)] -2.70%
STATE AID - EXCESS COST AID 379,522 543,159 859,563 | 316,404 | 58.25%
STATE AID - BOCES 2,047,749 2,142,382 2,187,078 44,696 2.09%
STATE AID - TEXTBOOKS 402,158 400,091 393,071 (7.020)}  -1.75%
STATE AID - URBAN/SUBURBAN 664,343 682,480 624,920 (57,560)]  -8.43%
STATE AID - SOFTWARE/LIBRARY MATERIALS 141,147 143,302 141,306 (1,998)]  -1.39%
STATE AID - 721 PUPILS 3,527 0 4,702 4,702 0.00%
LOTTERY GRANT 0 380,864 0] (380,864)]  0.00%
TOTAL STATE AID 17,679,400 17,802,614 17,255,306 | (547.308)]  -3.07%
FED. ARRA/EDUCATION JOBS FUND GRANT 1,870,748 992,845 831,007 | (161,838)] -16.30%
FEDERAL AID - MEDICAID 50,000 50,000 50,000 0 0.00%
TOTAL REVENUES $106,168,857 | $108,452,607 | $109,762,726 | 1,310,119 1.21%
APPROP FUND BALANCE/RESERVES 750,000 1,250,000 1,828,000 | 578,000 | 46.24%

0

TOTAL BUDGET $106,918,857 | $109,702,607 | $111,590,726 | 1,888,119 1.72%




New York State Education Department State Aid Management System (SAMS) Page 1 of 1

Property Tax Report Card 2010-2011 - Page 1
261401 - PITTSFORD CSD Official - as of 04/12/2011 10:28 AM

Important Note: Changes in GAAP reporting requirements for fund balances affect NYS school district
financial statements for periods ending June 30, 2011. Data elements for the Property Tax Report Card have
been renamed and redefined in accordance with these changes. Please see

http://www.p12 nysed.gov/mgtserv/districtbudgetdata.htmi for additional guidance.

Form Due - April 23, 2011

School District Contact Person: IMARY J. GIBSON |
School District Telephone Number: {585-267-1036 |

Budgeted 2010-11  Budgeted 2011-12  Percent Change

(A) (B) €)
Total Spending [109,702,607 | [111,590,726 ] [z 1%
Total School Tax Levy [83,177,728 | |s4,758,491 ] l1.90 %
Public School Enroliment 6,014 ] l6.020 1 Jo.10 %
Consumer Price Index
Actual 2010-11 Estimated 2011-12
(D) (E)
Adjusted Restricted Fund Balance [21,407,221 | [19,654,037 |
Assigned Appropriated Fund Balance [1,250,000 ]  [1,250,000 |
Adjusted Unrestricted Fund Balance [4,388,106 | [4,463,629 B
Adjusted Unrestricted Fund Balance as a [4.00 % [4.00 1%

Percent of the Total Budget




Full Disclosure Statement

Pittsford Central School District

Administrative Compensation Information for 2011-2012

(over $120,000)
Est. Tax

""""""""" 2011-12 | Shelter | Social |Worker's Teacher's | Health |Dental| Life Ins./|Disability TOTAL

Salary | Annuity | Security| Comp. |Retirement| Ins Ins Other Ins BENEFITS
SUPERINTENDENT 224 647 20,500 9,879 874 24,711 | 12,036 975 25,000 1,170 95,145
ASST. SUPERINTENDENT FOR INSTRUCTION 130,000 4,700 8,507 506 14,300 | 11,875 975 258 677 41,797
ASST. SUPT. FOR BUSINESS 138,833 4,700 8,635 540 156,272 | 11,875 975 258 723 42,977
ASST. SUPT. FOR HUMAN RESOURCES 131,000 4,700 8521 510 14,410 | 11,875 975 258 682 41,931
DIRECTOR OF PUPIL PERSONNEL 123,000 4,457 8,405 478 13,530 | 10,956 975 258 641 39,700
DIRECTOR OF SPECIAL EDUCATION 130,347 4,457 8,512 507 14,338 | 13,388 975 258 679 43,113
DIRECTOR OF ATHLETICS 120,368 4,457 8,367 468 13,240 | 13,388 975 258 627 41,780
PRINCIPAL 147,809 4,457 8,765 575 16,259 | 10,998 975 258 770 43,056_
PRINCIPAL 140,440 4,457 8,658 547 15,448 | 10,998 975 258 731 42,073
PRINCIPAL 140,653 4,457 8,661 546 15,472 | 10,998 975 258 733 42,099
PRINCIPAL 136,606 4,457 8,602 547 16,027 | 12,035 975 258 0 71 42,612
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SDL: 2691 LEA: 261401060000

The New York State School Report Card
Fiscal Accountability Supplement

for
Pittsford 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.

2008-2009 School Year General Education Special Education
This Instructional Expenditures $56,024,515 $18,343,780
School Pupils 5,860 553
District Expenditures Per Pupil $9,560 $33,171
Similar Instructional Expenditures $4,851,531,719 $1,727,635,613
District | Pupils 402,282 52,517
Group Expenditures Per Pupil $12,060 $32,897
Total of All | Instructional Expenditures $29,417,505,672 $10,926,323,899
School B s 2,705,290 411,516
Districts in
NY State | Expenditures Per Pupil $10,874 $26,551
Similar District Group Description: Low Need/Resource Capacity

Instructional Expenditures for General Education are K-12 expenditures for classroom instruction (excluding Special Education) plus a pro-
ration of building leve! 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 inciuded.

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 al! puplils, including those classified as having disabilities and those not classified, exciuding 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 as of October 1, 2008 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 Pupll 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
2008-2009 School Year District Group Districts in NY State
Total Expenditures Per Pupil $17,661 $21,585 $19,381

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 Schoo! District
Annual Financial Report (ST-3), and from the Student Information Repository System (SIRS).
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The New York State School Report Card
Information about Students with Disabilities

for
Pittsford 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.

Similar District | Total of All School

gtcl‘,ltiel::rc’;?;g:)zas o . This School District 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 359 69.2% 63.8% 55.6%

40% to 79% 85 16.4% 17.1% 11.7%

Less than 40% 43 8.3% 11.4% 23.1%
Separate Settings 15 2.9% 4.5% 6.0%
Other Settings 17 3.3% 3.2% 3.7%

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 progtams
(ages 6-21) on October 7, 2009. 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

2009-10 School Year This School Similar District Total of All School
District Group Districts in NY State
Special Ed Classification Rate 7.98% 11.4% 13.2%

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: Low Need/Resource Capacity

Similar District Groups are identified according to the Need-to-Resource-Capacity Index defined and used in the Annual Report to the Gov-
emor and Legislature on the Educational Status of the State's Schools.




Donna Hansen

From: Donna McCarthy

nt: Thursday, April 14, 2011 8:38 AM
lo: Donna Hansen
Subject: RE: Budget Binders

https://www.nystart.gov/publicweb/District.do?year=2010&county=MONROE &district=261401060000

1 ik for raErt cwids 7

From: Donna Hansen

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 8:36 AM
To: Donna McCarthy

Subject: Budget Binders

Hi Donna,

I will be putting together the Budget Binders very soon. Could you please get me a copy of all the school
and District report cards, (2009-10).

I need Accountability and Overview Reports as well as Comprehensive Information Reports for the District
and all four secondary schools.

I need Accountability and Overview Reports from all nine elementary schools.

I will need to have Ed make copies and we have to get them out to the schools and library by May 2™ so the
sooner the better.

Thank You!

Donna Fansen

Communications Office
Pittsford Central Schools
267-1029



' TheNew York State
District Report Card

e S Accountability
and Overview Report
2009-10

This District's Report Card

The New York State District Report Card isan important part of

the Board of Regents’ effort toraise 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

from the report card onaschool district’s strengths and weaknesses

canbeused toimproveinstruction 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 iInformation and Reporting Services
New York State Education Department
Room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov

February 5, 2011
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Get District

Profile information.

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

Review District
Accountability Status.
This section indicates whether

a district made adequate yearly
progress (AYP) and identifies the
district’s accountability status.

View School Accountability
Status.

This section lists all schools in your district
by 2010-11 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 PITTSFORD 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

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Pre-K 0 0 0
Kindergarten 394 371 317
Grade 1 398 404 422
Grade 2 422 412 422
Grade 3 423 440 430
Grade 4 450 432 463
Grade 5 466 457 437
Grade 6 481 472 470
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
Grade 7 515 462 483
Grade 8 494 523 478
Grade 9 494 503 532
Grade 10 522 495 500
Grade 11 472 522 500
Grade 12 497 aT77 515
Ungraded Secondary 0 0 0
Total K-12 6028 5970 5969
Average Class Size

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Common Branch 22 22 22
Grade 8
English 24 26 24
Mathematics 21 20 19
Science 23 26 23
Social Studies 25 26 24
Grade 10
English 21 20 21
Mathematics 23 21 20
Science 18 16 18
Social Studies 21 21 22

February 5, 2011

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Enrollment
information

Enrollment counts are as of Basic Educational
Data System {BEDS) day, which is typicaily
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 ptaced 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 inctuded in first grade counts.

Average Class Size
Information

Average Claoss 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 PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District iD 26-14-01-06-0000

Demographic Factors Demographic Factors
Information
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-FPrice

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

by the Basic Educational Data System {BEDS)
Reduced-Price Lunch 51 1% 73 1% 77 1% enrollment in full-day Kindergarten through
Grade 12. Eligible for Free Lunch and Limited

# % # % # %
Eligible for Free Lunch 135 2% 125 2% 151 3%

Student Stability* N/A N/A N/A ) ot i
English Proficient counts are used to determine
Limited English Proficient 53 1% 39 1% 32 1% Simitar Schools groupings within a Need/Resource
Racial/Ethnic Origin Capacity category.
American Indian or Alaska Native 2 0% 1 0% 2 0%
Black or African American 169 3% 169 3% 161 3%
Hispanic or Latino 103 2% 88 1% 106 2%
Asian or Native 471 8% 490 8% 530 9%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 5273 87% 5200 87% 5123 86%
Multiracial 10 0% 22 0% a7 1%
* Available only at the school level. Atte n d an Ce
»
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

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 A
- % « % " % Zhe ntl:m:er of studsntslm a‘dendanc;a on each
ay the district’s schools were open durin
Annual Attendance Rate 97% 97% 96% y P g

the school year. Possible attendance isthe sum
Student Suspensions 81 1% 47 1% 34 1% of the number of enrotled 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 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.

February 5, 2011 Page 3
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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

- - - - » »
Teacher Qualifications Teacher Qualifications
-
Information
2007-08 2008-0g9 2009-10 The Percent Teaching Out of Certification is the
Yotal Number of Teachers 491 486 487 percc.ent doing so more thgn on an mc;denta} basis;
that is, the percent teaching for more than five
Percent with No Valid 0% 0% 0% periods per week outside certification.
Teaching Certificate
Percent Teaching Out 0% 0% 0%
of Certification Core Classes are primarily K-6 common branch,
Percent with Fewer Than 4% 5% 3% English, mathematics, science, social studies,
Three Years of Experience art, music, and foreign languages. To be Highly
Percentage with Master's Degree 16% 17% 17% Qualified, a teacher must have at least a Bachelor's
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate degree, be certified to teach in the subject area,
Total Number of Core Classes 1208 1243 1174 and show subject matter competency. A teacher
Percent Not Taught by Highly Qualified 1% 0% 0% who tat.xght one class QutSIde of ’ff?e certifl.catlon
Teachers in This District areals) is counted as Highly Qualified provided that
Percent Not Taught by Highly Qualified 10% 8% 6% 1) the teacher had been determined by the school
in High-Poverty Schools Statewide or district through the HOUSSE process or other
Percent Not Taught by Highly Qualified 1% 1% 1% state-accepted methods to have demonstrated

acceptable subject knowledge and teaching

skills and 2) the ciass in question was not the sole
assignment reported. Credit for incidental teaching
Percent Taught by Teachers Without 1% 0% 0% does not extend beyond a single assignment.
Appropriate Certification 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.

in Low-Poverty Schools Statewide

Total Number of Classes 1916 1895 1898

Teacher Turnover Rate Teacher Turnover Rate
2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 Information

Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 22% 18% 22% Teacher Turnover Rate for a specified school year

than Five Years of Experience is the number of teachers in that school year who

Turnover Rate of All Teachers 22% 13% 12% 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 Staff Counts
2007-08 2008-0g9 2009-10 Information

Total Other Professional Staff 61 56 62 Other Professionals includes administrators,
guidance counselors, schoot nurses, psychologists,

Total Paraprofessionals™ 200 200 202 )

and other professionals who devote more than half
Assistant Principals 7 7 7 of their time to non-teaching duties. Teachers who
Principals 9 a a are shared between buildings within a district are

reported on the district report only.

* Not available at the school level.
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District Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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 2009-10, 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.pl2.nysed.gov/irts/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 Performance 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
2009-10 in each accountability group with 40 or more students
must have taken an English examination that meets the
students’ graduation requirement.

At the elementary/middle level, the Performance Index (Pl)

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 2006 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 B Performance Criterion
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 measures are the Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Elementary/Middle-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.

Secondary-Level Graduation Rate: For a school to make AYP in graduation rate, the percent of students in the 2005 graduation-rate
total cohort in the All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District Accountability

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12thGraders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2009-10

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.

2006 Cohort

The count of students in the 2006 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 2006 school accountability 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, who were enrolled on October 7, 2009 and
did 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, 2010, are not included in the 2006 school accountability
cohort. The 2006 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,
mathematics, and science. These are the second numbers in
the parentheses after the subgroup label on the elementary/
middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.

February 5, 2011

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 {Pl) 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/irts.

GraduationRate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2005 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

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 2009-10 school year, this cohort is the
2005 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2005 total cohort consists
of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere in the
2005-06 school year, and all ungraded students with disabilities
who reached their seventeenth birthday in the

2005-06 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/irts/sirs.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2009-10,
data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 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 PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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 2009-10, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is
the sum of 2008-09 and 2009-10 participation enrollments and
the “Percentage Tested” shown is the weighted average of the
participation rates over those two years.

Performance Index{(PIl)

A Performance Index is a value from O 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} +
Count of All Continuously Enrolled Tested Students]

Atthe 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/irts.

Progress Targets

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 2009-10 Science Progress Target is calculated
by adding one point to the 2008—-09 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 2009-10 Graduation-Rate Progress
Target = [(80 — percentage of the 2004 cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2008) x 0.20] + percentage of the
2004 cohort earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31,
2008.

Progress Targets are provided for groups whose P! {for science)
or graduation rate (for graduation rate} is below the State
Standard.
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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 2009-10 safe harbor targets

are calculated using the following equation:

200809 Pl + {200 - the 2008-09 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 2009-10 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 2009-10, 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 2006
cohort {for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2009-10, data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2006 cohort members in the
All Students group in 2009-10, 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 Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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/irts/accountability/.

FederalTitlel Status New York State Status
(Applies to all New York State districts receiving Title | funds) (Applies to New York State districts)

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 ofImprovement(Year1) # DistrictRequiring AcademicProgress(Year1)
A district that has not made AYP for two consecutive years A district that has not made AYP on the same accountability
on the same accountability measure is considered a District measure for two consecutive years is considered a District Requiring
in Need of Improvement (Year 1) for the following year, if it Academic Progress {Year 1) for the following year.
continues to receive Title | funds.

“.. Districtin Need of Improvement(Year 2) % District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 2)

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

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

& Districtin Need ofImprovement (Year 4) % DistrictRequiring AcademicProgress(Year 4)
A District in Need of Improvement (Year 3) that does not A District Requiring Academic Progress {Year 3) that does not
make AYP on the accountability measure for which it was make AYP on the accountability measure for which it was identified
identified is considered a District in Need of Improvement is considered a District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 4) for
(Year 4) for the following year, if it continues to receive the following year.
Title | funds.

A\ Districtin Need ofimprovement(Year 5 and above) M DistrictRequiring Academic Progress(Year 5 and above)
A District in Need of Improvement (Year 4 and above) A District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 4 and above) that
that does not make AYP on the accountability measure does not make AYP on the accountability measure for which it was
for which it was identified is considered a District in Need identified is considered a District Requiring Academic Progress
of Improvement (Year 5 and above) for the following year, (Year 5 and above) for the following year.

if it continues to receive Title | funds.

Pending - A district’s status is “Pending” if the district requires special evaluation procedures and they have not yet been completed.
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M District Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Summary

Overall Accountability A Good Standing
Status (2010-11)

ELA A\ Good Standing Science A\ Good Standing

Math A Good Standing Graduation Rate  # Good Standing
Title | Part A Funding Years the District Received Title | Part A Funding

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11

YES YES YES

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 / / v/ \/ \/ /

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native - -

Black or African American / / - -
Hispanic or Latino / / — -
Asian or Native

Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander / / / /
White

Multiracial

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities

Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged / \/ - -
i:,u:;,n:::::::;\::mg vV 7of7 vV 7of7 viiof1 vV aofa v aora v iof1
AYP Status Accountability Status Levels
v Made AYP Federal State
vor Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target Good Standing A ® Good Standing
Improvement (Year 1) 2t Requiring Academic Progress {Year 1)

X Didnotmake AYP Improvement (Year 2) = Requiring Academic Progress (Year 2)
e Insufficient Number of Students Improvement (Year 3) &% # Requiring Academic Progress {Year 3)

to Determine AYP Status Improvement (Year 4) % % Requiring Academic Progress (Year 4)

Improvement (Year 5 & Above) A M Requiring Academic Progress (Year 5 & Above)

Pending - Requires Special Evatuation
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District Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status A Good Standing

for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountabi[ity Measures Tof 7 Student groups making AYP in English language arts
v Made AYP

Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2011-12. [201]

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 2009~-10 2010~11
Accountability Groups
All Students (2771:2736) v v 100% v 193 153
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native _ _ - _ - - _
(1:1)
Black or African American

cx orAlnican Ame v v 100% v 180 144
(74:74)
Hispanic or Latino (79:78) V4 V4 100% v 195 144
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific / / 100% / 197 148

Islander (285:277)

Multiracial {0:0)

Other Groups

(Sztgc;fzznst(s))with Disabilities / ‘/ 100% / 161 148

o edEngllsh L
©:8) . . S R
Econom|cal[yDlsadvantaged ............... / ............ ‘/ e 100% ...... Y - o

(116:108)

Final AYP Determination / 7of7

Non-Accountability Groups

Female {1383:1364) 100% 195 152

Male(13881372) .............................................................. 100%192152 ..............................................
” grant T
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

v\ MadeAYP 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

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

b3 Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
February 5, 2011 Page 10



District Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status A Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures Tof 7 Student groups making AYP in mathematics
v Made AYP
Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2011-12. [201]

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 2009-10 201011
Accountability Groups
All Students (2770:2738) v v 100% v 197 133
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native _ - - _ - _ _
(1:1)
:3_{[2:c7k4c))r African American / / 100% / 191 124
Wepamcorlaun (178) e s
‘A;T::‘r;(; :ﬂ;g:jv;;—i;wanan/Other Pacific / / 100% / 199 128
Wh.te(233123o7) ............................ / ............ / ............... 1 00% ............ / 197133 ..............................................
.r;| u mr ac|al (0 0) ............................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups
Students with Disabilftes v v 100% v 174 128
|_.m |tedEngl|sh Prof |c|ent ................................................................................................................................................................
99 e e e
:E{:fg:c;rggc)ally Disadvantaged / / 100% / 185 125
Final AYP Determination / 7of7
Non-Accountability Groups
Fematle (1382:1365) 100% 198 132
Male(13881373) .............................................................. 100%197132 ..............................................
.r;| .i grant R (o o) ...............................................................................................................................................................................
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

Made AYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target used on this page.

Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enroliment

Did not quatify for Safe Harbor

e
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District Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Elementary/Middle-Level Science

Accountability Status A Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures lof1 Student groups making AYP in science
v Made AYP
Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2011-12. [201]

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 2009-10 2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (946:934) Y Qualified v 100% v 197 100
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
(0:0)
Black or African American
{20:20) - - - - - _ B
Hispanic or Latino (26:26) - ~ - - - - -
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific -
\slander (102.99) Qualified v 100% v 200 100
White (798:789) Qualified v 100% v 197 100
Multiracial (0:0)
Other Groups
Students with Disabitities Qualified / 100% / 178 100
(73:77)
Limited English Proficient _ _ - _ - _ _
(4:4)
Economically Disadvantaged "
(33:30) Qualified - - / 187 100
Final AYP Determination v 1of1
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (462:456) 100% 97 100
Male (484:478) 100% 197 100
Migrant {0:0)
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
v Made AYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
x Did not make AYP used on th|s page'
— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment
February 5, 2011 Page 12




District Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Secondary-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status A Good Standing

for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountability Measures 4 of 4 Student groups making AYP in English language arts
v Made AYP

Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2011-12. [201]

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: 2006 Cohort) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2009-10 2010~11
Accountability Groups
All Students (523:513) v v 100% v 197 172
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
(0:0)
BlackorAfncanAmencan_ ...................................... * ﬂ__ ............
(11:13) - -
e oL 1 o oo e ot e
ﬁ::\r;g: :\Lazt:‘\‘/g)Hawauan/Other Pacific / / 100% / 195 162
Wh|te(463453) .............................. / ............ / ............... 1 oo% ............ / 198172 ..............................................
VR (O 0) ............................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups
(S‘;u;:dsesr;ts with Disabilities / / 100% / 180 164
L|mltedEngl|shProf|c|ent ........................................................... »“—‘ ............
(2:2) - - -
EconomlcallyDlsadvantaged ................ ‘ .............. — ....................... _ ............ _ ___ ............
(16:17)
Final AYP Determination v 4of4
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (256:249) 100% 198 i70
Ma[e(257254) ................................................................. 100%197170 ..............................................
M' gra m (oo ) ...............................................................................................................................................................................
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

Made AYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target used on this page.

Did not make AYP
— Fewer Than 40 12t Graders/Fewer Than 30 Cohort
b Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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District Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District iD 26-14~-01-06-0000

Secondary-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status A Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-121)
Accountability Measures 4 0of 4 Student groups making AYP in mathematics
/ Made AYP
Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2011-12. [201]

How did students in each accountability 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: 2006 Cohort) Status Criterion Tested Criterion index B AMO 2009-10 2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (523:513) v v 99% v 198 168
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
(0:0)
Black or African American B _ _ _
(11:13) - - -
Hispanic or Latino (7:7) - - - - - - -
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific ‘/ / 100% ‘/ 200 158

Islander (42:40)

Multiracial {0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities

el v v 100% v 191 160

Limited English Proficient N [
(2:2) - - - B B
Economiéa.lly Disadvantaged ' _ _ - _ - - - _
(16:17)

Final AYP Determination v 4ofa

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (256:249) 100% 198 166

Male (267:264) 89% 197 166

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 used on this page.

X Did not make AYP
e Fewer Than 40 12" Graders/Fewer Than 30 Cohort
i Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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District Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Graduation Rate

Accountability Status for A Good Standing
This Indicator (2010-11)

Accountability Measures 1of1 Student groups making AYP in graduation rate

v Made AYP

Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2011-12. {201}

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

Graduation Objectives
Student Group Met Graduation State Progress Target
(2005 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort) AYP Criterion Rate Standard 2009-10 2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (477) v v 97% 80%
Ethnicity
American indian or Alaska Native {0)
BlackorAfncanAmencan(16) ........................................................... -_ ................... e | s
H]spamcorLatlno(z) ........................................................................ s R B
As|anor NatlveHawanan/Other Pacmclslander(lg) ................................. — e e e
wh.te(440) .................................................................................. /97% ............... 80% ............................................
Mu mr ac'a l . (0 ) .......................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (49) / 86% 80%
le lmd EngllshProf|c|ent . (0) ......................................................................................................................................................
Economlca“yD|Sadvantaged(15) ........................................................ _ e e e
Final AYP Determination / 10f 1
Non-Accountability Groups
Female {237) 98% 80%
N creee . o B B
.r;l , gram (0 ) ............................................................................................................................................................................
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
v’ Made AYP 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 2005 total cohort through June 2010
{after 5 years) for this district is 98% and, therefore, this district did meet this goal. The aspirational goal does not impact
accountability.
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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

2010-11 Accountability Status of Schools in Your District

This section lists all schools in your district by 2010-11 accountability status.

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

In Good Standing
9 schools identified 100% of total

ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL

BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL

MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
PARK ROAD SCHOOL

PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL

February 5, 2011
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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Summaryof 2009-10
District 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 80% I 435
.(.; rade 4 ......................... 88% ....................................................... 461 ........
.(.; rades ......................... 87% ... I 4 32 ........
.(.; rade6 ......................... 88% .. — 464 ........
GradeT ......................... 82% .. — 482 ........
.é rade8 ......................... 84% .. I 478 ........
Mathematics
Grade 3 88% NG 435
.é rade 4 ......................... 86% ....................................................... 461 ........
Grades ......................... 91% ... I 4 34 ........
.(.; rade6 ......................... 88% .. I 464 ........
.(.; radeT ......................... 91% .. . 482 ........
.(.; rade8 ......................... 87% .. — 477 ........
Science
Grade 4 99% I 462
Grade 8 ......................... 97% . _ ....... 476 ........
Percentage of students that 2006 Total
scored at or above Level 3 Cohort
Secondary Level 0% 50% 100%
English 97% NN 531
Mathematics 97 M 531

February 5, 2011

Overview of District Performance

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

~ Aboutthe Performance

Level Descriptors

Level 1: Not Meeting Learning Standards.

Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level

Level 2: Partially Meeting Learning Standards.
Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level.

" Level 3: Meeting Learning Standards.

Student performance demonstrates an understanding
of the content expected in the subject and grade level.

Level 4: Meeting Learning Standards with Distinction.
Student performance demonstrates a thorough
understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level

Howare 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
ond the Legisloture on the Educational Status of the
State’s Schools at www.p12.nysed.gov/irts.

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

This District’s N/RC Category:

Low Need Districts

This is a school district with low student needs in
relation to district resource capacity.
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Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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
2010 Mean Score: 689 *Range: 643-780 662-780 694-780
2009 Mean Score: 691 100%

98% 99% 05%

80%

BB 2009-10 37% A
Z B 2008-09 I .
Number of Tested Students: 425 432 349 415 162 97

Results by

200g-10 School Year

2008-09g School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group g° S5oring gsvels) e SeoLnd S evels)
Tested 2.4 3-4 4 Tested 2.4 3-4 4
All Students 435 98% 80% 37% 438 99% 95% 22%

Small Group Totals 11 100% 73% 18%
General-Education Students 408 99% 83% 39% 415 100% 97% 23%
StudentswnhD.sabmt.es27 ........... i Siae st S s S S
English Proficient 433 - -~ = 429 99% 95% 23%
leltedEnnghProﬂc'em ...................................... 2-— ............ B beoeini 9100% ....... 78% ......... 0% ........
Economically Disadvantaged .18 89% ... 61% . ...22% . ... 20 95% 80% 15%

ot Do o 5% o) oo e 99% ....... 95% ....... 22% .......
L OO OO OO UO TP POURUOTN L bt UL el SO AT UOOOUUUTUURRIIONY: - -4 101 o Jot 93 £ AT S A
Not Migrant 435 98% 80% 37% 438 99% ' 95% “2”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 group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other

200g-10 School Year

2008-09 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 3 _ 5 12
(NYSAA): Grade 3 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
_ : e 0 N/A N/A N/A D N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 3
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
the ELA NYSTP: Grade 3 : d Z ) / / /
t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English tanguage arts participation requirement.
Page 18
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'S Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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
2010 Mean Score: 711 *Range: 661-770 684~-770 707-770
2009 Mean Score: 708 100%

99% 99% Ba 287 919 99 93%

; 44% 43%

B W 2009-10 ’
% W 2008-09 l
Number of Tested Students: 429 439 381 432 192 192
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 24 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 435 99% 88% 44% 442 99% 98% 43%
Female 207 98% 86% 43% 219 100% 98% 46%
Male228 ........... gg% ....... 89% ....... 45% ................. 223 ............ 99% ....... 97% ....... 41% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan14100% ....... 79% ......... SR PR T4 LA TING s Bheoe
H|span|corLat|n016 ........... DRIk S ra G AR TR R T S5uei s TrerE
As|anorNatxveHawauan/Other Pacmclslander ........ 49100% ....... 94%59% ................... 57 .......... 100% ....... 96% ....... 56% ........
Wh|te356 ........... 99% ....... 87% ....... 44% ................. 352 ............ 99% ....... 98% ....... 43% ........
Mumramal ........................................................................................................................... 2_- ............ i
Small Group Total S ............................................................................................................... 11 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 35% ........
General-Education Students 408 100% 90% 46% 419 100% 99% 46%
Studentswltthsabllmes .................................... Se Sa i e RN o Sy rer R s
English Proficient 433 = = — 431 99% 98% 44%
le'tedEng“ShPmﬂaem ...................................... 2‘ ........... Fen:che: o SN 11100% ....... 91% ....... 27% ........
Economically Disadvantaged .28 94%. ....78% ..39% ... 19 95%.,....93% . ..32%
Not Disadvantaged 417 99% 88% 44% 423 100% 98% 44%
L OO .o Dot - .o .y Tt R 11 o5 A
Not ’higfa.ﬂ{ 435 99% 88% 44% 442 99% 98% 43.%
NOTES

The - symbot 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 smatlest groupl(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 200809 data are available in the 200809 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 200g9-10 School Year 2008-09 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 3 Equivalent
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Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District iD 26-14-01-06-0000

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
2010 Mean Score: 690 *Range: 637-775 668-T775 720-775
2009 Mean Score: 694 100% 98% 100% o 95%
BB 2009-10
i 8 2008-09 : ]

: -

Number of Tested Students: 454 433 404 412 43 79
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 461 98% 88% 9% 433 100% 95% 18%
Female 230 99% 91% 11% 230 100% 98% 22%
Malez31 ........... 98% ....... 84% ......... 8% ................. 203 .......... 100% ....... 92% ....... 14% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencanll ........... 91% ....... AT o ST 100% ....... Ao B Rt
H|spamcorLatmol5 ........... POt XN TR R e AR g
Asian or Native Howaiian/Other Pacfc slander 60 100%  62%  25% 40 100% 9% ~ 45%
OO OO U OO UUURTSURUURUUPRTRUOL- X o JOOURS 9% "ABT% L L S 362 ..100%  96% 16% ...
Multiracial 3 - - =
Smau Gmup Total e SR R e 11 .......... 100% g 100% ....... 18% ........
General BduCation SIUAeNtS e eernrrr e T O B 0% e, 386 ... AO0%EANE90% M r20% e
Students with Disabilities 27 78% 33% 0% a7 100% 62% 2%
English Proficient 457 s . = 431 3 i T
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|c|ent ..................................... 4_- ............ Qi R 2_._ ............ o i
Economically Disadvantaged 22 91% TT% 0% 20 100% 80% 0%
NotDlsadvantaged439 ........... 99% ....... 88%10% ................. 413 .......... 100% ....... 95% ....... 19% ........
L OO . e S SN . SO .5+ SOOI ./ MO § SO sol Ly 1 S
Not Migrant 461 98% 88% 9% 433 100% 95% 18%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-0g 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 5 s n B 3 - _ _
(NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent
N York State English L
eV\{ ork 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
: 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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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Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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
2010 Mean Score: 703 *Range: 636-800 676-800 707-800
2009 Mean Score: 707 100%

99% 100%

61 g69s 96% 95% 96% e
44% ] =

B E 2009-10 ' 269 0%
% % 2008-09 . a
Number of Tested Students: 455 432 395 416 202 242 E
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group a SETtdoe scoring at levells) ota ge scoring at level(s)

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 461 99% 86% 44% 432 100% 96% 56%
Female 230 99% 84% 41% 229 100% 97% 52%
Male 231 98% 87% 47% 203 100% 96% 60%
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 11 100% 64% 18% 19 100% 84% 37%
Hispanic or Latino 15 100% 80% 40% 8 - - -
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 60 100% 90% 65% 41 100% 100% 85%
e e 3T 98% ...B06% . A41% ... 361 .. 100% ., .97% ..54% . ..
Multiracial 3 - - -
Small Group Totals 11 100% 91% 45%
General-Education Students . 334 100% 89%  46% ... 386 ... 100% .99% . 61% .
Students with Disabilities 27 78% 33% 15% 46 100% T4% 17%
English Proficient 457 =~ = = 430 - = -
Limited English Proficient 4 . = o 2 o % =
Economically Disadvantaged 22 91% 68% 18% 19 100% 84% 37%
Not Disadvantaged 439 99% 87% 45% 413 100% 97% 57%
Migrant
Not Migrant 461 99% 86% 44% 432 100% 96% 56%
NOTES

The — symbo! 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 2009~-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 5 . B _ 3 _ h .

(NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent

February 5, 2011 Page 21



Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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 PRy e
2010 Mean Score: 89 Range:  45-100 65-100 85-100
2009 Mean Score: 89 100% A Ly
0 [+)
97% 97% 88% B8%
78% 79% e
BB 2009-10
% ® 2008-09

Number of Tested Students: 459 430 456 423 362 338

Results by 200g-10 School Year 2008-09g 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 462 99% 99% 78% 430 100% 98% T9%
Female 231 100% 98% 79% 227 100% 98% 78%
M318231 ........... 99% ....... 99%78%203100% ....... 99% ....... 79% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan11100% ....... P S T e Bt S
H|5pamcorLatmo15100%100% ....... Se R G BRI R R SRR
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other pacic siander 60 " 100%  100%  88% 41 100%  100% 0%
White 376 99% ...299% ..78% ... 359 .....100% 98%  T9% ..
e s e 3. R AR S
Small Group Totals 11 100% 100‘% """"" 82% .......
General-Education Students 435 100% 99% 81% 384 100% 100% 85%
StudentswnhDisab:hnes .................................... Sy et MRS R P R Srarr: St
English Proficient 458 - - - 428 - - -
L|m|tedEngl|shPr0f|c|ent ..................................... 4 ............... Frarabitiatiad Rrpplcpinoaats 2 oo B R e
Economically Disadvantaged .22 95%....95%, ...35% .. ... 9. 100% . 93% . ..533% ..
Not Disadvantaged 440 100% 99% 80% 411 100% 99% 80%
OO U OO UOTOTOPRUUURURPROTRRUURPUIY £ 1 2 do ol UM k. s PRI .t sk L B Tl o S
Not Migrant 462 99% 99% 78% 430 100% 98% 79%
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 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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

February 5, 2011 Page 22



Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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
2010 Mean Score: 699 *Range: 647-T795 666-795 700-795
2009 Mean Score: 701 100%

99% 100% 979% 99%

87% 88%
EE 2009-10 36% 34% _
% # 2008-09 13% 14%
- B ! ==

Number of Tested Students: 426 454 374 443 156 155
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 432 99% 87% 36% 455 100% 97% 34%
Female 233 99% 91% 39% 243 100% 98% 35%
Male199 ........... 98% ....... 81% ....... 33% ................. 212100% ....... 97% ....... 33% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCKorAmcanAmencan 18 ........... 94% ....... 50% ....... 11% ................... R 100% ....... 92% ......... 8% ........
HlspanlcorLatlnolzloo% ....... P e F P et Coos i LHR TR
Asian or Native Hawalian/Other Pacific slander 41 100%  95%  56% a6 ' 100%  100% ~ 43%
White 361 99% 87% 35% 385 100% 97% 34%
Mu lt|r aaal ................................................................................................................................................................................
Smau Gmup Total S ......................................................................................................................................................................
General-Education Students 390 100% 92% 39% 417 100% 100% 36%
Studentswnhmsabnmes .................................... PR eu 36% g 35 570 SrecniG 13% ........
English Proficient 431 = o = 453 o - =
leltedEng“ShPmﬂCIent ...................................... 1 ............... BT SR Higgs oo 2__ ............ F
Economically Disadvantaged oo 29 93%....58%  A1% ... 1, 100% . ..88% . .18% . .
Not Disadvantaged 413 99% 88% 37% 438 100% 98% 35%
RPN OO OO SOOI 11 4 e SO
Not Migrant 432 99% 87% 36% 455 100% 97% 34%

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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 200809 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

2009-10 School Year

Other

2008-09 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 3 N _ N 5 5 4 2
(NYSAA): Grade 5 Equivalent
New 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 5
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
4 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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.
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'Sl Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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
2010 Mean Score: 708 ‘Range: 640-780 674-780 702-780
2009 Mean Score: 711 100%

99% 99% 9195 97% 941, 98%

: 69% : 65%
: 53% 17,

E N 2009-10
&’ 2008-09
Number of Tested Students: 431 451 396 442 228 314 =
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 434 99% 91% 53% 455 99% 97% 69%
Female 234 99% 91% 50% 241 99% 98% 68%
Male ............................................................ 2 00100% ....... 92%55% ................. 214 ............ 99% ....... 97% ....... 70% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
B lackor A mcan Am en Can ................................... T 94% ....... 72% ....... 28% ................... T 100% ....... 92% ....... 50% ......
H|span|corLat|n012100% ....... At o B P oo oo R,
Asian or Native Hawailan/Other Pacific slander 42 100%  98%  83% 45 100%  100%  87%
White 362 99% 91% 51% 386 99% 97% 68%
Mu lt:r ac|al ...............................................................................................................................................................................
Small Group Total s ......................................................................................................................................................................
General-Education Students 392 100% 96% 57% 415 100% 100% 73%
Studentswnth D|Sa b;l me S .................................... PR Sk S R g s ao o, R 30% ........
English Proficient 432 - - - 453 - - -
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|c|ent ..................................... 2__ ............ N 2__ ............ S
Economically Disadvantaged . 19 . 9%, ....68% .26% .. ... EY S 100%, . . .82% . . 3%%. ...
Not Disadvantaged 415 100% 92% 54% 438 99% 98% 70%
L OO OO . o it i AR A -5 D, AU RO v D O+ KWl < Al 3O
Not Migrant 434 99% 91% 53% 455 99% 7% 69%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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

3 - - - 5 4 4 3
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Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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
2010 Mean Score: 681 *Range: 644-785 662-785 694-785
2009 Mean Score: 684 100% 98% 100% o

o
" gay% 0% 89%

ME 2009-10
W& 2008-09 Jﬁﬁ 20%
Number of Tested Students: 455 475 406 457 86 96

Results by

2009-10 School Year

2008-09 School Year

Student 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 464 98% 88% 19% 475 100% 96% 20%
Female 244 98% 91% 24% 229 100% 97% 27%
Ma[ezzo ........... 98% ....... 84%13% ................ 246100% ....... 96% ....... 14% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 T i -
Blacko,» Af”canAmencan ................................... 11 Bo0an0oo 100% ....... 55% ......... 0% ................... 11 .......... 100% ....... 73% ......... 0% ........
H,SpamcorLatmolS ......... 100%100%13% ..................... 8-—-— ............ o
Astan or Native Hawalan/Other Pecic londer 51 00% 8% 33 RSO0 oow e
White 387 98% 87% 17% 416 100% 97% 21%
Mu mr aCIa[ ...............................................................................................................................................................................
Smau Group Tmal S ................................................................................................................. 9 .......... 100% ....... 89% ....... 11% ........
General-Education Students 421 100% 93% 20% 438 100% 97% 22%
StUdems W,th D'sa b,[ me S .................................... 43 ............ 81% ....... 37% ......... 5% ................... 37 .......... 100% ....... 84% ......... 3% .......
English Proficient 463 - - - 474 - - -
leltedEnghShpmﬂuem ...................................... 1 ............... __. ............ - ..................... 1__ ............ TR
Economically Disadvantaged w21 86% ..67% . 210% ... 9 s 100%, .. .78% . .. 0%.......
Not Disadvantaged 443 99% 88% 19% 466 100% 97% 21%
T ecceecrisenissesssee e sssssessens sonrsere e seennes A NG SREIN Y - WORPRCY SUESSECRSTID W
Not Migrant 464 98% 88% 19% 475 100% 96% 20%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 A ) 9 _ 0
NYSANL Grade 6 BaUivalent e R e e Eld. RS
New York State English as a Second Language
Achievement Test (gNYSESLAT)f: Grade 6 e 0 /A e A ° R e /A
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on o N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
the ELA NYSTP: Grade 6
* These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English tanguage arts participation requirement. o 05
age
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Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

This District's Results in Grade 6 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
2010 Mean Score: 702 *Range: 640~780 674-780 699-780
2009 Mean Score: 699 100% 989 100% i 06%

88% . 32% ol 83%
59% 539 &

BN 2009-10 % ’ 27% 28%
% 1§ 2008-09 . Eﬁ
Number of Tested Students: 455 472 410 466 272 249 =
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level{s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested %7 3.4 4
All Students 464 98% 88% 59% 474 100% 98% 53%
Female 244 98% 89% 59% 229 100% 99% 52%
Malezzo ........... 98% ....... 88%58% ................. 245 ............ 99% ....... 98% ....... 53% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - = =
BlackorAfncanAmencanll ........... 91% ....... 55% ....... 35% ................... 11100% ....... 82% ......... g% ......
HlspanlcorLatm015 ......... AR e AR R TRy ey St
Asian of Naive Hawaian,Other Pacificstander 51 "100% " "100% " 80% 739 " 100% 100%  67%
Wi 3898 . B8%  ST% 416 100% . 9% . 53% ..
Multiracial
SmallGroup Totals ................................................................................................................. 8100% ..... 100% ....... 13% ........
General-Education Students 421 100% 93% 63% 439 100% 100% 56%
Studentsthh Dlsabll mes .................................... FREUREEE g 40% ....... e R S 94% ....... 83% ....... Rt
English Proficient 463 - - - 473 - - -
L|m1tedEngl|5hProfIC|ent ..................................... 1—_ ............ T R 1__ ............ P
L e DL A 86%. ...... T1%.....38% ... 8 100% . ..88% .. 30%. ...
Not Disadvantaged 443 99% 89% 60% 466 100% 98% 53%
T OO . e PN SO .. o Ser g AUUOOTOPPURPROPPUON: v 1 SR oy, I
Not Migrant 464 98%  88%  59% 474 100%  98%  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 individuat students.
* These ranges are for 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008~09 data are available in the 2008~-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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

4 - 5 = )

February 5, 2011 Page 26



District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Overview of District Performance

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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
2010 Mean Score: 685 *Range: 642-790 664-790 698-790
2009 Mean Score: 692 100%

99% 100% 97% o 100%

‘ 82% . 80%

B E 2009-10 255 25%
& &\ 2008-09 .
Number of Tested Students: 478 464 394 452 119 117

2009-10 School Year

Results by

2008-09 School Year

St udent 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 482 99% 82% 25% 465 100% 97% 25%
Female 233 100% 85% 32% 224 100% 98% 25%

Small Group Totals 11 100% 91% 9%

General-Education Students 442 100% 86% 27% 423 100% 100% 27%
StUdentswnh D|sa b;lmes .................................. F o e iz R Saer St I
English Proficient 482 99% 82% 25% 465 100% 97% 25%

ant ed Enghsh pr ofxc|ent .............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 24 96% 63% 13% 9 100% 100% 0%
NotD|sadvantaged458 ........... 99% ....... 83% ....... 25% ................. 455 .......... 100% ....... 97% ....... 26% ........
eSO OO OO OO OO UOROUUOPUUTUTRI. £ ¢ SOV -0 S-S SOOI - . UBTTS:  JOT. - e
Not Mi.grant 482 99% 82% 25% 465 100% 97% 25%
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 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008~09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

2009~10 School Year

Other

2008-09 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 a1 . _ _ B _ . .
(NYSAA): Grade T Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
_ 2 e 0 N/A N/A N/A ) N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)Y: Grade 7
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
i 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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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Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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
2010 Mean Score: 696 *Range: 639-800 670-800 694-800
2009 Mean Score: 705 100%
99% 100% 91% 99%
57% 63%
Ml 20038-10 - 29% 30%
% M 2008-09
Number of Tested Students: 479 466 439 462 274 297
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group ife):;d 2-4 ; 3_3 ( )4 :’Z;f;d 2-4 ; 3_3 ( :
All Students 482 99% 91% 57% 468 100% 99% 63%
Female 233 100% 93% 58% 225 100% 100% 61%
Male ............................................................ 2 49 ........... 99% ....... 90% ki 5 5% ................. 243 ............ 99% ....... 98% ....... 66% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 ¥ n b
BlackorAfncanAmencanll ........... 91% ....... 55% ......... g% ................... 11 .......... 100% ....... 91% ......... 9% .....
H|span|corLat|n010 .............. e cf AP0 o Spths, ORCERRERE P 100% ..... 100% ....... e
As|anor NatweHawauan/Other pacmc Islander ........ 41 e 100% e 100% ....... 83% ................... 39 revenass 100% N 100% ....... 79% ........
o 419100% ...... 91%55% ................. 408100% ....... 99% ....... 64% ........
Mult|rac|al ................................................................................................................................................................................
SmallGroupTotals]_]_ ......... 100% ....... 91% ....... 36% ..........................................................................
General-Education Students 442 100% 95% 61% 425 100% 100% 68%
Studentsthh Disabll mes .................................... 40 ........... 93% ....... 53% N 5% ................... 43 ............ 95% ....... 86% ....... 23% ........
English Proficient 482 99% 91% 57% 468 100% 99% 63%
L”mt ed Engh Sh Pro f|c |e nt ..............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged . .....24 96% ....63% . ..23% .l C 100%  100% .  33% ...
Not Disadvantaged 458 100% 93% 59% 459 100% 99% 64%
MIGEIE o oeeeeessssreeeesessreenessssessmssssessossesor S OV ST O R BT RO
Not Migrant 482 99% 91% 57% 468 100% 99% 63"’/'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 groupls} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 200910 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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

1 - - - 4 - - -
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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

'S Overview of District Performance

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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
2010 Mean Score: 684 “Range: 627-790 658-790 699-790
2009 Mean Score: 686 100%
99% 100% 94% 91% 98%
: 84% 2 !
- B9%
51%
;; 2009-10 250 e
% B 2008-09 . B% 59
BN s
Number of Tested Students: 473 525 401 495 120 93
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level{s}):
Student Group esoina g Eels) g sl
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 478 99% 84% 25% 526 100% 94% 18%

Female

230 100% 88% 28%

Small Group Totals 6 100% 83% 17%
General-Education Students 437 100% 89% 27% 472 100% 98% 20%
G o bnmes .................................... FHRT B s B B g e e o AR
English Proficient 478 99% 84% 25% 526 100% 94% 18%

et o Eng“ S e e B SRR R SRR BB R
Economically Disadvantaged oA 100% .. .. 84% 0 9%, i, 12 ... 100% . .83% .. . 0% ...
Not Disadvantaged 467 99% 84% 25% 514 100% 94% 18%
OO O U OO TOOUPPOTTTTONOG 1 i OURN -l | ONONOTTDITTOOITY, oI o i s
Not Migrant 478 99%  84% 5% 526 100%  94%  18%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other

2009-10 School Year

2008-09 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 4 i N N 3 _ B _
(NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
e - S 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 8
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 8

* 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 PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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
2010 Mean Score: 698 *Range: 639-775 673-775 702-775
2009 Mean Score: 701 100%
99% 99% 97%
B7% 80%
1 43%
mE 2009-10 L 38%
% 8 2008-09 . 18% 19%
Number of Tested Students: 473 522 414 513 179 225
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s). Total Percentage scoring at level{s):
Student Group A SSEEoAng At evalle)
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested -4 3-4 4
All Students arr 99% 87% 38% 527 99% 97% 43%

Small Group Totals 6 100% 100% 33%
General-Education Students 437 100% 90% 40% 473 100% 100% 47%
StudentSWIth D|sabsl i T " e e ol sy I gt P
P (el arT A 99% .. .87T% .38% ... 52T ... 99% ... .9T% .A43% ..
lelt o Engll sh Rk 5151 0 R i SR T S
Economically Disadvantaged 11 100% . 55% . 2T% ... 2 ... 100% . 92% . 33% ...
Not Disadvantaged 466 99% 88% 38% 515 99% 97% 43%
L OO OO UO PSR UUOPTPRUUORRIL bl - - Ao <kl e " ST s ROOIONIV - ko i dt PS I daych
Not Migrant 477 99% 87% 38% 527 99% 97% 43%
NOTES

The - symbot 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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008~09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 8 Equivalent

4 - - - 3 - - -
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'S Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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% 95%
T1%
; 56%
NN 2009-10 ; : 26%
& B 2008-09 E
Number of Tested Students: - 526 - 506 0295

Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total P tage scoring at level(s): Total Percent ing at level(s):
stUd ent Group ota ercentage ing at level(s) ota ercentage scoring at level(s)
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2.4 3-4 4
All Students 476 100% 97% T72% 530 99% 95% 56%

Female

Small Group Totals 6 100% 100% 33%
General-Education Students 436 100% 99% 76% 476 100% 98% 59%
StudentSW|thD|sab|l|t|es .................................... PR i T L g R T SEeriE S5 e o E
English Proficient 476 100% 97% 2% 529 - = -
L|m|tedEngl|shProﬂc|ent ......................................................................................................... 1-- ............ it
Economically Disadvantaged ..eeeenn 11 100%  B2%  55% 12 ..100% . 83% . 50% . .
Not Disadvantaged 465 100% 97% 72% 518 99% 96% 56%
D eeeeersneensesssimsessseestssvsinsnsss s A L S, NG AR R,
Not Migrant 476 100%  97%  72% 530 99%  95%  56%
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

2009-10 School Year

2008-09 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 A _ K ‘_ . _ N
(NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
Regents Science 1 = = = 0
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Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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% 98% 98% 7% 98%
76% 81% 82% 81% 76% 77%
: 32% 32%
BB 2006 Cohort . '
© 2 2005 Cohort
Results by 2006 Cohort 2005 Cohort
d G Number Percentage scoring at level(s): Number Percentage scoring at level(s):
Stu ent I'Oup of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 531 98% 97% 76% 477 98% 98% 81%
Female 262 98% 97% 82% 237 98% 98% 89%

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other

pacific Islander 41 95% 95% 85% 19 100% 100% 89%
Whtte467 ....... 98%98%77%440 ....... it e
Myltireial T e ey T R e o
é;nall Group Totals 18 ‘ 100% ' 1OO°'A‘>WH 56% .....
General-Education Students 483 99% 99% 82% 434 99% 99% 86%
B e s e s b gy TRt e
English Proficlent 8 - - - T ok owk el
e g e et e e A
Economically Disadvantaged ... C— 100%  100%  .35% . .. I 100% '1100% vy 40%
o e e S et S PR el b el
oL TSROV U R OO RUTUUTTORURNG.  3 bry pec BT | i Aot ) S SUOORUROVOROIRUE FANOR L = £ e i
Not Migrant 531 98% 97% 76% 477 98% 98% 81%
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, nonpubtic 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.

»* 2005 cohort data are those reported in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Report.
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"M Overview of District Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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 tevel(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
100% 98% 99% 97% 98% i
84% 83% 79% 77%
64%
I I 30% 30%
W 2006 Cohort
= 2005 Cohort
Results by 2006 Cohort 2005 Cohort**
Number Percentage scoring at level(s): Number Percentage scoring at level(s):
stUdent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 2 of Students -4 3-4 4
All Students 531 98% 97T% 64% 477 99% 98% 73%
L errer e coreprer oo e e o) 262 ... 9% ..IT% 9% 23T 98%....97% .15% ..
Mate 269 98% 97% 68% 240 99% 99% 70%
American Indian or Alaska NBtive | e iy A Oy et MORNAGRE | U el
Black or Affican American T 14 100% 3%  36% 16 . —drHedly, A e
e LT o D s 89% ..T8% . .22% o IO Yo S5 Ll 7 3o pataT A
2:2;:{51': ":td“;f el a1 98%  98%  T78% 19 100%  100%  74%
Whlte467 ...... 98% ....... 97%64%440 ......... Seor A ST
MGl e A AT L
Small Group Totals 18 100%  94%  39%
General-Education Students 483 99%  99%  69% 434 100%  99%  76%
L T L PR el e e
e e 328 . hwee (e TS Al L A 99%  .1.98% “IKiT3% 1x
anltedEngllsh p ; 35 ¥i e SR ER TR
Economically Disadvantaged EY 100% . 100%:4 8%y 15 100% ... 100% 327% ‘4
NotDlsadvantaged ........................................ e O AR PR Soemet e i
OO O NPT POTOTTTTOTIR - o MU . L R o 0o, . e
Not Migrant 531 98% 97% 64% aT7 99% 98% 73%
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.

* 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,

** 2005 cohort data are those reported in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Report.
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Regents Exams

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Superintendent MARY ALICE PRICE

Telephone (585) 267-1004

Grades K-12

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 2009-10 499 100% 99% 83% 449 100% 100% 89% 50 98% 90% 34%
2008-09 521 100% 9%% 78% 475 100% 100% 83% 46  96% 89% 24%
2007-08 463 100% 100% 82% 417 100% 100% 88% 46 98% 96% 30%
Mathematics B 2009-10 282 91% 78% 20% 264 92% B0% 22% 18 78% 44% 0%
2008-09 415 93% 85% 31i% 392 94% B6% 32% 23 T74% 65% 9%
200708 420 95% 8BT% 39% 398 95% 88% 41% 22 95% T3% 5%
Integrated Algebra 2009-10 552 99% 97% 63% 491 100% 100% 69% 61 92% 79% 16%
2008-09 635 100% 98% 58% 593 100% 99% 62% 42 95% 83% 7%
2007-08 378 99% 96% 55% 321 99% 98% 63% 57 95% 84% 12%
Geometry 2009-10 503 9%% 98% 56% 471 100% 99% 60% 32 94% 81% 9%
2008-09 316 100% 98% 66% 295 100% 98% 69% 21 100%  90% 14%
2007-08  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/7A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Trigonometry 2009-10 283 96% 93% 65% 275 96% 93% 65% 8 100% 88% 50%
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
2007-08 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 2009-10 504 98% 97% 76% 460 99% 98% BO0% 44 93% B2% 34%
and Geography 2008-09 504 99% 97T% T9% 449 100% 99% 84% 55 91% T6% 33%
2007-08 524 99% 98% 69% 470 100% 99% 75% 54 94% 85% 19%
U.S. History 2009-10 497 100% 9%% 88% 446 100% 100% 92% 51 100% 90% 53%
R 2008-09 524 100% 99% 85% 482 100% 100% B9% 42 100% 98% 43%
2007-08 475 100%  99%  87% 424 100% 100% 92% 51 100% 96% 47%
Living Environment 2009~10 509 100% 100% T79% 460 100% 100% 83% 49 98% 96% 45%
2008-09 463 100% 100% 83% 425 100% 100% 87% 38 100% 100% 37%
2007-08 575 100% 99%% 74% 515 100% 100% 7% 60 100% 98% 28%
Physical Setting/ 2009-10 513 99%% 98% T78% 469 99%% 98% B1i% 44 98% 95% 45%
Earth Science 2008-09 495 100% 98% 72% 451 100% 99% 75% 44 100% 84% 36%
2007-08 308 99% 97% 47T% 265 99% 9T% S51% 43 95% 95% 23%
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2009-10 359 100% 99% 46% 347 100% 99% 47% 12 100% 100% 25%
2008-09 454 100% 100% 57% 442 100% 100% 58% 12 100% 100% 25%
2007~08 320 100% 100% 51% 314 100% 100% 51% 6 100% 100% 50%
Physical Setting/Physics 2009-10 253 99% 92% 46% 248 99% 92% 47% 5 B80% 80% 0%
2008-09 188 95% 89% 46% 185 i i = 3 = = =
2007-08 223 99% 91% 354% 218 99% 91% 56% 5 B80% 60% 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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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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 85 85 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive French 2009-10 112 100% 100% 81% 109 - - - 3 - - -
2008-09 105 100% 99% 82% 102 - - - 3 - - -
2007-08 116 100% 100% 81% 115 - - - 1 - - -
Comprehensive German 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Comprehensive Hebrew 2009-10 0 0 0
2008--09 0 0] 0
2007-08 o] 0 o]
Comprehensive italian 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 o . 0 0
Comprehensive Latin 2009-10 74 100% 99% 869% 70 - - - 4 - = -
2008-09 91 100% 99% B6% 88 - - - 3 ~ - -
2007-08 36 100% 100% 69% 35 - - - 1 - -
Comprehensive Spanish 2009-10 241 100% 98% 65% 235 100% 99% ©66% 6 100% B3%

2008-09 264 100% 100% T4% 254 100% 100% 76% 10 100% 100%
2007-08 284 100% 99% 59% 271 100% 99% 61% 13 100% 100%

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 PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Regents Competency Tests

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:
Mathematics 2009-10 2 - 0 2 -
2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 5 40% 0 5 40%
Science 2009-10 1 - 0 1 -
2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 6 83% 0 6 - 83%
Reading 2009-10 2 - 0 2 -~
2008-09 0 0 0
2007~08 2 - 0 2 -
Writing 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-0g 0 o] 0
2007-08 2 - 0 2 -
Global Studies 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 1 - 0 1 -
2007-08 1 - 0 1 -
U.S. History 2009-10 0 0 0
and Government 2008-09 1 _ 1 0
2007-08 0 0 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,

February 5, 2011
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District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Second Language Proficiency Examinations

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:
French 2009-10 109 100% 105 - 4 -
2008-09g 112 - 99% 103 99% 9 100%
2007-08 128 . 99% 121 99% 7 100%
German 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Italian 2009-10 0 0 0
200809 0 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Latin 2009-10 68 99% 68 . 99% 0
2008-09 53 98% 48 100% 5 80%
2007-~08 58 95% 54 - 4 -
Spanish 2009-10 282 100% 257 100% 25 95%
2008-09 331 7% 311 a8% 20 B80%
2007-08 429 99% 403 99% 26 92%

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 ID 26-14-01-06-0000

New York State English as a Second Language

Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)

All Students

Total
Tested in each performance level:

General-Education Students

Students with Disabilities

Percent of students scoring

Total
Tested in each performance level:

Percent of students scoring

Total

Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level:

Begin, Interm, Adv,  Prof. Begin. Interm,. Adv.  Prof, Begin. Interm. Adv.  Prof
Listening 2009-10 7 0% 29% 29% 43% 6 - - - - 1 - - -
and Speaking 500809 20 5% 5% 40% 50% 18 - - - - 2 - - -
(GradesK-3) 0708 19 5% 16% 41% 32% 18 - - - - 1 - - -
Reading 2009-10 T 43% 14% 29% 14% 6 - - - - 1 - - -
and Writing  5008-09 20 30% 15% 40% 15% 18 - - - - 2 - - -
(GradesK-1) 0,08 19 s8% 26% 11% 5% 18 - - - - 1 - - -
Listening 2009-10 15 0% 0% 0% 100% 12 - - - - 3 - - -
and Speaking  ;008-09 17 0% 0% 18% B82% 15 ~ - - - 2 - - -
(Grades2-4) 0,08 20 0% 0% 5% 95% 17 - - - - 3 - - -
Reading 2009-10 15 0% 7% 40% 53% 12 - - - - 3 - - -
and Writing 2008-09 17 0% 12% 41% 47% 15 - - - - 2 - - -
(Grades2-4) ;5,08 20 5% 5% 55% 35% 17 - - - - 3 - - -
Listening 2009-10 3 - - - - 1 - - - - 2 - - -
and Speaking 2008-09 3 - - - - 2 - - - - 1 - - -
(Grades5-6) 0708 6 17% 0% 0% 83% 6 17% 0% 0% 83% 0
Reading 2009-10 3 - - - - 1 - - = - 2 - - -
and Writing 2008-0g 3 - - - - ) - - - - 1 - - -
(Grades 5-6] ;00708 6 17% 0% 33% 50% 6 17% 0% 33% 50% O
Listening 2009-10 0] 0 0
and Speaking  ;08-0g 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 2007-08 3 - - - - 3 - - - - 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0]
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 2007-08 3 - - -~ - 3 - - - - 0
Listening 2009-10 3 - -~ - - 3 - - - - 0
and Speaking  ;508-09 2 - - - ~ 2 -~ - - - 0
{Grades 9—12) 2007-08 4 B B _ _ 4 _ R N _ o
Reading 2009-10 3 - - - - 3 - - - - 0
and Writing 2008-09 2 - - - - 2 -~ - — - 0
(Grades g—12) 200708 4 _ _ _ ~ 4 _ - _ _ 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 groupl(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

February 5, 2011
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District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Statewide 2008-09g Results on the National Assessment of
Educational Progress (NAEP)

% Below Basic % Basic % Proficient % Advanced
Grade 4 Reading 29% 35% 27% 9%
Grade 8 Reading 25% 41% 30% 3%
Grade 4 Mathematics 17% 43% 35% 5%
Grade 8 Mathematics 27% 39% : 26% 8%

Statewide 2008-09 NAEP Participation Rates for LEP Students
and Students with Disabilities

Participation Rate

Grade 4 Reading

Limited English Proficient 78%

Students with Disabilities 69%
Grade 8 Reading

Limited English Proficient 53%

Students with Disabilities 61%
Grade 4 Mathematics

Limited English Proficient 90%

Students with Disabilities 88%
Grade 8 Mathematics

Limited English Proficient 80%

Students with Disabilities 82%
NOTE

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), developed in 1969, is a nationatly 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 ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Elementary/Middle-Level Social Studies 2009-10

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at level: Tested scoring at level: Tested scoring at level:
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Elementary 436 0% 1% 25% 73% 394 0% 0% 21% 79% 42 2% 12% 67T% 19%
Level
Middle Level 477 0% 2% 22% T&6% 437 0% 1% 19% 81% 40 0% 15% 55% 30%

2006 Total Cohort Performance on
Regents Exams After Four Years

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
€ IS b
@ @ Q
v £ v £ v E
28 Percentage of 2B Percentage of £ © Percentage of
S5 students scoring: S & students scoring: S & students scoring:
55-64 65-B4 B85-100 55-64 65-B4 B5-100 55-64 65~8B4 B5-100
Global History 531 1% 26% 7% 483 0% 22% 73% 48 10% 65% 10%
and Geography )
U.S. History 531 0% 14% 83% 483 0% - 10% 89% 48 2%  48% 27%
and Government '
Science 531 0% 23% 75% 483 0% 19% 80% 48 0% 65% 17%

New York State Alternate Assessments (NYSAA) 2009-10
All Students

Total Number of students scoring
Tested at Level:

1 2 3 4
Elementary Level The New York State Alternate Assessment (NYSAA)
Social Studies 3 - - - - is for students with severe cognitive disabilities. Results
- for students taking the NYSAA in English language arts,
M'déle Le\(el mathematics, and science at the elementary and middle
Social Studies 4 - - - - levels are available in the Accountability and Overview
Secondary Level Report part of The New York State Report Card.

English Language Arts
Mathematics
Social Studies

T
|
|
{
|

Science

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 groupls) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

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 2009-10 512 471 41
2008-09 468 428 40
2007-08 491 440 51 )
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2009-10 502 98% 467 99% 35 85%
2008-09 462 9% 425 9% 37 93%
2007-08 474 7% 432 98% 42 82%
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2009-10 374 73% 366 78% 20%
with Advanced Designation 2008-09 344 74% 340 70% 10%
2007-08 364 74% 353 80% 11 22%
Receiving an 2009-10 2 ‘N/A 0 2 N/A
individualized Education 2008-09 3 N/A 0 3 N/A
Program (IEP) Diploma 200708 3 NJA 0 3 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 2009-10 6 0% 4 0% 2 1%
2008~09 5 0% 3 0% 2 1%
2007-~08 4 0% 1 0% 3 1%
Entered Approved High 2009-10 3 0% 1 0% 2 1%
School Equivalency 2008-09 2 0% 1 0% 1 0%
Preparation Program 2007-08 1 0% 0 0% 1 0%
Total Noncompleters 2009-10 9 0% 5 0% 4 2%
2008-09 7 0% 4 0% 3 1%
2007-08 5 0% 1 0% 4 1%

Post-secondary Plans of 2009-10 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 392 76% 376 80% 16 37%
To 2-year College 80 16% 64 14% 16 37%
To Other Post-secondary 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To the Military 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To Employment 3 1% 1 0% 2 5%
To Adult Services 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To Other Known Plans 7 1% 7 1% 0 0%
Plan Unknown 32 6% 23 5% 9 2_1%

February 5, 2011
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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 26-14-01-06-0000

Career and Technical Education Programs

(CTE Programs)

This District

Number Percentage Statewide
of Students of Students Average
All CTE Programs
Completed the CTE Program
CompletedandPassedRegentsExams ................................................................... 5 100% ................. 7 6%
CompletedandhadCourseAverageofTS%ormore .................................................................................... PR N
CompletedandAttamedaHSD|plomaorEqu|valent ................................................. o " 89% ............ . 78% e
CompletedandWhoseStatus|sKnown ..... ............ R
CompletedandWereSuccessfullyPlaced ........................................................................ T TN
Nontraditional Programs
Enrolled Members, Regardless of Gender, in 200g~10 17
e 'H.i.s.fc.)'r.i'c'é.l'l'y' Ui derrep e G .é.o.(.).g.: g A Byes PRI
""ifar'ﬁ'p;ié't‘e“r's‘,'h'é'g';'a'r'd'l.e“s's;B.f'éé'r}'dé'f,'Sé.é'f“J‘L'J.rié'.‘é'dﬁé ............................................................................................ e .
““ifar'ﬁ'p;['ét'é'r X Bf'ﬁi's't‘é'fi'éé'l'ly 'L'J.r}'dé.rhfélblr e G e e 1 00%4 8% ........

Enrotiment data are for the 200910 school year; completer data are as of June 2009.

February 5, 2011
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5. The New__YorkState_
"2 School Report Card

Accountability
~and Overview Report
2009-10

This School's Report Card

The New York State School Report Card is an important part
ofthe Board of Regents’ effort toraise learning standards for all
students. It provides information to the public on 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
reportcard onaschool’sstrengths and weaknesses can be used
toimproveinstruction 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
New York State Education Department
Room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov

February 5, 2011

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Sdmolloztdm-os-MI.

" Telaphone (s8s) zc'r-tm “

Grades K-5.

by i 1

Use this report to:

Get School Profile
information.

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.

of School Performance.
This section has information about
the school’s performance on state
assessments in English, mathematics,
and science.

3 Review an Overview

Page 1



School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

School Profile

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

and teacher qualifications.

Enrollment

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Pre-K 0 0 0
Kindergarten 56 598 43
Grade 1 58 57 63
Grade 2 46 52 62
Grade 3 69 47 57
Grade 4 57 68 50
Grade 5 71 59 T2
Grade 6 0 0 0
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
Grade 7 [} 0 0
Grade 8 0 0 0
Grade 9 0 0 0
Grade 10 0 0 0
Grade 11 0 0 [}
Grade 12 0 0 0
Ungraded Secondary 0 0 0
Total K-12 357 342 347
Average Class Size

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Common Branch 22 20 20
Grade 8
English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Grade 10

English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

“ebruary 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Enrollment
Information

Enroliment 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 enroliment.
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.

Page 2




School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL
School |D 26-14-01-06-0001

Demographic Factors

2007-08 2008-09 2009~10
# % # % %
Eligible for Free Lunch 22 7% 17 6% 20 7%
Reduced-Price Lunch 7 2% 9 39 11 4%
Student Stability™ 939% 97% 100%
Limited English Proficient 6 2% 6 2% 3 1%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Black or African American 15 4% 14 4% 17 5%
Hispanic or Latino 13 4% 13 4% 14 4%
Asian or Native 23 6% 16 5% 20 6%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 300 84% 294 86% 290 84%
Multiracial 6 294 5 1% 6 2%
* Avaitable only at the school tevet.
L]

Attendance and Suspensions

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09

# % # % %

Annual Attendance Rate 96% 97% 97%
Student Suspensions 2 1% 0 0% 0 0%

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Demographic Factors
Information

Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price

Lunch percentages are determined by dividing

the number of approved tunch 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 tast 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 totat
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 ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL
School 1D 26-14-01-06-0001

Teacher Qualifications

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Number of Teachers 23 22 20
Percent with No Valid o 5 o
Teaching Certificate 0% 0% 0%
Percen.t jl'ea?hmg Out 0% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Than 4% 0% 0%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master's Degree o o
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate 22% 14% 15%
Total Number of Core Classes 32 30 16
Percent Not Taught by Highly o o o
Qualified Teachers in This School 0% 0% 0%
Percc.er?t Not Taught‘by H.ighl'y . 1% 0% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 10% 8% 6%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly . .
Qualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 1%
Statewide
Total Number of Classes 54 55 41
Percent Taught by jl'eaf:hers Without 0% 0% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 50% 0% 0%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 19% 9% 14%
Staff Counts

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Other Professional Staff 4 3 3
Total Paraprofessionals* N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 0 0 0
Principals 1 1 1

* Not available at the school level.
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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCROOL 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. Ateacher
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 nof 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 ALLEN CREEK SCROOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

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 2009-10, 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/irts/accountability/

1 EnglishLanguage Arts(ELA)

School Accountability

District PITTSFORD 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 2009-10

B Performance Criterion

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 2006 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

in each accountability group with 40 or more students
must have taken an English examination that meets the
students’ graduation requirement.

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
during the test administration period in the All Students
group, if it has 40 or more students, must be tested on an
accountability measure. In Grade 4, the measures are the
Grade 4 elementary-level science test and the Grade 4
NYSAA in science. In Grade 8 science, the measures are
the Grade 8 middle-level science test, Regents science
examinations, and the Grade 8 NYSAA in science.

Performance Criterion

The Pl of the All Students group, if it has 30 or more
students, must equal or exceed the State Science
Standard (100) or the Science Progress Target.

Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Elementary/Middle-Level
ELA and Math: To qualify, the group must meet both the
participation criterion and the performance criterion in science.

Secondary-Level Graduation Rate: For a school to make AYP in graduation rate, the percent of students in the 2005 graduation-rate total cohort in the
All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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School Accountability

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12th Graders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2009-10
school year used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for secondary-

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

level ELA and mathematics. These are the first numbersin the
parentheses after the subgroup label on the secondary-level
ELA and mathematics pages.

2006 Cohort

The count of students in the 2006 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 2006 school accountability 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
2006-0T7 school year, who were enrolled on October 7, 2009
and did 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, 2010, are not included in the 2006 school
accountability cohort. The 2006 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. Cohortis defined in
Section 100.2 {p) (16) of the Commissioner’s Regulations.

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/irts.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2005 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

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 2009-10 school year, this cohort is
the 2005 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2005 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere

in the 2005-06 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2005-06 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/irts/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2009-10,
data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 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.

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,
mathematics, and science. These are the second numbersin
the parentheses after the subgroup label on the elementary/

middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.

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 Accountability

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

District PITTSFORD 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 2009-10, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2008-09 and 2009-10 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 O 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) +
Count 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/irts.

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 (Pl). Example: The 2009-10 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2008-09 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 2009-10 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(80 - percentage of the 2004 cohort earning
a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2008) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2004 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2008.

Progress Targets are provided for groups whose Pl (for science)
or graduation rate (for graduation rate) is below the State
Standard.
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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 2009-10 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2008-09 Pl + (200 ~ the 2008-09 P1) 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 2009-10 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 2009-10, 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 2006
cohort (for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2009-10, data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2006 cohort members in the
All Students group in 2009-10, student groups with fewer than
30 members are notrequired 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 Accountability

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

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 schoolinany 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.pl2.nysed.gov/nyc/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

District PITTSFORD 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; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
(year 1) in the current 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; or a
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 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.

Pending — A school’s status is “Pending” if the school requires special evaluation procedures and they have not yet been completed.
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School Accountability

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2010~11) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA in Good Standing ELA
Math in Good Standing Math N
S L
Title I Part AFunding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
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 4
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCk OrAfr | canAmen can .................... s MR
Hlspamc orLatmo ............................. _ ..................... _ ....................................................................................................................
.pl 5.an OrNatNe Haw a” an/o ther . Pac|f|c ..............................................................................................................................................
Islander - -
Wh'te ............................................ J ................... / ..................................................................................................................
Multiracial
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities - -
L'mlted En g[|sh P rof |c1 ent ................... s R
Econom|callyD|sadvantaged ................ s B AL
Student groups makin
AYP in eagch szbject ? vi20f2 v 202 Viiof1
AYP Status

v MadeAYP
" Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

— Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status
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"M School Accountability

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status in Good Standing

for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountability Measures 20of 2 Student groups making AYP in English language arts
\/ Made 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 Jested Criterion Index AMO 2009-10 2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (186:172) v v 100% v 192 147
Ethnicity
American indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
B[ackorAfncanAmencan(88) .............. s JREREUEEREE e e RGRILIRERRY BRI
H|span|corLat|n0(98) ....................... s e s s s
A5|anorNat|veHawanan/otherPacmc_‘ .............. * ....................... _ ............ ~ .................... ‘ _- ............
Islander (11:7)
Wh;te( 158149) ............................... ‘/ ............ / ............... 1 00% ............ J ............... 1 93 ................ 1 46 .............................................
};l u lnr ac|a[ (oo) ....................................................................................................... P S OO POt
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (17:15) - - - - - - -
Economically Disadvantaged (23:16) - - - - - - -
Final AYP Determination / 2 of 2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (100:93) 100% 194 145

..............................................................................................................................................................................................

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
‘/ 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

2 Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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School Accountability

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status in Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures 20of 2 Student groups making AYP in mathematics
/ Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 2009-10 2010~-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (186:172) v v 100% v 195 127

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

Black or African American (8:8)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
islander (11:7)

White (158:149) / / 100% / 196 126

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (17:15) - - - — - - -
Economically Disadvaniaged (3316 - HRRUERRURTII T e B R IR ITARR
Final AYP Determination / 2 0f 2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female {100:93) 100% 194 125

Migrant {0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
‘/ 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

b Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

Elementary/Middle-Level Science
Accountability Status in Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures lofl Student groups making AYP in science

v Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 2009-10  2010-1
Accountability Groups
All Students (52:46) v Qualified v 100% v 196 100
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
BlackorAfrlcanAmerlcan(OO) ............................................................ e d ot bty e e bemeeirenaan e e
H'SpamcorLatmo(aa) ................................. R RS s s SRR s
PN an/o ther . Pacmc ................................................................................................................................................
Islander (8:6) - - . - - - -
e (4137) ............................................ Quallf;ed ............. / ............ 100% ........... / 195 .............. [
N '(.c;:.cl) ) ........................................................................................................................ b ettt e e
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities {5:4) - - - - - - -
lectedEnglushProﬁoent(11) ....................... e s B AR R e
EconomlcallyDlsadvantaged ; (85) ................... s e e s e [PPSR E e
Final AYP Determination v iof1
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (29:27) - - -
Male(2319) .......................................................................................... BRI B
M'grant . (0 (.).) .............................................................................................................................. C e e e aeas
Symbols NoTe: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
v/ Made AYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

) 4 Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

used on this page.

February 5, 2011 Page 13



Overview of School Performance

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001 ;

Summary of 2009-10 About the Performance
Level Descriptors

School Performance P

. . . ~ Level1:NotMeeting Learning Standards.
Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics, Student performance does not demonstrate an
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean understanding of the content expected in the subject
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2, and grade level.
Level 3, and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and Level 2: Partially Meeting Learning Standards.
mathematics at the secondary level is reported in terms of the percentage Student performance demonstrates a partial

understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level.

Level 3: Meeting Learning Standards.
Student performance demonstrates an understanding

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that Total of the content expected in the subject and grade level.
scored at or above Level 3 Tested Level 4: Meeting Learning Standards with Distinction.
Student performance demonstrates a thorough
English Language Arts 0% 50% 100% understanding of the content expected in the subject
: : : and grade level.
Grade 3 87% NN 60 H Need/R ¢ i
Grade 4 88% I 52 S e mtew co SApaCILY
.............................................................................................................. (“!nc) utegori.‘ determined?
Grade 5 82% N 74 S 2
Districts are divided into high, average, and low need
categories based on their ability to meet the speciat
Mathematics needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
Grade 3 88% NN 60 the high need category are subdivided into four categories
.............................................................................................................. based on envollment size and. in some cases. number
E;.(a,g.e. 4 ......................... 67% . _ ....................... 52 ........ of students per square mile. More information about
Grade 5 78% NN T4 the categories can be found in the Report to the Governor
and the Legislature on the Educationol Status of the
Science State’s Schools at www.p12.nysed.gov/irts.
Grade 4 08% 52 in this section, this school’s performance is compared with

that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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Overview of School Performance

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

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

2010 Mean Score: 688  *Range:643-780 662~780 694-780
2009 Mean Score: 685  100%

100% 98% 98% 99%
ar%% 24% 00 £5%

MER 2009-10
% & ® 2008-09

425 432 349 415 162 97

Number of Tested Students: 60 47 52 45

Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 a
All Students 60 100% 87% 32% 48 98% 94% 13%
Female 28 100% 89% 29% 27 96% 89% 11%
Ma[e ............................................................. 32100% ....... 84% ....... 34% ................... 21100% ..... 100% ....... 14% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
é la(:kor A fncan Amer ’Can ..................................... 4 ............... T st gy ST SR B O T RO O - b A
H|5pan|cor|_anno .............................................. 3 ............... Y e e T i SRR MR LTI - rin T QAT R A Y e
Asian or Natve Hawalary Other Pacifc slander 1" =TS Sy
White 52 100% 88% 31% 38 97% 95% 13%
MULIRERL e G AAGEIEE BE
Small Group Totals 8 100% 75% 38% 10 100% 90% 10% ......
General-Education Students 59 = i = 42 100% 100% 14%
smdentsw,(h D|sab|[.t|es ...................................... 1 ............... s 0 R U e 6 ............ 83% ....... 50% ......... 66/; ........
English Proficient 60 100% 87% 32% 45 = = =
|_|m|(ed|5ng[|shprof|c|ent ....................................................................................................... 3—_ ............ R
Economically Disadvantaged .., 6.....100%  67% . . 5. SOOI D, 80%.......60%, 0%
Not Disadvantaged 54 100% 89% 35% 43 1009% 9% 14% ........
D e rseassesssasanssassassensessesseenesnss s e RN W RISHANG el SiNoa
Not Migrant 60 100% 87% 32% 48 98% 94% 13%
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 groups} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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
YA e 3 Bt e eetseeeessesss e s sesesseesesse g aren s ses e g es e seeeesstemeseseeraneeeseee e eneeeemeemenees T oo
New York State English cond Lan
AchievaeSnt:Test (gNYSEZTJSaiT;s::a Grade 3 s ° N/A N/A S © N/A N/A i
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 3

! These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
February 5, 2011 Page 15



-l Overview of School Performance

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

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
2010 Mean Score: 703 *Range:661-770 684-770 707-770
2009 Mean Score: 694  100% o ane 0% o
98% 98Aa ) 96% 99% 9 ean 98 91% ?9_0
HEE 2009-10 e
a2 . A i
E®E 2008-09 35% 44% 3% I /
. 21% Pl #
Number of Tested Students: 59 47 53 46 21 10 429 439 381 432 192 192_
Results by 2009~10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level{s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group IR i
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 60 98% 88% 35% 48 98% 96% 21%
Female 28 96% 79% 39% 27 96% 93% 22%
Male 32 100% 97% 31% 21 100% 100% 19%
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 4 = —
Hispanic or Latino - o - ] o -
Asian or Native Hawaiian/QOther Pacific Islander 1 = -3 - et = -
T P e S 98%. .. 8T% . .38% ... 38 ... 9r%,...0T% ..18% ..
Multiracial
Small Group Totals 8 100% 100% 13% 10 100% 90% 30%
General-Education Students 59 = - — 42 100% 100% 24%
Students with Disabilities 1 & = - 6 83% 67% 0%
English Proficient 60 98% 88% 35% 45 - . %
Limited English Proficient 3 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged 6 100% 83% 50% 80% 80% 0%
Not Disadvantaged 54 98% 89% 33% 43 100% 98% 23%
Migrant
Not Migrant 60 98% 88% 35% 48 98% 96% gl%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008~09 data are available in the 2008-03 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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
Page 16
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Overview of School Performance

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

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

2010 Mean Score: 684  *Range:637-7T75 668-775 720-775
2009 Mean Score: 687  100%

% % -
96%100% oo06 91% 0% 100% o 95% 92% 3%
2 r : 77%
EEE 2009-10 ii ¥ ol
£ 3 ® 2008-09 ; !; = f
k 6% 1?% b
—— X%f G
Number of Tested Students: 50 69 46 63 3 B
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Stu dent G rou p Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3d 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 52 96% 88% 6% 69 100% 91% 12%
Female 29 97% 90% 7% 40 100% 95% 15%
Male 23 96% 87% 4% 29 100% 86% %
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 6 = - -
Hispanic or Latino a = & = T i
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander e ™ = - e o
e e AL 93% .88k 3 IO R 100% . ...93% . . .13% ..
Multiracial 1 — G =
Small Group Totals 11 100% 91% 9% 9 100% 67% 0%
General Education Students e, 47 ... 100% 72.96% 4. =\ e 38 ... 100% awI97%a  S14%
Students with Disabilities 5 60% 20% 0% 11 100% 64% 0%
g POt e DL, maa T, TERIR s 69 ... 100%  .91%  ..12% .
Limited English Proficient 1 = - -
Economically Disadvantaged e, 8 . 75%....50% .. 0% e 9......100%  67% . .. 0%........
Not Disadvantaged 44 100% 95% 7% 60 100% 95% 13%
Migrant
Not Migrant 52 96% 88% 6% 69 100% 91% 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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 0
(NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
. 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)Y: Grade 4
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 4

¥ 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 School Performance

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

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

2010 Mean Score: 681 *Range:636—800 676—-800 707-800
2009 Mean Score: 692  100%

96% 100% 91% 99% 1(30% o 96% 95% ?_6:/? e
MWW 2009-10 I L 6a% [
% @ ¥ 2008- f | 354
008-09 37% L5 3‘._:%
13% =
; . B oA 3 : . Lt

Number of Tested Students: 50 68 35 62 7 25 455 432 395 416 202 242
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Student Group Total Percentage scoring at level(s}): Total Percentage scoring at level(s}):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 24 3-4 4
All Students 52 96% 67% 13% 68 100% 91% 37%
Female 29 97% 62% 14% 38 100% 92% 37%
Ma[ez3 ........... 96% ....... 74%13% ................. 30 .......... 100% ....... 90% ....... 37% ........
American indian or Alaska Native
BlaCkorAmcanAme”can s T G R 050 Ry
H,gpamcorLatmo— ........... ot O D a0 CEaaa 00000 BT SR it
Asian or Native Hawaian/Other Pacific londer 78 = T = e S ST
B e e S 95%....88%  10% U 100% . ..93%,  .42% .
el e e T T
Small Group Totals ) 11 100%  64%  27% 8 100%  75% 0%
General-Education Students 47 100% 74% 15% 57 100% 96% 42%
Studentsw,tho,sab,l,t,es ...................................... 5 ........... 60% ......... O .o'/‘; ......... 0% ................... 11 .......... 100% ....... 64% ......... .9.6/.0 ........
English Proficient 51 - S S 68 100% 91% 37%
le‘md EnghSh Proﬁuent ...................................... 1 ............... i — ..........................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged e 8 . 75%.....50% ... 0% CARI 100%.....87% .. 0%........
Not Disadvantaged 44 100% 70% 16% 59 100% 95% 42%
L OO IUUOUoPUTURRURIPD 4. OO OY OO PU ST UP RO ORUURRNG Jte ot eSO
Not Migrant 52 96% 67% 13% 68 100% 91% 37%
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 2009-10 data onty. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008~09 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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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M Overview of School Performance

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

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

2010 Mean Score: 87 Range: 45-100 65-100 85-100
2009 Mean Score: 87 100%

98% 100% 98% 99% 99% 100% 99% 98% % 979
- ' ' 2% T asy sa%
71% T3% [ B
BB 2009-10 By | 559 59%
¥ B W 2008-09 I3t Ed i
e 5= i
n 15 BN
o it s Ed
g.__’-" e bR I , 5 3
Number of Tested Students: 51 67 51 66 37 49 459 430 456 423 362 338
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Grou
u p Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 34 4
All Students 52 98% 98% T1% 67 100% 99% 73%
Female 29 97% 97% 2% 38 100% 97T% T4%

Small Group Totals 11 100% 100% 64% 8 100% 88% 25%
General-Education Students 47 100% 100% T7% 57 100% 100% 75%
Student5w|thD|sab|[mes ..................................... oo HoE o TN R RS RO o PR
English Proficient 51 i i = 67 100% 99% 73%
|_|m:ted Engushproﬂqent ...................................... 1- ........... i e o e
Economically Disadvantaged ... 8 88% ... 88%, ... 25% 8 . 100% ... 88% ... 25%

Not Disadvantaged 44 100% 100% 80% 59 100% 100% 809’; ........
M.Igrant ...................................................................................................................................................
Not Migrant 32 98% 98% 71% 67 100% 99% 73%
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 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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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-l Overview of School Performance

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

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

2010 Mean Score: 696  *Range:647-795 666-795 700-795
2009 Mean Score: 693  100%

99% 100% 100% 99% 100% 97% 99%

B2% m 87% 88% g i
BB 2009-10 - i
% B ® 2008-09 34% L res 36% 34% g
139 14%

Number of Tested Students: 73 59 61 59 25 18 426 454 374 44 156 5—
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 74 99% B82% 34% 59 100% 100% 31%
Female 43 98% 86% 37% 33 100% 100% 30%
Male ............................................................. 31100% ....... 77%29% ................... 26 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 31% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... 4_ ........... s e R PR Hebriletn sy g
H|span|corLatmo" ........... s RIS 5o R L SUURE
Asian o Native Hawaiian/Other paciic stander 2T TS e e S
White 65 100% 86% 38% 51 100% 100% 31%
Mulmaua[ ...........................................
Sm'a‘l‘l Gmup -T-ot;[ S .................................. 9 89% ....... 56% o% ................. 8 ...... 100% ..... 100% ....... 25% ........
General-Education Students 63 100% 90% 38% 52 100% 100% 31%
smdentswnhmsabl[.t.es e e i 36% ......... o A IR e 100% ..... 100% ....... 29% ........
English Proficient T4 99% 82% 34% 59 100% 100% 31%
L'm't Ed Eng“ sh Pro f|c |e nt .............................................................................................................................................................
R ERR 89%.....56%. . A1% .l 2, 100% . 100% ... 0%.......
Not Disadvantaged 65 100% 86% 37T% 54 100% 100% 33%
L OO PO STUUUTORITURUTIY i 1< JPUORL S0 L+ S PUOUORUPOUPORPRUR». RVt L 11 L beobts -/
Not Migrant 74 99% 82% 34% 59 100% 100% 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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009~-10 School Year 2008-09 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 o 0
(NYSAA): Grade 5 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second L age
ew, or b — 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT}: Grade 5
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
Al s 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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.
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-l Overview of School Performance

School ALLEN CREEK SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0001

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

2010 Mean Score: 693 *Range:640-780 674-780 702-780
2009 Mean Score: 703 100%

Q7% 98% 96% 99% 99% 91% 97%
; 78% A &
RN E 2009-10 56% »
Z &M 2008-09 i :
32%
Number of Tested Students: 72 56 58 55 24 32 431 451 396 442 228 314
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09g School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level{s}):
Student Grou
p Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students T4 97% 78% 32% 57 98% 96% 56%
Female 43 95% 7% 28% 31 97% 94% 55%

Small Group Totals °) 89% 44% 11% 6 100% 100% 17%
General-Education Students 63 100% 84% 37% 50 100% 100% 60%
Studentswltthsabﬂmes TRt D PR GoprrT e sty S Saen
SR e e T, ...T8%, ..32% ... =S 98%, ...96% . .56%

L|m|t ed En gl| sh Pro f|c |ent .............................................
o LA 89%......44% .. 0%, e S, 100% . 80%, 0%

Not Disadvantaged 65 98% 83% 37% 52 98% 98% 62% .......
LD OO PO OV PPTROTTOUPURDUPRURTRRIL oo 1 /- s SHOE . X S0 OTUUUURTORTRE ). v SR =, O Heliol s

Not Migrant T4 97% 78% 32% 57 98% 96% 56%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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
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'The New York State
School Report Card

Accountability
and Overview Report
2009-10

This School’'s Report Card

The New York State School Report Card is an 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 Stateand federal accountability systems,
onstudent performance,and on other measures of school

and district performance. Knowledge gained from the school
reportcard onaschool’s strengths and weaknesses canbe used
toimprove 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
New York State Education Department
Room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov

February 5, 2011

' Sr.'hoel D 3‘-14-0!-06-0000

Principal MICHAEL PERO
Telephone (585) u'r-mz

; ,-"" ta

Use this report to:

Get School Profile
information.

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 an Overview
of School Performance.
This section has information about
the school’s performance on state
assessments in English, mathematics,
and science.

School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
mmmm
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School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

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

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Pre-K 0 0 0
Kindergarten 0 0 0
Grade 1 0 0 0
Grade 2 0 0 0
Grade 3 0 0 0
Grade 4 0 0 0
Grade 5 0 0 0
Grade 6 240 242 235
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
Grade 7 255 235 245
Grade 8 248 254 243
Grade 9 0 0 0
Grade 10 0 0 0
Grade 11 0 0 0
Grade 12 0 0 0
Ungraded Secondary 0 0 0
Total K-12 743 731 723
Average Class Size

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Common Branch
Grade 8
English 23 25 25
Mathematics 18 19 19
Science 23 24 24
Social Studies 23 26 26
Grade 10
English
Mathematics 15
Science

Social Studies

February 5, 2011

o - e

Enrollment
information

Enroliment 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.

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
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School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

Demographic Factors

2007~-08 2008-~09 2009~-10
% % %
Eligible for Free Lunch 12 2% 4 1% 9 1%
Reduced-Price Lunch 2 0% 3 0% 3 0%
Student Stability* 96% 91% 96%
Limited English Proficient 6 1% 0 0% 1 0%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0% 1 0% 2 0%
Black or African American 22 39 14 29 12 294
Hispanic or Latino 16 29 11 29 14 204
Asian or Native 62 8% 62 8% 75 10%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 643 87% 643 88% 617 85%
Multiracial 0 0% 0 0% 3 0%
* Available only at the school fevel.
-

Attendance and Suspensions

2006-~07 200708 2008-09

% % %

Annual Attendance Rate 97% 97% 95%
Student Suspensions 7 1% 3 0% 5 1%

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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 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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School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

Teacher Qualifications

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Number of Teachers 61 60 60
Percent with No Valid o
Teaching Certificate 2% 0% 0%
Percenjt 'Teac.:hing Out 2% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Than 3% 5% 5%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master's Degree o o N
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate 15% 15% 17%
Total Number of Core Classes 189 200 190
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified Teachers in This School 0% 0% 0%
Percent Not Taught by Highly 1% 0% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 10% 8% 6%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly .
Qualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 1%
Statewide
Total Number of Classes 295 281 292
Percent Taught by Teaf:hers Without 3% 0% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 40% 17% 17%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 30% 13% 8%
Staff Counts

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Other Professional Staff 7 [ T
Total Paraprofessionals* N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 1 1 1
Principals 1 1 1

* Not available at the school level.
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District PITTSFORD 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 Clgsses 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 ta 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 schoot 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 BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

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 2009-10, 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/irts/accountability/

1 EnglishlLanguage Arts(ELA)

M School Accountability

District PITTSFORD 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 2009-10

B Performance Criterion

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 P! of each group in the 2006 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

in each accountability group with 40 or more students
must have taken an English examination that meets the
students’ graduation requirement.

Pt 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 studentsin Grades 4 and/or 8 enrolled B Performance Criterion
during the test administration period in the All Students The P 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort in the
All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School iD 26-14-01-06-0008

School Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12thGraders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2009-10
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.

2006 Cohort

The count of students in the 2006 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 2006 school accountability 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, who were enrolled on October 7, 2009
and did 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, 2010, are not included in the 2006 school
accountability cohort. The 2006 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,
mathematics, and science. These are the second numbersin
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 (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 Pi 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 P! values that each
group size must equal or exceed to make AYP are available at
www.pl2.nysed.gov/irts.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2005 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

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 2009-10 school year, this cohort is
the 2005 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2005 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere

in the 200506 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2005-06 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/irts/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2009~-10,
data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 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 BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

UsefulTerms 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 2009-10, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2008-09 and 2009-10 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 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) =
Count 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/irts.

Progress Targets

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 2009-10 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2008-09 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 2009-10 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(80 - percentage of the 2004 cohort earning
alocal or Regents diploma by August 31, 2008) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2004 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2008.

Progress Targets are provided for groups whose P1 (for science)
or graduation rate (for graduation rate) is below the State
Standard.

February 5, 2011

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 2009-10 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2008-09 PI + (200 ~ the 2008-09 PI) x 0.10

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

Safe Harbor Qualification (3)

Onthe 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 2009-10 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 2009-10, 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 2006
cohort (for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2009-10, data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2006 cohort members in the
All Students group in 2009-10, 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 Accountability

School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

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/nyc/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

District PITTSFORD 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; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
{year 1} in the current 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; or a
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 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.

Pending — A school’s status is "Pending” if the school requires special evaluation procedures and they have not yet been completed.

February 5, 2011
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School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2010—11) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA In Good Standing ELA
poin U s
B P e
Title I Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
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 v v v
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native - -
Blackor Afr ‘CanAmer ‘can .................... e s
.l_.i 1span|c or Latmo ............................. ’ ..................... —_ ....................................................................................................................
ﬁ;’;g Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific / /
Wh:te ............................................ ‘/ ................... / ..................................................................................................................
Multiracial
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities v v
L|m|tedEngllsh Prof |c|ent .................... T e
EconomlcallyDlsadvantaged ................ e B R
Student groups makin
AYP in eagch s:bject : v aofa viaora v iot1

AYP Status

v’ Made AYP

#°" Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

— Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status
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School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status In Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures 4of4 Student groups making AYP in English language arts
\/ Made AYP T

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 2009-10 20101
Accountability Groups
All Students (718:715) V4 v 100% v 194 151
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native {1:1) - - - - - - -
BlackorAfrlcanAmencan(1212) .......... e SRUEIREURRRE SRS s BRI
Fipor g Ga3n)
;Ajnaant;g: :\;aat:n?/g)Hawanan/Other Pacific / / 100% / 197 144
wmte(eoaeos) ............................... / ............ / 100% ............ / 194 ................ 1 51 ..............................................
Mu - aaal .(-6 0) .................................................................. PP TP S BTS P POV
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities {72:74) v v 100% v 169
Uined ot Er.(.).fiaé.r;t..i.l;.l.)............. s e e SRR SERRT
Econamicaliy Bicadvanizaad PO RE e e erererionees JRRUEREEURTI “ ......... -
Final AYP Determination /4 of 4

Non-Accountability Groups

Female {349:348) 100% 195 149

..............................................................................................................................................................................................

.............................................................................................................................................................................................

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 ge.

—_ Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

i Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

School Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status
for This Subject
(2010-11)

In Good Standing

Accountability Measures  40of4

Student groups making AYP in mathematics

Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 200910 2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (718:715) v v 100% v 198 131
Ethnicity

American indian or Alaska Native {1:1)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

islander (78:78) v v 100% v 200 124

White {608:605) / / 100% / 199 131

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (72:74) v v 100% v 186 124

G Engioh recient Ly e S IR s D R A
ool Bisadvaniaged (133 s s s s JRRTEHRT DA
Final AYP Determination / 4of 4

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (349:348) 100% 199 129

Male (369:367) 100% 198 129

Migrant {(0:0)

Symbols
v’ MadeAYP
+ " Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target

X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

t Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

February 5, 2011

NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
used on this page.
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School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

Elementary/Middle-Level Science
Accountability Status in Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures 10f1 Student groups making AYP in science

v Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 2009-10  2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (241:239) v Qualified v 100% v 196 100

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native {0:0)

Black or African American (4:4)

s e s s e g
TR e RSO ettt e e e ta e e e e s
Islander (27:27) - - - - - - -
e o g L g S
e O S U USRS SRR PO
Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (22:22) - - - - - - -
e T SEPORRUUPSOR DO USSP UURRTURIN
B RIS R R I e g
Final AYP Determination Viof1

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (109:109) 100% 196 100
e By s
L ettt e et e e tn e et nrena vt B SR UURRUU
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

V' MadeArp for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

X Did not make AYP

- Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

used on this page.
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Overview of School Performance

School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

Summary of 2009-10 About the Performance
Level Descriptors

School Performance pt

. . . Level 1: Not Meeting Learning Standards.
Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics, Student performance does not demonstrate an
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean understanding of the content expected in the subject
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2, and grade level.
Level 3, and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and Level 2: Partially Meeting Learning Standards.
mathematics at the secondary level is reported in terms of the percentage Student performance demonstrates a partial

understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level.

Level 3: Meeting Learning Standards.

Student performance demonstrates an understanding

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that Total of the content expected in the subject and grade level.
scored at or above Level 3 Tested Level 4 Meeting Learning Standards with Distinction.
Student performance demonstrates a thorough
English Language Arts 0% 50% 100% understanding of the content expected in the subject
: : : and grade level.
Grade 6 87% NG 230 H Need/R Ca
.............................................................................................................. owareNee esource ac
Grade 7 83% I 243 pacity
G .. d e 8 ......................... 820/ ........................................................ 240 ........ (“/Rc) ategoﬁ.s d.temlned?
|
race > Districts are divided into high, average, and low need
. categories based on their ability to meet the special
Mathematics needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
Grade 6 85% NG 230 the high need category are subdivided into four categories
.............................................................................................................. based on enroliment size and. in some cases, number
N e S s of students per square mile. More information about
Grade 8 89% I 240 the categories can be found in the Report to the Governor
and the Legislature on the Educational Stotus of the
Science State’s Schools at www.pl2.nysed.gov/irts.
Grade 8 97% I 239 in this section, this school’s performance is compared with

that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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Overview of School Performance

School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

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

2010 Mean Score: 681  *Range:644-785 662-785 694-785
2009 Mean Score: 686  100%

100% 9% 100% 100%
98% © s} 97% 98% H 9% o () e
N E W 2009-10 |
= # % 2008-09 : :-;
20% 23%
hesd
E3 - : S
Number of Tested Students: 225 242 199 235 45 55 455 475 406 457 86 96
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
tal Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
t r To
StUden G oup Tested 24 337 4 Tested 2-4 34 4
All Students 230 98% 87% 20% 242 100% 97% 23%
Female 119 98% 87% 25% 121 100% 98% 31%
Male 111 97% 86% 14% 121 100% 97% 15%
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 5 - -
Black or African American 4 = e Y 3 = = —
Hispanic or Latino 10 o N o 2 - = &
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 31 100% 90% 32% 18 100% 100% 17%
et een s 185 ... 7%, ..86%  18% . ... 218 . 100% ..98% . ..24% .
Multiracial
Small Group Totals 14 100% 79% 14% 6 100% 50% 0%
. 204 ....100%  o01% .22% ... o 100% =di08%  n24% W
Students with Disabilities 26 85% 50% 4% 19 100% 89% 5%
gl P et e 229 TR s I P 242 . 100% . 91% . ..23% .
Limited English Proficient 1 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged ... 6 83%....87% 1T% ... 5....100%  80% .. 0%.......
Not Disadvantaged 224 98% 87% 20% 237 100% 98% 23%
Migrant
Not Migrant 230 98% 87% 20% 242 100% 97% 23%
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 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 200g9-10 School Year 2008-09 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 = _ _ _ 5

(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent

t i L

Nevs{ 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 6
Total Total

Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested

A on 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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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Overview of School Performance

School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

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

2010 Mean Score: 700 "Range:640-780 674-780 699-780
2009 Mean Score: 699  100%

99% 100% 98% 989 100% 98%
85% o 88% o
MEW 2009-10 5G9
55% 53%
EZE¥®W 2008-09 R L
27% 28%
s ] T :“I K ;‘ &

Number of Tested Students: 228 242 196 238 118 133 455 472 410 466 272 249
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s}:
Student Group g O

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 230 99% B5% 51% 243 100% 98% 55%
Female 119 99% 87% 50% 122 100% 98% 57%
Male 111 99% 84% 52% 121 99% 98% 52%
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - oy e
Black or African American 4 = . = = = -
Hispanic or Latino 10 i 5 = 1 = 5 T
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific [slander 31 100% 100% 71% 19 100% 100% 68%
e e RO FO R ATt 185 ... 99%. ...88% . .49% . ... 219 .. 100%, . . 98% . 53% ...
Multiracial
Small Group Totals 14 100% 71% 36% 5 100% 80% 0%
General-Education Students ~~ ......204 .100% 90% .3%% ... - 100%  100% 57%
Students with Disabilities 26 92% 46% 23% 18 94% 78% 28%
English Proficient 229 = . - 243 100% 98% 55%
Limited English Proficient 1 — - -
Economically Disadvantaged 6 100% 83% 33% 4 - - -
Not Disadvantaged 224 99% 85% 52% 239 . - =
Migrant
Not Migrant 230 99% 85% 51% 243 100% 98% 55%
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 smailest groupi(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):

AsseSSments Total °] Total g (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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Overview of School Performance

School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

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

2010 Mean Score: 684 *Range:642-790 664-790 698-790
2009 Mean Score: 688  100%

100%100% 97% 99% 100% 97%
| 83% \ =

MEN 2009-10
WEM 2008-09

23% 209% 25% 25%

Number of Tested Students: 243 233 201 226 56 46 478 464 394 452 119 117
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

tal Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group o S ( >4 rotal i ( L
All Students 243 100% 83% 23% 233 100% 9T% 20%
Female 120 100% 86% 32% 107 100% 97% 17%
Male ............................................................ 1 23100% ....... 80%15% ................. 126 .......... 100% ....... 97% ....... 22% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 o = =
Blackor AfncanAmencan ...................................................... seapt TR e S : OO% ....... o AR
. |spa mc or Latmo ............................................... B R s S B e . AR PR v
Asian or Native Hawallan/Other Paciic slander 20 " 300% " "g% 25 a4 00% | 100% ek
White 215 24% 197 100% 97% 21%
Mu lt|r ac|al ................................................................................................................................................................................
Sma“Gmup Totals ............................................. 8100% ....... 50% ......... 0% ..........................................................................
General-Education Students 223 100% 87% 25% 213 100% 29% 21%
Studentsththsablhtles .................................... o e oS MU P o0 g oA
English Proficient 243 100% 83% 23% 233 100% 97% 20%
lelt ed Engl;sh Pmnuem ..............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 5 100% 20% 0% 1 - - -
NotDlsadvantaged .......................................... 2 38100% ....... 34% ....... 24% ................. 232—— ............ e
s SOV OOR RN ol AR 2L B0 i OTOOOOOOOTOOTOOOTOVO TN - Co\C T il o
Not Migrant 243 100% 83% 23% 233 100% 97% 20%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008~09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 ) _ _ d 5
(NYSAA): Grade 7 Equivalent
N lish
evxf 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
/ N 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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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Overview of School Performance

School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

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

2010 Mean Score; 696 *Range:639-800 670-800 694-800
2009 Mean Score: 704 100%

100%100% 91% E99% 99% 100% 91% 99% 92% ?3% i
BEE 2009-10 57% 60% E{'E 62% iﬁZ
% BB 2008-09 <7 i
,1?,&__.;,— 29% 30%
Sl T
Number of Tested Students: 242 235 222 233 138 142 479 466 439 462 274 297 :
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-0g 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 243 100% 91% 57% 235 100% 99% 60%
Female 120 100% 93% 59% 108 100%  100% 52%
Male ............................................................ 1 23 ........... gg% ....... 89%54%127 .......... 100% ....... .g.é.o./‘; ....... 68% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 e 5 S
BlackorAfncanAmencan ...................................................... R R Pty SR g PR 80% ......... R
H|spa mc or Latmo ............................................... P i fereeerens T TIY e e SRS ol e ik
Asian or Native Havwalian/Othr Pactfc lander 20 100% " 100% " 85% 724 | 100% 100%  79%
White 215 100% 91% 56% 199 100% 99% 60%
Mu - ac|al ................................................................................................................................................................................
SmallGroupTotals .............................................. 3100% ....... 75%13% .........................................................................
General-Education Students 223 100% 94% 60% 214 100% 100% 65%
StUdemsw[tthsabllmes el D Sia iy s Sy AT SN Sltakoy
English Proficient 243 100% 91% 57% 235 100% 99% 60%
L|m|t ed Enghsh Pr Oﬂuem .............................................................................................................................................................
.E.c.:onomically Disadvantaged 5 100% 20% 20% 1 - - -
NotD|sadvantaged238100% ....... 93%53% ................. 234-_ ............ A
VO UUYUUPYOUUURUPRRPOURUUROOTY. | ot L oWl oL a8 £ - CORRUUUUUOUTTOUOUN | LA . s i MR o
Not Migrant 243 100% 91% 57% 235 100% 99% 60%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009~10 School Year 2008-09 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 7 Equivalent

February 5, 2011 Page 18



Overview of School Performance

School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

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

2010 Mean Score: 681  "Range:627-790 658-790 699-790
2009 Mean Score: 688  100%

99% 100% 95% 99%100% gae
82% 84%

EEE 2009-10
%M 2008-09

21% 20%

Number of Tested Students: 238 252 196 241 g 50 473 525 401 495 120 93
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level{s}):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 5 3_3 ( )4 TZS:ed 2-4 ! 3_3 ( l
All Students 240 99% 82% 21% 253 100% 95% 20%
Female 109 100% 83% 19% 123 99% 95% 24%
Ma le ............................................................ 1 3 1 ........... 98% ....... 80% ....... 22% ................. 130 .......... 100% ....... 95% ....... 15% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCkorAfncanAme”can .................................... PRt X SRR P CpaTBa to 4 Es et R S i
H'SpamcorLatmo ............................................... P g C fo A R R L SO L T e i e
Asian or Native HawaianOther Pacifcslender 27 " "100% " 85% 37 a0 00W 6% a0
White 203 100% 83% 20% 224 100% 96% 21% .....
O . 1Cr 1 O T
el G s i ok e S 9 .......... 100% ....... 73% ......... 6«% ........
General-Education Students 219 100% 87% 23% 235 100% 98% 21%
Studentsw;th : D|Sa bnme S .................................... SpE e 24% ......... 0% ................... S 94% ....... ETor 6 R
English Proficient 240 99% 82% 21% 253 100% 95% 20%
L‘m[t ed En gh Sh Pr of|c |e m ..............................................................................................................................................................
‘E.<.:'0'r:tomically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 5 100% 80% 0%
o Dlsadvantaged238 ............... R SRR (e IR 243 .......... 100% ....... 95% ....... 20% ........
B et asessemseasesseiasnssssassnten srsmesmerareessons OIS CHEEREAAL TIERN e SN SRS
Not Migrant 240 99% 82% 21% 253 100% 95% 20%
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 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 _ B _ 0
(NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
New 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 8 / / / / / /
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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 Engtish language arts participation requirement.
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Overview of School Performance

School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

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

2010 Mean Score: 699  *Range:639-775 673-775 702-T775
2009 Mean Score: 702 100%

99% 100% 99% 99% 99% 97%
B89% : 87%

EEE 2009-10

BB 2008-09 ! 379 40% 380 43%
l 18% 19%

Number of Tested Students: 238 252 214 251 89 102 473 522 4i4 513 179 225
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at tevel{s}): Total Percentage scoring at level{s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 7 3-3 : )4 Tested 2-4 3 3_3 ( L
All Students 240 99% 89% 37% 253 100% 99% 40%
Female 109 100% 90% 34% 123 99% 98% 43%
Male ........................................................... 1 31 ........... 98% ....... 39% ....... 40%130 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 38% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan ...................................................... b b s G s e 7__ ............ SR,
H|span|corLat|no ............................................... 6— ........... FvamcAgrD) Yiso T ERREES 2_ ........... AR g
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Paciic slander 27 " ""100% | 93% 3% 0 19 100% 100%  74%
White 203 100% 91% 35% 225 100% 29% 39%
Mumraual
SmallGroupTotals .. 10 ......... 90% ..... 50% ...... 10% .......... 9 ..... 1,00% 100% ........ o% .......
General-Education Students 219 100% 93% 41% 236 100% 100% 43%
Studentsw|thD|sab|l|t|es21 ........... 90% ....... 48% ......... 0% ................... 17 ............ 94% ....... 94% ......... O% ........
English Proficient 240 99% 89% 37% 253 100% 99% 40%
L|m1t ed En g“ sh Proﬁc le m .............................................................................................................................................................
.E'<':‘o'nomically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 5 100% 100% 20%
NotD[sadvantaged .......................................... 2 38 ............... R R FERUr i 248 .......... 100% ....... 99% ....... 41% ........
G e eeeeeeeesesteste s e seesneans seannenennnsnnennos e I R T e R TR E AR EICO (O
Not Migrant 240 99% 89% 37% 253 100% 99% 40%
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 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 8 Equivalent
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-l Overview of School Performance

School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

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%
99% 100% g79% 98% 99% 95% 94% 94%
N NE 2009-10 I I { 0% S P TS
BEE 2008-09 I
Number of Tested Students: 237 253 232 248 167 151 - 526 - 506 - 295
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
t Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group ;zs:éd 2.4 ! 3_2 : )4 ;:zi’;d 2-4 : 3_2 ( L
All Students 239 99% 97% 70% 254 100% 98% 59%
Female 109 100% 96% 63% 123 99% 98% 54%
Ma le ........................................................... 1 30 ........... 98% ....... 98% Hhares 7 5% ................. 131 .......... 100% ....... 98% ....... 64% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
B[ackorAfncanAmencan .................................... 4 ............... S PITR doraltr kit TS 7__ ............ e
H|spamc OrLatmo .............................................. PRI Tt e R T T TR
Asian o Native Hawalian/Other Pacifc slander 27 100%  100% _ 74% 20 100% 100%  75%
White 202 100% 98% 225
MUIRGEL e o O SRR ISR
Small Group Totals 10 90% 70% 20% ) 100% 89% ...... 33% .......
General-Education Students 218 100% 99% 76% 237 100% 99% 63%
Smdentsw'th D|sab|l|t|es .................................... 5 1 .......... 90% ....... 81% ......... 5% ................... 17 ............ 94% ....... 82% ....... 12% ........
English Proficient 239 99% 97% 70% 253 = - =
L|m|tedEngl;shProf|c|em ......................................................................................................... 1_— ............ Tige
Economically Disadvantaged .., 2 i O RN Ehies SR =B 100% . ..BO0% . . 60%
Mot Dioavaniacad o 3 % K Sio 100% ....... 98% ....... 59% ........
I et ereieteeseeseberssessaresnsss santntenesessssetesras ek evonseeetoue ottt e b e esaes enessametarassasssenese A MM RRARA A L IR 0 %
Not Migrant 239 99% 97% 70% 254 200% 98% 59%
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 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 _ N 0
(NYSARL Grade 8 BQUIVAIENE o eeeeeeemeeieeeraeseeeseeessee s Brsivsseanssssnsansanssen e br e sesaesassnenesossessosnsentasssaressasssssosaonsesossassbnssns
Regents Science 0 0
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School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

Principal MICHAEL PERO

Telephone {585) 267-1802

Grades 6-8
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 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Mathematics B 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Integrated Algebra 2009-10 124 100% 100% 90% 124 100% 100% 90% 0
2008-09 130 100% 100% 94% 129 = = 2 1 = 2 <
2007-08 122 100% 100% B8B8% 122 100% 100% 8B% 0
Geometry 2009-10 12 100% 100% 100% 12 100% 100% 100% 0
2008-09 6 100% 100% 100% 6 100% 100% 100% 0
2007-08 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/7A N/A N/A
Trigonometry 2009-10 1 S = = 1 i = i 0 7 i i

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
2007-08 N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A N/A  N/JA  N/A  N/A N/A- N/A  N/A N/A

Global History 2009-10 0 0 0
and Geography 2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
U.S. History 2009-10 0 0 0
and Government 2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Living Environment 2009-10 1 & = = 1 < e = 0 = e =5
2008-09 0] 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Physical Setting/ 2009-10 80 100% 100% 100% 80 100% 100% 100% 0
Earth Science 2008-09 77 100% 100% 1D0% 76 - - - 1 - - -
2007-08 0 0 0
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Physical Setting/Physics 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
2007~08 0 0 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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R

School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL

School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

Regents Exams

o

All Students

General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Total
Tested scoring at or above:

Percentage of students

Percentage of students
Tested scoring at or above:

Percentage of students
Jested scoring at or above:

55

85

85

55

65 -

85

55

&85

85

Comprehensive French

2009~-10
2008-09
2007-08

Comprehensive German

2009~10
2008-09
2007-08

Comprehensive Hebrew

2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Comprehensive Italian

2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Comprehensive Latin

2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Comprehensive Spanish

2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

O O O O 00O O OO © OO0 O O+ +» O

O O PO O OjJO0O O QO O OO0 O O = O

o O Oj0O O OO O OO © O}jO0O © OO0 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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School BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

o

-

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Second Language Proficiency Examinations

All Students

General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:
French 2009-10 49 100% 45 - 4 -
2008-09 45 98% 44 - 1 -
2007~08 61 100% 59 - 2 -
German 2009-10 0 0 (o)
2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Italian 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
200708 0 0 0
Latin 2009-10 34 100% 34 100% 0
2008-09 32 100% 30 - 2 -
2007-08 31 100% 30 - 1 -
Spanish 2009-10 143 - 99% 132 100% 11 91%
2008-09 164 98% 154 99% 10 90%
2007-08 218 99% 210 100% 8 88%
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 ID 26-14-01-06-0008

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

All Students

Total
Tested in each performance level:

General-Education Students

Students with Disabilities

Percent of students scoring

Total
Tested in each performance level:

Percent of students scoring

Total

Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level:

Begin. interm. Adv.  Prof

Begin. Interm. Adv,

Prof.

Begin. Interm. Adv.

Prof. -

Listening 2009-10 0 0 0
and Speaking  ;008-09 0 0 0
(Grades K-3) 7 o8 0 0 0
Reading 2009-10 0] 0 0
and Writing  ,508-09 0 0 0
(Grades K-3) . o8 0 0 0
Listening 2009-10 0 0 0
and Speaking  ,508-09 0 0 0
(Grades 2-4) 2007-08 0 0 0
Reading 2009~10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 2-4) 2007-08 0 0 0
Listening 2009-10 1 - - - 0 1 - - -
and Speaking  ,08-0g 0 0 0
(Grades 5-6) 2007-08 4 - - - 4 - - 0
Reading 2009-10 1 - - - 0 1 - - -
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 5-6] 0708 4 - e - 4 - - 0
Listening 2009-10 0 0 0
and Speaking  ;508-09 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8]  ,07-08 3 - - - 3 - - 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 2007-08 3 - - - 3 - - 0
Listening 2009-10 0 0 0
and Speaking  ;508-09 0 0 0
(Grades 9-12) 2007-08 0 0 0
Reading 2009~10 0 0 0]
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 9-12 2007-08 0 0 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 BARKER ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Elementary/Middle-Level Social Studies 2009-10

Students with Disabilities

All Students

General-Education Students

Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at level:

Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at level:

Total

Percentage of students

Tested scoring at level:

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Elementary 0 0 0
Level
Middle Level 240 0% 2% 22% T7T% 219 0% 1% 18% 81% 21 0% 10% 62% 29%

2006 Total Cohort Performance on
Regents Exams After Four Years

All Students

General-Education Students

Students with Disabilities

< = <
@ Q Q
v E v E v £
_g S Percentage of % B Percentage of £ 3 Percentage of
(=
S & students scoring: S & students scoring: G & students scoring:
55-64 65-84 85-100 55-64 65-84 85-100 55-64 65-84 B5-100
Global History o o 0
and Geography
U.S. History 0 0 0
and Government
Science 0 0 0

New York State Alternate Assessments (NYSAA) 2009-10

All Students

Total
Tested at Level:

Number of students scoring

1

Elementary Level
Social Studies 0

The New York State Alternate Assessment {NYSAA)
is for students with severe cognitive disabilities. Results

Middle Level

Social Studies 1 =

for students taking the NYSAA in English language arts,

mathematics, and science at the elementary and middle

Secondary Level
English Language Arts
Mathematics

Social Studies

o O O O

Science

levels are available in the Accountability and Overview

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 groupis) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0008

Financial Information

2009-10 Estimated Percentage of Students 1-10%

from Families Receiving Public Assistance
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School Report Card

Accountability
and Overview Report
2009 -10 |

This School’'s Report Card

The NewYork State School Report Card is an 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
status under the Stateand federal accountability systems,
onstudent performance,and on other measures of school

and district performance. Knowledge gained from the school
reportcard on aschool’s strengths and weaknesses can be used
toimprove instructionand 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
New York State Education Department

Room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.qgov

February 5, 2011

Get School Profile
information.

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 an Overview

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 CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

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

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Pre-K 0 Y 0
Kindergarten 0 0 0
Grade 1 0 0 0
Grade 2 0 0 0
Grade 3 0 0 0
Grade 4 0 0 0
Grade 5 0 0 0
Grade 6 241 230 235
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
Grade 7 260 227 238
Grade 8 246 269 235
Grade 9 0 0 0
Grade 10 0 C 0
Grade 11 0 0 0
Grade 12 0 0 0
Ungraded Secondary 0 0 0
Total K-12 747 726 708
Average Class Size

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Common Branch 40 40
Grade 8
English 22 26 26
Mathematics 15 22 22
Science 21 27 27
Social Studies 23 27 27
Grade 10
English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Enrollment
Information

Enrollment counts are as of Basic Educational
Data System {BEDS] day, which is typically
the first Wednesday of Gctober of the school
year. Students who attend BOCES programs
on a part-time basis are inctuded 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 CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Demographic Factors

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
# % # % # %

Eligible for Free Lunch 21 3% 23 3% 20 39
Reduced-Price Lunch 11 1% 12 2% 13 2%
Student Stability* 98% 95% 97%
Limited English Proficient 1 0% 1 0% 1 0%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native ) 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Black or African American 13 2% 17 2% 20 3%
Hispanic or Latino 7 1% 12 29 13 2%,
Asian or Native 53 7% 55 8% 54 8%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 674 90% 641  88% 617 8T%
Multiracial 0 0% 1 0% 4 19%
* Available only at the school level.
Attendance and Suspensions

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09

# % # % # %

Annual Attendance Rate 97% 97% 95%
Student Suspensions 4 1% 5 1% 3 0%

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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)
enrcliment 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
aschool 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 B this year,

and g2 of those 100 students were also enrolled in
School A last year, the stability rate for the school is
g2 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 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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School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Teacher Qualifications

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Number of Teachers 61 67 58
Percent with No Valid o
Teaching Certificate 0% 0% 0%
Percen‘t Teaf:hing Out 0% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Than 8% 6% 0%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master’s Degree N o
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate 13% 16% 16%
Total Number of Core Classes 185 218 168
Percent Not Taught by Highly o
Qualified Teachers in This School 4% 0% 0%
Perce?pt Not Taught.by H.igh{y ‘ 1% 0% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 10% 8% 6%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 1%
Statewide
Total Number of Classes 285 315 273
Percent Taught b'y jreaf:hers Without 0% 0% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 22% 13% 259,
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 16% 11% 16%
Staff Counts

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Other Professional Staff 5 5 5
Total Paraprofessionats* N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 1 1 1
Principals 1 1 1

* Not available at the schoot level.

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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
periads 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

Quadlified, 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,

quidance 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 CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Understanding How Accountability
Works in 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 2009-10, 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/irts/accountability/

1 EnglishLanguage Arts(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 ParticipationCriterion B Performance Criterion
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 2006 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 2009-10 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 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 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort in the
All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

School Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12th Graders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2009-10
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.

2006 Cohort

The count of students in the 2006 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 2006 school accountability cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere

in the 200607 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2006-07 school year, who were enrolled on October 7, 2009
and did 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, 2010, are not included in the 2006 school
accountability cohort. The 2006 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,
mathematics, and science. These are the second numbersin
the parentheses after the subgroup label on the elementary/

middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.

February 5, 2011

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 (Pl) 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,
itis 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/irts.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2005 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

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 2009-10 school year, this cohort is
the 2005 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2005 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere
inthe 200506 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2005-06 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/irts/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2009-10,
data for 2008-09 and 200910 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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B School Accountability

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

District PITTSFORD 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 2009-10, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2008--09 and 2009-10 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 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} +
Count 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/irts.

Progress Targets

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 2009-10 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2008-09 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 2009-10 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(BO — percentage of the 2004 cohort earning
a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2008) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2004 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2008.

Progress Targets are provided for groups whose Pl {for science)

or graduation rate {for graduation rate) is below the State
Standard.

February 5, 2011

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 2009-10 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2008-09 Pl + (200 — the 2008-09 Pl) 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 2009-10 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 2009-10, 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 alsoincluded 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 2006
cohort (for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2009-10, data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2006 cohort members in the
All Students group in 2009-10, 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 Accountability

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

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 school in 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/nyc/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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B School Accountability

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

District PITTSFORD 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 accountabitity 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; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
(year 1} in the current 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; or a
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 accountabitity 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 shallt, in the next school year, be designated as
Restructuring (year 1}/Comprehensive.

Pending — A school’s status is “Pending” if the school requires special evaluation procedures and they have not yet been completed.
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School Accountability

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2010-11) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA In Good Standing ELA
o A ——— B
s Lo
Title I Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
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 v v v
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
é lack or Af r ‘CanAme” can .................... s L A
.’-.i |5pan|c or Latmo ............................. ‘ ..................... — ....................................................................................................................
lAj;z;nd:: Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific / /
Wh'te ............................................ / ................... / .................................................................................................................

Multiracial

Other Groups
Students with Disabilities v v

Economically Disadvantaged / /

Student groups making

AYP in each subject v 50f5 v 50f5 v iof1
AYP Status

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

— Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status
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-3 School Accountability

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountabi[ity Measures 50f 5 Student groups making AYP in English language arts

/ Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 2008-10 201011
Accountability Groups
All Students (705:700) v V4 100% v 195 151

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

Islander (56:54) / / 100% / 198 142

White (613:610) / / 100% / 185 151

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (51:55) v v ~100% v 156 142

e B Brom e T
Elenomically Bisadvaniased a5z A VAl T VAR S g
Final AYP Determination / 5 of 5

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (358:354) 100% 197 149

Male (347:346) e BO0B i 193 USSR SRR UV UU TR ORI
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 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

% Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.
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School Accountability

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL ‘ District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountability Measures 50f5 Student groups making AYP in mathematics
\/ Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 2009-10 2010~11
Accountability Groups
All Students (704:700) V4 v 100% v 197 131
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
BlackorAfncanAmencan(1919) .......... SRS e 8 .’ ........... B TR
H|span|corLat|no(1717) .................... s IR e FE

'A;f;anndz: ;\fjast:l;/i)Hawauan/Other Pacific / / 100% / 200 122

Whlte(612610) ............................... / ............ / 100% ............ ‘/ 197 ................ 1 31 ..............................................
Mumr ama[ (oo) ............................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups

Students with Disabilities {50:55)
i e g';.liéﬁ ot (O 6') .........................................................................................................................................................

Economically Disadvantaged (43:42)

Final AYP Determination

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (357:354) 100% 197 129

...............................................................................................................................................................................................

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

‘:{qg Made AYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
: N '
Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Targe used on this page.

X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

$ Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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"B School Accountability

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Elementary/Middle-Level Science
Accountability Status In Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures 1of1 Student groups making AYP in science

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 2009-10 201011
Accountability Groups
All Students (235:233) Y Qualified v 100% v 197 100

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native {0:0)

Black or African American (5:5) - - - - - -
e e s e e e s
T ereners U T PR UUUUUPUPRRTOROO
islander (15:14) - - - - - - -
e o o T e e
L et errr bttt et aaabbbareaaaaeeaaaaanns
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (16:16) - - - - - - -
e
B R e bt e e —
Final AYP Determination / lofl
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (120:118) 100% 197 100
Male(115115)100% ........................... e s
e
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
v MadeArP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

) 4 Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

used on this page.
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3 Overviewof School Performance

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Summaryof 2009-10 About the Performance
vel Descri
School Performance L e s
. . . Level 1: Not Meeting Learning Standards.
Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics, Student performance does not demonstrate an
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean understanding of the content expected in the subject
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2, and grade level.
Level 3, and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and Level 2: Partially Meeting Learning Standards.
mathematics at the secondary level is reported in terms of the percentage Student performance demonstrates a partial

understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level

Level 3: Meeting Learning Standards.
Student performance demonstrates an understanding

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that Total of the content expected in the subject and grade level
scored at or above Level 3 Tested Level 4: Meeting Learning Standards with Distinction.
Student performance demonstrates a thorough
English Language Arts 0% 50% 100% understanding of the content expected in the subject
. : . and grade level.
Grade 6 88% I 233 H Need/R s
.............................................................................................................. owareNee esource ac
Grade 7 81% 237 pacity
G . d .. 8 ......................... 870/ ........................................................ 235 ........ (N’Rc) c.tegorie' detemined?
rade ]
s Districts are divided into high, average, and low need
categories based on their ability to meet the special
Mathematics needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
Grade 6 92% N 233 the high need category are subdivided into four categories
.............................................................................................................. . based on enroliment size and, in some cases, number
| *
9 rade 7 ......................... 92% ....................................................... 237 ........ - of students per square mile. More information about
Grade 8 85% I 234 the categories can be found in the Report to the Governor
and the Legislature on the Educational Status of the
Science State’s Schools at www.pl2.nysed.gov/irts.
Grade 8 97% I 234 in this section, this school’s performance is compared with

that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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<l Overview of School Performance

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
Schoot ID 26-14-01-06-0011

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

2010 Mean Score: 680 *Range:644-785 662-785 694-785
2009 Mean Score: 682  100%

98% 100%
88% 96%

ME N 2009-10
Z W 2008-09

18% 18% 19% 20%

Number of Tested Students: 229 231 206 221 E 41 6 96
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Student 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 233 98% 88% 18% 231 100% 96% 18%
Femnale 125 98% 94% 22% 108 100% 95% 23%
Male ............................................................ 1 08 ........... 98% ....... 82%12% ................. 123 .......... 100% ....... 96% 13% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
Blackor AmcanAmencan ..................................... g 100% ....... 71% ......... 0% .................... P oo RS i
H|span|c orLatmo ............................................... P O S s S PR o Tone A Shaav
Asian or Native Hawsiian/Other Pacific sander 20 100%  100%  35% 21 100%  100%  19%
White 201 98% 88% 17% 196 100% 95% 18%
MU lt;r ac|al ................................................................................................................................................................................
.S; mau Gmu p Total S .....................................................................................................................................................................
General-Education Students 217 100% 949% 18% 215 100% 97% 19%
StudentSW|thD|sab|l|t|es16 ........... Y il ol e oo ey s
English Proficient 233 98% 88% 18% 230 = . i
L'mltEdEnglIShPmﬁmem ........................................................................................................ 1__ ............ T
‘E'c.:p.q.omically Disadvantaged 15 87% 67% 7% 4 - - -
o Dlsadvantaged ......................................... 2 13 ........... 99% ....... 90%13% ................ 227__ ............ g
L U . S .11 ORI SO UOUORTUO 0 S LU SOOI v il
Not Migrant 233 98% 88% 18% 231 100% 96% 18%
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 smatlest group{s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008~09 data are availabie in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 o o
(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent
New 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 6
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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 CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

-l Overview of School Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL 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

2010 Mean Score: T04  *Range:640-780 674-780 699-780

2009 Mean Score: 699  100%

97%100% g0 99%? 98% 100% R 9%

E BB 2009-10 - 66%
= @8 2008-09 : R0
Number of Tested Students: 226 229 214 228 154 116 455 72 410 66 272 249
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 233 97% 92% 66% 230 100% 99% 50%
Female 125 98% 91% 67% 107 100% 99% 45%
s 1 08 ........... 96% ....... 93% ....... 65%123 ............ .g.é'o'/c., ....... 99% ....... 55% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
o, encan ..................................... R SR I T SR PR e i L)
HBPamc s e e st el S oo e o v T
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific slander 20 100% _ 100% 5% 20 100%  100%  65%
e o) i i a2 Lo 99% ....... 99% ....... 52% ........
D 1 g R R e ol
s Group Tota(s ......................................................................................................................................................................
General-Education Students 217 100% 96% 70% 214 100% 100% 54%
e S oSt T Ted SR T et
English Proficient 233 97% 92% 66% 229 Y o 7
leltedEnQUShProﬂCIem ......................................................................................................... 1__ ............ SR
Economically Disadvantaged 15 80% 67% 40% 4 o o I
NotD|sadvantaged .......................................... 2 13 ........... 93% ....... 94%53% ................. 226—‘ ............ Pyl
G o eeeerrereaserensnsnsasasrsrerensrosssrorssarsrsrorsren M NN SEREORITSN e P T2 M
Not Migrant 233 97% 9%  66% 230 100% _ 99% _ 50%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008—-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009~10 School Year 2008-09 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 o 5
(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent
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-l Overview of School Performance

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

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

2010 Mean Score: 686 "Range:642-790 664-790 698-790
2009 Mean Score: 697  100%

99% 100% 99% 99% 100% 97%
' 81% = -
WMEBE 2009-10
% | 2008-09
27% 31% 25% 25%
A |
Number of Tested Students: 234 228 192 225 63 71 478 464 394 452 119 117
Results by 2009~-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group 98 Beoring at v o ErREt bl
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 237 99% 81% 27% 228 100% 99% 31%
Female 113 100% 84% 33% 115 100% 99% 34%

Small Group Totals 9 100% 89% 11%
General-Education Students 219 100% 85% 29% 210 100% 100% 33%
StudentSW|thD|sab|llt|es e B3 Sy Baigeeeneeeet e Sie: it SR i
English Proficient 237 99% 81% 27% 228 100% 99% 31%

L|m|t ed Engllsh Proﬂuem .............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged .19 95%. ... T4% ....16% . 8 100%, . .100% 0%

o Do o1 o e R 220 .......... 100% ....... 99% ....... 32% ........
PO U U TUUUS OO £ S SOUPUIN s SONTOTOTUOTOTOTTOOTIIN . 1L STt e L
Not Migrant 237 99% 81% 27% 228 100% 99%‘ 43 gl%
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 2009-~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 200808 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total 9 Total g
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment o o
(NYSAA): Grade T Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
T Sty 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
R . 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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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—3— Overview of School Performance

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

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

2010 Mean Score: 697 *Range:639-800 670-800 694-800
2009 Mean Score: 708  100%

100%100‘%6 92% 99% 99% 10% 91% %
BN B 2009-10 s7% o 7 63%
% @B 2008-09 : Vi R
4 ‘ 29% 30%
b &'(-- b ‘"
Number of Tested Students: 236 229 217 227 136 155 479 466 439 462 274 297
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):

S ntGr

tUde G oup Tested 2.4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 237 100% 92% 57% 229 100% 99% 68%
Female 113 100% 92% 58% 115 100% 99% 70%
Male 124 99% 91% 57% 114 100% 99% 65%
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 7 86% 57% 14% 6 - o 5
Hispanic or Latino 100% 86% 43% 3 T - -
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Qther Pacific Islander 21 100% 100% 81% 14 100% 100% 86%
e e 202 (100% 92%  ST%. ... 206 ... 100% . 99%  68% .
Multiracial
Small Group Totals 9 100% 100% 33%
R 219 ... 100% 4 305% Lani61% Wit ......... C T 100%  100%  .710% ...
Students with Disabilities 18 94% 44% 11% 18 100% 89% 39%
English Proficient e 23T 200%  92%  ST% 229 ... 100%  ..99% . ..68% _ .
Limited English Proficient
Economically Disadvantaged .19 93%.....T4% ..28% ... 8 100% . 100%  25% .
Not Disadvantaged 218 100% 93% 60% 221 100% 99% 69%
Migrant
Not Migrant 237 100% 92% 57% 229 100% 99% 68%
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 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 7 Equivalent
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Ml Overview of School Performance

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

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 3T el

2010 Mean Score: 689  *Range:627-790 658-790 699-790
2009 Mean Score: 685  100%

99% 100% Itss 94%i 99% 10% s 94%
W 2009-10
% B E 2008-09
30.0/ 16% o 15%

Number of Tested Students: 233 269 205 253 : 70 43 473 5 401 495 120%
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 235 99% 87% 30% 269 100% 94% 16%
Female 120 100% 93% 36% 136 100% 96% 21%
Male ............................................................ 1 15 ........... 98% ....... 81%23%133 .......... 100% ....... 92% ....... 11% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... A T o B GopT g P e oo
HlspanlcorLatmo ............................................... o e o R 1 L A LT o i3 e
.A slanor Nat|veHawanan/Ot her Paclf |c |slander g 100% ....... 93% ....... 40% ................... 26 .......... 100% ....... 96% ...... 35% ........
Wh|te21o ........... 99% ....... 87% ....... 30% ................. 235 .......... 100% ....... 94% ....... 14% ........
Mult|rac|al ........................................................................................................................... 1__ ............ T
Sma“Group Totals ................................................................................................................. 7100% ....... 71% ....... 14% ........
General-Education Students 218 100% 91% 32% 237 100% 98% 18%
StudentSWItthsabmtles PRI e Tl S TR Sy e Sy HRE o
English Proficient 235 99% 87% 30% 269 100% 94% 16%
leit ed En g“ sh pmflae T o J o T T G i B
Economically Disadvantaged 9 100% 78% 11% 7 100% 86% 0%
NotD|sadvantaged226 ........... 99% ....... 88%31% ................. 262 .......... 100% ....... 94% ....... 15% ........
L RO - 1. OO £ 111 SO0 S
Not Migrant 235 99% 87% 30% 269 100% 94% 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 srnallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 o o
(NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
W e Sy 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 8
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
/ 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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 Overview of School Performance

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School 1D 26-14-01-06-0011

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

2010 Mean Score: 698  *Range:639-775 673-775 702-7T75
2009 Mean Score: 701 100%

100% 99% 97% 99% 99% 97%

85% 87% _ 80%
EEE 2009-10 i
% W 2008-09 389 0% = | 3g9 43% ;

. oy O | 18% 19%

% , ] 5 o B
Number of Tested Students: 233 266 199 260 90 123 473 522 414 513 179 225_
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-0g 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 234 100% 85% 38% 269 99% 97% 46%
Female 119 100% 84% 39% 135 100% 98% 46%
Male 115 99% 86% 37™™% 134 98% 96% 46%
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 5 100% 60% 20% 3 - - -
Hispanic or Latino 5 100% 60% 20% 3 = - -
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 15 100% 93% 73% 26 100% 100% 69%
e 0,209 100%  BE%  3T% 236 ... 99%,....98% . .44% ..
L e eeee e st s see s 30 GO ANV ESSONREA RS L 1. Y ¥ =
Small Group Totals 7 100%  100% 29%
General-Education Students e 218 200% B89 40% 237 ... 100% . .100% 7 51% .
Students with Disabilities 16 94% 50% 19% 32 91% 75% 9%
English Profictent e 234 100%  B5%  38% ... 269 ... 99%....91%  ..468% .
Limited English Proficient
Economically Disadvantaged 9.....100%  56% 22% ... A 100% .. .86% . . 43% ...
Not Disadvantaged 225 100% 86% 39% 262 99% 97% 46%
Migrant
Not Migrant 234 100% 85% 38% 269 99% 97% 46%
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 smaltest group(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 200910 data only. Ranges for the 2008-08 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-~09 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 8 Equivalent
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-l Overview of School Performance

School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

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%
99% 94% 94%
MEE 2009-10 ; :,g
# B ® 2008-09 22 E_}
i 202
Number of Tested Students: - 269 -~ 2586 - 143 =
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Student G ro up 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 234 100% 97% 74% 271 99% 94% 53%
Female 120 100% 98% T1% 136 100% 93% 47%
Male ........................................................... 1 14100% ....... 97% ....... 77%135 ............ 99% ....... 96% ....... 59% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCkorAfncanAmencan ..................................... 5100%100% ......... s T R R S e T
H|span|corLat|no ............................................... S S
Asian or Native Hawaian/Other Pacifc islander | 15 " '100% 100%  81% 26 100%  96%  73%
s 5o S S o T
Mult(raaal .......................................................................................................................... 1_- ............ R
.S. mall Grou p Total S ................................................................................................................. 7 .......... 100% ....... 85% ....... 29% ........
General-Education Students 218 100% 99% 7% 239 100% 97% 56%
StUdemsw'tthsabmnes16100% ....... Bl s S5 Saon yo SEer
English Proficient 234 100% 97% 74% 271 99% 94% 53%
L"mt ed Enghsh Pmﬂc'ent .............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged ..o, 9....100%  89%  56% . . ... LA 100%, ... .86% .  43%
Not Disadvantaged 225 100% 98% 75% 264 99% “““““ 95% ....... 53% .......
e U SO OUURU U UUUUUUUUYYPUOROTURPUTIR ¢ .o\ L S LSOO L. % 1
Not Migrant 234 100% 97% 74% 271 99% 94% ' 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 group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-~09 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 o o
(NYSAA) Grade 8 Equivalent ............................................................................................................................
.ﬁ eg ems Suence ....................................... ; - F - Y ) S Mes: R
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School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Principal SCOTT REINHART

Telephone (585) 267-1902

Grades 6-8
Regents Exams
All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Jested scoring at or above: Jested scoring at or above: Tested  scoring at or above:
55 &5 BS 55 65 85 55- 65 85
Comprehensive English 2009-10 0 0 0]
2008-09 0 0 0
2007~08 0 0 o]
Mathematics B 2009~-10 0 0 0
2008-09 1 - - - 0 - - - 1 - - -
2007-08 2 = i = 2 P 5 ey 0 T = is
Integrated Algebra 2009-10 128 100% 100% 98% 123 100% 100% 98% 5 100% 100% 100%
2008-09 112 100% 100% 79% 111 T e o 1 & = P2
2007-08 102 100% 100% 82% 98 5 i = 4 = = &
Geometry 2009-10 3 e > T 3 S = =7 0 = = =
2008~-09 3 = = - 3 & = e 0 = = =
2007-08 N/A N/A  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Trigonometry 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
2007-08 N/A  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/JA  N/A  N/A N/A N/A  N/A  N/A

Global History 2009-10 0 0 0
and Geography 2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
U.S. History 2009-10 0 0 0
and Government 2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Living Environment 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0]
2007-08 0 0 0
Physical Setting/ 2009-10 85 100% 99% 99% 83 &% = = 2 e = e
Earth Science 2008-09 83 100% 100% 99% 81 &7 o = 2 o = oy
2007~08 0 o} 0
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 o} 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Physical Setting/Physics 2009-10 0 o] 0
2008-09 0] 0] 0]
2007-08 0 0 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 groupl(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Second Language Proficiency Examinations

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:
French 2009-10 60 100% 60 100% 0
2008-09 67 100% 59 ‘ 100% 8 100%
2007-08 67 99% 62 98% 5 100%
German 2009-10 0 0 ' 0
2008-09 o] 0 o]
2007-08 0] 0 0]
Italian 2009-10 0 o 0
2008-09 0 0 o]
2007-08 0 o] 0
Latin 2009-10 34 97% 34 97% 0
2008-09 21 95% 18 - 3 -
2007-08 25 B88% 23 : - 2 -~
Spanish 2009-10 139 100% 125 - 100% 14 100%
2008~09 167 36% 157 7% 10 70%
2007-08 211 98% 193 88% 18 4%
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 groupl(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students,
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School CALKINS ROAD MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0011

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

All Students
Total

General-Education Students

Students with Disabilities

Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level:

Total

Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level:

Total

Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level:

Begin, interm, Adv,

Prof.

Begin. Interm. Adv.

Prof.

Begin. Interm. Adv.

Prof.

Listening 2009-10 o] 0 0
and Speaking  ;008-09 0 0 0
(Grades K-1) 2007-08 0 o 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 o] 0
(GradesK-3) 5708 0 0 0
Listening 2009-10 0 0 0
and Speaking ;503809 0 0 o
(Grades 2-4) 2007-08 0 0 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 2-4) 2007-08 0 0 0
Listening 2009-10 0 0 0
and Speaking ;50809 1 - - 1 - - 0
(Grades 5-6) 2007-08 0 0 0]
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing  5008-09 1 - - 1 - - 0
(Grades 5-6) 2007-08 0 o] o]
Listening 2009-10 0 o] 0
and Speaking  ;,08-09 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 2007-08 0 0 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 2007-08 0 0 0
Listening 2009-10 0 0 0
and Speaking  ;008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 9—12) 2007-08 0 0 o
Reading 2009-10 0 0 o]
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 9-12) 2007-08 0 0 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 ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Elementary/Middle-Level Social Studies 2009-10

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at level: Tested scoring at level: Tested scoring at level:
1 2 '3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Elementary 0 0 0
Level ' ,
Middle Level 234 0% 1% 22% 7T% 218 0% 0% 20% 80% 16 0% 13% 50% 38%

2006 Total Cohort Performance on
Regents Exams After Four Years

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
€ € €
<] [} Q

+ E v E v E

% © Percentage of % S Percentage of % T Percentage of

S & students scoring: S & students scoring: S & students scoring:

55-64 65-84 B5-100 55-64 65-84 85-100 55-64 65-B4 85-100

Global History
and Geography

U.S. History 0 0 0
and Government

[«
[«
[«

Science 0 0 ‘ 0

New York State Alternate Assessments (NYSAA) 2009-10
All Students

Total Number of students scoring
Tested at Level:

1 2 3 4

Elementary Level The New York State Alternate Assessment (NYSAA)
Social Studies 0 is for students with severe cognitive disabilities. Results
for students taking the NYSAA in English language arts,
mathematics, and science at the elementary and middle
levels are available in the Accountability and Overview
Secondary Level Report part of The New York State Report Card.

English Language Arts

Middle Level
Social Studies 0

Mathematics
Social Studies

o O O O

Science

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 ID 26-14-01-06-0011

Financial Information

2009-10 Estimated Percentage of Students
from Families Receiving Public Assistance

1-10%

February 5, 2011
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The New-_Ork S'"t”ate'
School Report Card

i _Sdmol D u-u-u-u-om“
 Principal CAROLE SCHWAB

Accountability | 'G“"’""“'lu.;"." 267-1302
and Overview Report

2009 -10

This School’'s Report Card

The New York State School Report Card isan important part Use this repo rtto:
of the Board of Regents’effort to raise learning standards forall .
students. It provides information to the publicon theschool’s Get School Profile
o information.
statusunder the State and federalaccountability systems, This section shows comprehensive
onstudent performance, and on other measures of school data relevant to this school’s learning

and district performance. Knowledge gained from the school environment.

report card onaschool’s strengths and weaknesses can be used .
. 2 Review School
Accountability Status.
This section indicates whether
a school made adequate yearly

State assessments are designed to help ensure that all progress (AYP) and identifies the
school’s accountability status.

toimprove instruction and services to students.

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

to succeed at the elementary, middle, and commencement of School Performance.

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

For more information:

Office of Information and Reporting Services

New York State Education Department
. Room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov
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School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

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 Enrollment

2007-08 _ 2008-09 _2009-10  Information
Pre-K 0 0 0 Enrollment counts are as of Basic Educational
Kindergarten 63 56 35 Data System {BEDS| day, which is typically

the first Wednesday of October of the school
year. Students who attend BOCES programs
Grade 2 82 62 68 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
Grade 4 76 65 88 by the district in an out-of-district placement
are not included in a school’s enrollment.

Grade 1 61 65 68

Grade 3 69 87 66

Grade 5 70 78 68
Students classified by schools as “pre-first”
Grade 6 0 0 0 are included in first grade counts.
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
Grade 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 0 0
Total K-12 421 413 393
H -
Average Class Size Average Class Size
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 Information
Common Branch 22 22 22 Average Class Size is the total registration
Grade 8 in specified classes divided by the number
of those classes with registration. Common
English Branch refers to self-contained classes in
Mathematics Grades 1-6.
Science

Social Studies

Grade 10

English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies
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School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL

School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

Demographic Factors

2007-08 2008-09 2009~10
# % # % # %
Eligible for Free Lunch 16 4% 21 6% 22 6%
Reduced-Price Lunch 2 1% 10 3% 11 3%
Student Stability™ 97% 97% 99%
Limited English Proficient 8 2% 7 2% 5 1%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Black or African American 12 3% 16 4% 13 3%
Hispanic or Latino 10 29 g 20 10 3%
Asian or Native 18 4% 24 6% 26 7%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 381 90% 364 88% 340 8T%
Multiracial 0 0% 0 0% 4 1%
* Available only at the school level.
-

Attendance and Suspensions

2006~07 200708 2008-09

# % # % # %

Annual Attendance Rate 97% 97% 95%
Student Suspensions 0 0% 2 0% 0 0%

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Demographic Factors
Information

Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price

Lunch percentages are determined by dividing

the number of approved tunch applicants by

the Basic Educational Data System (BEDS})
enroliment 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 schocl 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
g2 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 JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

Teacher Qualifications

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Number of Teachers 27 26 26
Percent with No Valid o o
Teaching Certificate 0% 0% 0%
Percent Teaching Out

0%

of Certification 0% 0% :
Percent with Fewer Than 7% 12% 8%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master’s Degree o o
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate 4% 4% a%
Total Number of Core Classes 46 32 26
Percent Not Tatight by Highly o o o
Qualified Teachers in This School 0% 0% 0%
Percgr}t Not Taught‘by H'igh!y 4 1% 0% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 10% 8% 6%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 1%
Statewide
Total Number of Classes 63 64 66
Percent Taught by Teaf:hers Without 0% 0% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 50% 33% 0%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 17% 22% 4%
Staff Counts

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Other Professional Staff 4 3 3
Total Paraprofessionals* N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 0 0 0
Principals 1 1 1

* Not available at the school level.

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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
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 hatf
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 JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

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 2009-10, 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/irts/accountability/

1 EnglishLanguage Arts(ELA)

Ml School Accountability

District PITTSFORD 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.

Atthe secondary level, 95 percent of seniors in 2009-10
in each accountability group with 40 or more students
must have taken an English examination that meets the

B Performance Criterion

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 2006 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

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
NYSAA in science. In Grade 8 science, the measures are
the Grade 8 middle-level science test, Regents science
examinations, and the Grade B NYSAA in science.

Qualifying for Safe Harbor in Elementary/Middle-Level
ELA and Math: To qualify, the group must meet both the
participation criterion and the performance criterion in science.

Secondary-Level Graduation Rate: For a school to make AYP in graduation rate, the percent of students in the 2005 graduation-rate total cohort in the
All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

School Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12thGraders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2009-10
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 numbersin the
parentheses after the subgroup label on the secondary-level
ELA and mathematics pages.

2006 Cohort

The count of students in the 2006 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 2006 school accountability 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, who were enrolled on October 7, 2009
and did 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, 2010, are not included in the 2006 school
accountability cohort. The 2006 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,
mathematics, and science. These are the second numbersin
the parentheses after the subgroup label on the elementary/

middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.

February 5, 2011

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,
itis 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.pi2.nysed.gov/irts.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2005 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

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 2009-10 school year, this cohort is
the 2005 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2005 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere

in the 2005-06 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2005-06 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/irts/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2009-10,
data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 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 JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

District PITTSFORD 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 85 percent for ELA and
math or 80 percent for science in 2009-10, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2008-09 and 2009-10 participation enrollments and
the “Percentage Tested” shown is the weighted average of the
participation rates over those two years.

Performance Index{PI1)

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) +
Count of All Continuously Enrolled Tested Students]

At the secondary level, the Pt 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/irts.

Progress Targets

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 (Pl). Example: The 2009-10 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2008-09 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 2009-10 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(B0 ~ percentage of the 2004 cohort earning
a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2008) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2004 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2008.

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

February 5, 2011

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 2009-10 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2008-09 PI + (200 — the 2008-09 PI} 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 2009~10 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 2009-10, 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 2006
cohort (for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2009-10, data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2006 cohort members in the
All Students group in 2009-10, 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 notincluded in the count.
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School Accountability

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

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 withina
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/nyc/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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"B School Accountability

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

District PITTSFORD 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; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
(year 1) in the current 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; or a
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 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.

Pending — A school’s status is "Pending” if the school requires special evaluation procedures and they have not yet been completed.

February 5, 2011
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School Accountability

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School 1D 26-14-01-06-0002

Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2010—1 1) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA In Good Standing ELA
Math In Good Standing Math T
DS e 'é't'a'r}ﬁi};{; ....................... e
Title 1 Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2008-09 2009-~10 2010-11
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 v v v
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
.B. [ack Or Afr ' CanAmen Can .................... e 0000
H|spamc or Latmo ............................. — ..................... - ....................................................................................................................
.A.‘ s| an orNatwe Hawa“ an/o t her . Pacmc ...............................................................................................................................................
Islander - -
wmte ................................................................. J ..................................................................................................................

Multiracial

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities - -

Economically Disadvantaged - -

Student groups making

AYP in each subject v20f2 v 20f2 viof1
AYP Status

v MadeAYP

&7 Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

— Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status
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3 School Accountability

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountability Measures 2 of 2 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 Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met performance  Effective Safe Harbor Target
{Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion index AMO 2009-10 20101
Accountability Groups
All Students (214:213) v v 100% v 193 147
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
BlackorAfncanAmencan(66] .............. e SRRUNURUREE s e e
H.gpamcorLatmo(ea] ....................... s e SRR B IR
As|anorNat|veHawanan/OtherPacmc_ .............. - ....................... — ............ _ .................... - _— ............
Islander (17:17)
Wh|te(1s3182) ............................... ‘/ ............ f ............... 1 oo% ............ / 194 ................ 1 47 ..............................................
Mu mr ac|a[ (0 0, ............................................................................................................ O
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (17:17) - - - - - - -
Economically Disadvantaged (11:11) - - - - - - -
Final AYP Determination / 2 0f 2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (105:104) 100% 196 145

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

::P 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

¥ Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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School Accountability

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status In Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures 20f2 Student groups making AYP in mathematics
/ Made AVP T

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 fndex AMO 2009-10 2010-1
Accountability Groups
All Students (214:213) v v 100% v 197 127

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (17:17)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (17:17) - — - - - - _

...............................................................................................................................................................................................

Economically Disadvantaged (11:11) - - - - - - -

Final AYP Determination / 2 0of 2

Non-Accountability Groups

Fernale (105:104) 100% 199 125

.............................................................................................................................................................................................

..............................................................................................................................................................................................

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
V' MadeAvrp 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

i Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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3 School Accountability

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

Elementary/Middle-Level Science
Accountability Status in Good Standing

for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountability Measures 1of1 Student groups making AYP in science

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 Performante State Progress Target
{Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Qualification Criterion Tested Criterion Index Standard 2009-10 20101t
Accountability Groups
All Students (86:86) v Qualified v - 100% v 197 100

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

Islander (8:8) - - - - - - -
e e VA PPN T e S
L
Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (5:5) - - - - - - -
i R S
.E.é;r;g;};i.éé.l.&.6{5.&.‘;1.\;2;.”.{55(;5..(.3.:.3.). ................... R e st st s e e
Final AYP Determination / lofl

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (45:45) 100% 198 100
e AL S
L
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

V' MadeAVP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

X Did not make AYP

o Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

used on this page.
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Overview of School Performance

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

Summaryof 2009-10 About the Performance
Level Descriptors

School Performance | "

. . . Level 1: Not Meeting Learning Standards.
Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics, Student performance does not demonstrate an
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean understanding of the content expected in the subject
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2, and grade level.
Level 3, and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and Level 2. Partially Meeting Learning Standards.
mathematics at the secondary level is reported in terms of the percentage Student performance demonstrates a partial

understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level.

Level 3: Meeting Learning Standards.
Student performance demonstrates an understanding

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that Total of the content expected in the subject and grade level.
scored at or above Level 3 Tested Level 4; Meeting Learning Standards with Distinction.
Student performance demonstrates a thorough

English Language Arts 0% 50% 100% understanding of the content expected in the subject

. . ' and grade level.
Grade 3 81% NN 63 H N d/R c 1
.............................................................................................................. oware Nee esource Capaci
Grade 4 87% NN 86 3 5 A pacity
G . d . 5 ......................... 859/ .......................................................... 65 ........ (N,nc) utegoﬂes detem'ned?

|

race > Districts are divided into high, average, and low need
h . categories based on their ability to meet the special

Mathematics needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
Grade 3 86% I 63 the high need category are subdivided into four categories
............................................................................................................. e e e s

I EveS
_(.S_r_a‘\_d_gff ......................... 93% ......................................................... 86 ........ of students per square mile. More information about
Grade 5 89% NG 65 the categories can be found in the Report to the Governor ¢

_and the Legislature on the Educational Status of the '
Science State’s Schools at www.pl2.nysed.gov/irts.
§ fi

Grade 4 08% N 86 In this section, this school’s performance is compared with

that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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<l Overview of School Performance

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

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

2010 Mean Score: 686 *Range:643-780 662-780 694-780
2009 Mean Score: 701  100%

959% 99% 96% 98% 99% 095% 86% 95%
80% o E;é

81% ¢

ENEE 2009-10

%% 2008-09
33% 299

Number of Tested Students: 60 84 51 82 21 25 425 432 349

Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s}):
StUdent G ro up Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 63 95% 81% 33% 85 99% 96% 29%
Female 23 96% T4% 39% 44 100% 98% 25%

Small Group Totals 7 86% 29% 14% 12 100% 100% 25%
General-Education Students 58 98% 84% 34% 81 &3 = =
Studentswlthonsabumes ..................................... gk R e e R IR (S et e
English Proficient 63 95% 81% 33% 83 - — X
L|m|tedEngushProf|c|ent ........................................................................................................ 2__ ............ e
Economically Disadvantaged 4 — - s 4 AL i I
NotD|sadvantaged59 ............... TR e S 81__ ............ e
LR UOUUO OO PUUONOUUUNONURTOIN- . 3 SN = SUDUUED. JOUUUOOPORUUURON, 1 -7 s e S
Not Migrant 63 95% 81% 33% 85 99% 96% 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 smaliest group(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008~09 data are available in the 200809 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008~09 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 24 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment

. 0 0

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

, = R 0 N/A N/A N/A 2 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)Y: Grade 3

Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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.
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Overview of School Performance

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

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

2010 Mean Score; 712 *Range:661-770 684-770 707-770
2009 Mean Score: 718  100%

950, 100% 100% 99% 99%
86%

ENNE 2009-10 :
® W HE 2008-09 I 1 I . 44% 2%
Number of Tested Students: 60 86 54 86 <! 46 429 439 381
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 63 95% 86% 44% 86 100% 100% 53%
Female 23 96% 87% 52% 45 100% 100% 47%
};1 a[e ............................................................ 40 ........... 95% ....... 85% ....... 40% ................... 41 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 61% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
.é lackor A fncan Amer ' Can ..................................... 1 ............... Gyl e e
H|spamcor|_at|no ............................................... oot e Yo conedteaccs 3__ ............ oo
Asin or Natve Hawallan/Other Pacifc lander 4 =TS L g
White 56 96% 88% 50% 74 100% 106'72 """"" 50% .......
M u lt|r ac|al ...............................................................................................................................................................................
Smau Group Tota[ S .............................................. 7 ........... 86% ....... 71% ......... o% ................... 12 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 75% ........
General-Education Students 58 98% 88% 47% 82 o o ¥
Studentswuthousabumes ...................................... 5 ........... 60% ....... 60% ....... 20% ..................... PRI - TR s N RRRRE
English Proficient 63 95% 86% 44% 82 -~ i -
leltedEnghshProﬁclent ...................................................................................................... 4__ ............ et
Economically Disadvantaged 4 - - - 3 - - -
NotD]sadvantaged‘jg ............... S e 83 ................ TR e R o R
OO OO OYD OO - ol s AU UOOTOTTOOe SRR £ 100 5 S . e SO
Not Migrant 63 95% 86% 44% 86 100% 100% 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 group(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008~09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 3 Equivalent
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<l Overview of School Performance

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

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

2010 Mean Score: 692  *Range:637-775 668-775 T720-775
2009 Mean Score: 698  100%

99% 100% 875 7% 98% 1% 88% 95 929 96%

N EE 2009-10 :
% B ® 2008-09

22%
a% g 6% T%

Number of Tested Students: 85 65 75 63 9 14 454 433 404 412 43 79
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 86 99% B87% 10% 65 100% 897% 22%
Female 45 100% 89% 7% 36 100%  100% 28%

Small Group Totals 5 100% 100% 0% 10 100%  100% 40%
General-Education Students 81 100% 91% 11% 59 100% 98% 24%
smdemswnholsamm,es ...................................... G s O B G R o RS R S
English Proficient 86 99% 87% 10% 65 100% 97% 22%

le't ed En gush pro f|c |e nt .............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 3 - - - 4 - - -
NotD(sadvantaged .......................................... 83__ ............ R Beoso0eeacs 51—— ............ Pty
eSO OO OO O OPUUOUROOU .yt ) 4+ AL TSRO, . . OUOOTOROUOING L2 - s Kbl
Not Migrant 86 99% 87% 10% 65 100% 97% 22%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 4 Equivalent
N York State English S d
evxf ork State English as a Second Language o N/A N/A N/A o N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 4
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
/ 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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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Overview of School Performance

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

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

2010 Mean Score: 710 _*Range:636-800 676-800 T707—-800
2009 Mean Score: T10 100%

99% 100% o306, 97% 99% 100% 96%
l H W 2009-10 539 58%
% @ ¥ 2008-09 e
w4
Sy 3 ut ".=': y
Number of Tested Students: 85 65 80 863 46 38 455 432 395 416 202 242
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 86 99% 93% 53% 65 100% 97% 58%
Female 45 100% 93% 49% 36 100% 97% 56%

Small Group Totals 5 100% 80% 0% 10 100% 100% 60%
General-Education Students 81 100% 96% 54% 59 100% 100% 63%
Studentswnh : D:samunes ...................................... T o PR i R oo RO o e
English Proficient 86 99% 93% 53% 65 100% 37% 58%

le;t ed Eng[; sh Pm f.c |e R 2 P12 s 1 v < i
Economically Disadvantaged 3 - = — 4 ol - =
NotD|sadvantaged83 ............... e R S oo 51—— ............ AR
L OO OO OO 130 3 Soluid oG TOUROUOURUUUTOUURUTUURI 3. o S5 Bl S L £ b
Not Migrant 86 99% 93% 53% 65 100% 97% 58%
NOTES

The - symbotl 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 200910 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and QOverview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total 9 Total ;
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 Overview of School Performance

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

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

2010 Mean Score: 89 Range: 45-100 65~100 85-100
2009 Mean Score: 89 100%

99% 100% 98% 97% 99% 100% 99% 98% 97% 97%
; 79% T9% SRR 78% 79%

B EE 2009-10 ¥
#E® 2008-09
Number of Tested Students: 85 66 A 84 64 68 52 ‘459 43 456 423 362 338
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 86 99% 98% 79% 66 100% 97 % 79%
Female 45 100% 98% 71% 36 100% 37% 78%
Male ........................................................... 41 ........... 98% ....... 98% ....... 88% ................... 30 .......... 100% ....... 97% ....... 80% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
B [ack or A fr|can Am encan ..................................... 1 ......................................................................................................................
H|spa mc Or Latmo ...............................................................
.A. 5| an Or N atlve Hawa“ an /Oth er Pac|f ' C Islan der .......... 8 ......................................................................................................................
Wh|te73 ......................................................................................................................
N 1B O OO 0 s (02 R0
ol G o : e 106%. ..... 60% ................... 10 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 70% ........
General-Education Students 81 100% 99% 81% 59 100% 100% 85%
StudentSW|thD|sab|l|t|es ...................................... 5 ........... 80% ....... 80% ....... 40% ..................... g 100% ....... 71% ....... 29% ........
English Proficient 86 99% 98% 79% 66 100% 97% 79%
L"mt ed Engll sh Prof|c|ent .............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged ... C IO V4 Fin i, Cag, Lot ereraeeevenannerenris = 100%.....100% . 40% .
Not Disadvantaged 83 2 3 = 61 100%  97%  82%
e SO OO OO OO OO v L, R L 19RO sk 1400 5 Segpert: & SO
Not Migrant 86 99% 98% 79% 66 EOO% 97% 79%
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 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 24 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent
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-l Overview of School Performance

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

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

2010 Mean Score: T08  *Ranqe:647-795 666-795 700-795

2009 Mean Score: 705 ~ 100% o796 100% M aa% 100% B e 99%
o 85% p B7% 88% g}
HE® 2009-10 i i [ %
=B % 2008-09 | 46% 439% 36% 349 pa
: ' AP 13% 14%
e B
Number of Tested Students: 63 80 55 76 30 34 426 454 374 443 156 155
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 65 97% 85% 46% 80 100% 95% 43%
Female 37 97% 95% 51% 43 100% 98% 53%
Male28 ........... 96% ....... 71%39% ................... 37100% ....... 92% ....... 30% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... PR N sl ot e e phicn:
H|span|corLat|no ................................................................ RETRTIRY sereeie S B e LT 0 B e JUNT
Asian o Native Hawaiian/Other Paciic siander '8 100% " 100% | 100% a0 = 0o
White 54 96% 85% 43% 71 100% 96% 45%
Bl AN e SRR AR AT
small Group Totals 7 6 100%  67%  33% 9 100%  89%  22%
General-Education Students 58 100% 91% 50% 75 100% 100% 45%
StudentSWIthD|Sabllltles ...................................... e 71% ....... 29% Py S 100% ....... ot Gt
English Proficient 65 97% 85% 46% 80 100% 95% 43%
lelt ed Enghs h Pr of|c|ent ..............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 4 - - - 8 100% 75% 25%
NotD|sadvantaged ........................................... 51 ............... T TNREE L Ty e 72 .......... 100% ....... 97% ....... 44% ........
L USROSV OU SO TUUU YU . oMLk Ut Yol U 200 POV OURUOPOPPUOBOURPUPTINY | .1 o eI
Not Migrant 65 97% 85% 46% 80 100% 95% 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.

* These ranges are for 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008~09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 o o
{NYSAA): Grade 5 Equivalent
New York State English S dL
evs{ ork State English as a Second Language o N/A N/A N/A o N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 5
Total Total
R tly Arri EP Students NOT Tested
ecently Arrived L udents ested on o N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 5

+ These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fuifill the English language arts participation requirement.
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-l Overview of School Performance

School JEFFERSON ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0002

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

2010 Mean Score: 711 *Range:640-780 674-780 T702-780
2009 Mean Score: 714  100%

L00%100% . 959 99% 99% ... 9T%

EE N 2009-10
Z®RE 2008-09

Number of Tested Students: 65 79 58 75 34 64 431 451 396 442 228 314

Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Student G rou p Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level{s):
Tested 2.4 34 4 Tested 2.4 3-4 4

All Students 65 100% 89% 52% 79 100% 95% 81%

Small Group Totals 6 100% 100% 17% 9 100% 89% 78%
General-Education Students 58 100% 97% 57% 74 100% 100% 86%
Studentswnholsabmnes ...................................... T UN S Tagl G e S NN o
English Proficient 65 100% 89% 52% 79 100% 85% 81%

le . ed Engush prohaent .............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 4 - - . 8 100% 5% 63%
NotD|sadvantaged51- ........... SRR e 71100% ....... 97% ....... 83% ........
OOt S OO U RO UTOTOROOURUROURPRTOTIEY .= o L1 LA St s ORI
Not Migrant 65 100% 89% 52% 79 100% 95% 81%
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 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 200809 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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
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The New York State |l loi 2
School Report Card

Dlstrict mmm

Accountability
and Overview Report
zoog -10

This School's Report Card

The New York State School Report Card isanimportant part
of the Board of Regents’efforttoraiselearning standards forall
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
reportcard on aschool’s strengths and weaknesses canbe used
toimproveinstruction 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
New York State Education Department
Room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov

February 5, 2011

Prindpai HII.ANIIWARD
Telephone (585) 207-:.402
GradesK-8 .

Use this report to:

Get School Profile
information.

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.

of School Performance.
This section has information about
the school’s performance on state
assessments in English, mathematics,
and science.

3 Review an Overview

Page 1
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School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

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 Enrollment
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 Information
Pre-K 0 0 0 Enrollment counts are as of Basic Educational
Kindergarten 111 98 97 Data System {BEDS] day, which is typically
the first Wednesday of October of the school
Grade 1 126 124 116 year. Students who attend BOCES programs
Grade 2 139 136 132 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
Grade 4 147 126 151 by the district in an out-of-district placement
are not included in a school’s enrollment.

Grade 3 117 144 142

Grade 5 137 145 123 S .
Students classified by schools as “pre-first”
Grade 6 0 0 0 are included in first grade counts.
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
Grade 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 0 0
Total K-12 777 773 761
H -
Average Class Size Average Class Size
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 Information
Common Branch 24 24 24 Average Class Size is the total registration
Grade 8 in specified classes divided by the number
of those classes with registration. Common
English Branch refers to self-contained classes in
Mathematics Grades 1-6.
Science

Social Studies

Grade 10

English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

February 5, 2011 Page 2



School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

Demographic Factors

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
# % % %
Eligible for Free Lunch 5 1% 8 1% 7 1%
Reduced-Price Lunch 5 1% 6 1% 9 1%
Student Stability* 939% a8% a8%
Limited English Proficient 16 2% 15 2% 13 29
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Black or African American 12 29 13 2% 14 2%
Hispanic or Latino 9 1% 12 2% 13 2%
Asian or Native 122 16% 123  16% 122 16%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 633 81% 619 80% 603 79%
Multiracial 0 0% 6 1% g 1%
< Available only at the school level.
[ 3

Attendance and Suspensions

2006-07 200708 2008-09

# % % %

Annual Attendance Rate 96% 96% 96%
Student Suspensions 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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.

Page 3
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School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

Teacher Qualifications

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Number of Teachers 51 49 48
Percent with No Valid o o
Teaching Certificate 0% 0% 0%
Percen.t ;I'eac;hing Out 0% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Than 4% 8% 4%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master’s Degree o
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate 12% 12% 8%
Total Number of Core Classes 71 57 44
Percent Not Taught by Highly o
Qualified Teachers in This School 0% 0% 0%
Percgqt Not Taught_by Hligh!y . 1% 0% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 10% 8% 6%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly . .
Qualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 1%
Statewide
Total Number of Classes 114 104 88
Percent Taught by 'Tea'chers Without 0% 0% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 14% 0% 0%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 10% 10% 8%
Staff Counts

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Other Professional Staff 7 6 7
Total Paraprofessionals* N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 1 1 1
Principals 1 1 1

* Not available at the school level.

February 5, 2011

%

District PITTSFORD 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

Quualified, 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.

Page 4



School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

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 2009-10, 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/irts/accountability/

1 EnglishLanguage Arts(ELA)

M School Accountability

District PITTSFORD 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 seniorsin 2009~10

B Performance Criterion

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 2006 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

in each accountability group with 40 or more students
must have taken an English examination that meets the
students’ graduation requirement.

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 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 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort in the
All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

School Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12thGraders

The count of 12t graders enrolled during the 2009-10
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.

2006 Cohort

The count of students in the 2006 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 2006 school accountability 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, who were enrolled on October 7, 2009
and did 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, 2010, are not included in the 2006 school
accountability cohort. The 2006 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. Cohortis 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,
mathematics, and science. These are the second numbersin
the parentheses after the subgroup label on the elementary/

middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.

February 5, 2011

Continuously Enrolled Students

Atthe 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 districtis 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,
itis 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/irts.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2005 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

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 2009-10 school year, this cohortis
the 2005 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2005 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere

in the 2005-06 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2005-06 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/irts/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2009-10,
data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 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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Ml School Accountability

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

District PITTSFORD 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 2009-10, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2008-09 and 2009~10 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 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 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) +
Count 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/irts.

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 2009-10 Science Progress Targetis
calculated by adding one point to the 2008-09 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 200910 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(80 — percentage of the 2004 cohort earning
alocal or Regents diploma by August 31, 2008) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2004 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2008.

Progress Targets are provided for groups whose PI {for science)
or graduation rate (for graduation rate) is below the State
Standard.

February 5, 2011

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 200910 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2008~09 Pl + (200 — the 2008-09 Pl) 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 2009-10 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 2009-10, 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 2006
cohort (for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2009-10, data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2006 cohort members in the
All Students group in 200910, 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 Accountability

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

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 notin 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
(thatis 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 notin Good Standing,

see http://www.p12.nysed.gov/nyc/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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B School Accountability

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

District PITTSFORD 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; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
lyear 1} in the current 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; or a
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 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.

Pending — A school's status is “Pending” if the school requires special evaluation procedures and they have not yet been completed.

February 5, 2011
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School Accountability

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2010-—11) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA In Good Standing ELA
Math In Good Standing Math
PR s L
Title 1 Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
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 v v v
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCkorAfr | canAmer : can .................... s e
H |s pa mc Or Latmo ............................. _ ..................... _ ....................................................................................................................
éf;aﬂr;z; Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific ‘/ /
Wh:te ............................................ / ................... ‘/ .................................................................................................................
Mutltiracial
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities Ve Ve
leltedEnngSh me |c|ent .................... T T
EconomlcallyD;sadvantaged ................ e R R
Student groups makin
AYP in eagch s:bject ? viaota vaota v1of1

AYP Status

Made AYP

Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
Did not make AYP

Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status

! x%’\
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B School Accountability

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status tn Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures 4 of 4 Student groups making AYP in English language arts
v Made avp

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 2009~10 201011
Accountability Groups
All Students (418:410) V4 v 100% v 193 150
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
BlackorAfncanAmencan(1111) .......... JRSURRIRE SRSURUEIEEE s s B AU
Hspanic o Lot (100) e e e T T
;bjlaz:]ndg: [\f{a_{t:l\?/z)Hawauan/Other Pacific / / 100% / 195 144
Wh|te(320313) ............................... / ............ / 100% ............ / ............... 1 92149 .............................................
. u mr acxal '(-6 o) .................................................................................................................... B PPN
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (30:34) v _ - v 168 138
Economically Disadvantaged (7:7) - - - - - - -
Final AYP Determination vV aofa

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (214:209) 100% 193 147

Migrant (0:0)

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

X Did not make AYP ’

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

b Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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School Accountability

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountability Measures 4 0f 4 Student groups making AYP in mathematics
v Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 200910 2010-1
Accountability Groups
All Students (418:411) v v 100% v 198 130

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

islander (77:76) / / 100% / 199 124

White (320:314) v v 100% v 197 129

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (30:34) v — - v 174 118

o Bl et [y T T T D TSI A A
Camaically Bssdvanitssed G s e s B S TSI TP N P
Final AYP Determination / 40of 4

Non-~Accountability Groups

Female (214:210) 100% 198 127

Male (204:201) ... e BO9B 198 ] 2r .
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 School Accountability

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

Elementary/Middle-Level Science

Accountability Status in Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures lof1 Student groups making AYP in science

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 Performarice State Progress Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Qualification Criterion Tested Criterion Index Standard 2009-10 2010-1
Accountability Groups
All Students (150:149) Y Qualified v 100% v 199 100

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

Black or African American (3:3)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

lstander (32:32) Qualified - - v 200 100

Whlte(lll 110) ......................................... o / ............ Lo /199 .............. Lo
VR .(.0.:-6)' .........................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (11:11) - - - - - - -
le‘tedEng“ShPmment(33) ....................... s s E TS e s e
EconomlcallyDlsadvamaged(22) ................... e s B s R
Final AYP Determination / lofl

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (69:68) 100% 199 100

Male(8181) .................................................................................... D S
- gra L
Symbols NoTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

v Made AP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

X Did not make AYP

—_ Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

used on this page.
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Overview of School Performance

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

Summary of 2009-10 About the Performance
Level Descriptors

School Performance P

. . i Level 1: Not Meeting Learning Standards.
Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics, Student performance does not demonstrate an
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean understanding of the content expected in the subject
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2, and grade level.
Level 3, and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and Level 2: Partially Meeting Learning Standards.
mathematics at the secondary level is reported in terms of the percentage Student performance demonstrates a partial

understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level.

Level 3: Meeting Learning Standards.
Student performance demonstrates an understanding

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that Total of the content expected in the subject and grade level.
scored at or above Level 3 Tested Level 4 Meeting Learning Standards with Distinction.
~ Student performance demonstrates a thorough
English Language Arts 0% 50% 100% ~ understanding of the content expected in the subject
. : : . and grade level.
Grade 3 80% I 144 H
Grade 4 90% I — 149 ow are Need/Resource Capacity
.............................................................................................................. (N/RC) c.tegor'e’ detemined?
Grade 5 87% NN 124
Districts are divided into high, average, and low need
categories based on their ability to meet the special
Mathematics needs of their students with local resources, Districts in
Grade 3 90% I 144 the high need category are subdivided into four categories
.............................................................................................................. based on envoliment size and, in some cases. number
Grade4 ......................... 90%—149 ........ of students per square mile. More information about
Grade 5 94% I 125 the categories can be found in the Report to the Governor
and the Legislature on the Educational Status of the
Science Stote’s Schools at www.pl2.nysed.gov/irts.
Grade 4 99% I 150 In this section, this school’s performance is compared with

that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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-l Overview of School Performance

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

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

2010 Mean Score: 692 *Range:643-780 662-780 694-780
2009 Mean Score: 688  100%

98% 99% 94% 98% 99% 959%
B0% f -.
HEEE 2009-10
%88 2008-09 ,4 41%
l 19%

Number of Tested Students: 141 142 115 136 59 27 425 432 349 415 162 97
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 144 98% 80% 41% 144 99% 94% 19%
Female 77 97% 81% 39% 66 100% 97% 24%
MaleG7 ........... 99% ....... 79% ....... 43% ................... 78 ............ 97% ....... 92% ....... 14% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... PR pRA T TR UL PR R Ty Er ey P
H|span|corLat|no ............................................... PR RIETUIR IS SRR R e R s
Asian or Native Hawaiian,Other Pacifc slander 28 '100%  03%  68% 31 100% 4%  26%
O e 108 ... 97%,....IT% ..3%% .......10T .. 99%...93% . 1T% ..
MURGL | e SR R RORONIREN il
Small Group Totals 8 100% 75% 25% 6 83% 83% 17%
General-Education Students 136 98% 82% 43% 137 100% 96% 20%
studentswnhmsab.unes .................................... R e e e eeeeenaiy Tig T Rt =y
English Proficient 143 - . = 141 = = o
L|m|tedEngushProf;c|ent ..................................... 1_— ............ Braiig e e 3_— ............ SRERE
Economically Disadvantaged .ot 3 o) a0 TS NEE 104 2 U SOUUOTOUSUUUORSURUURUTIPPRRY L o2 18- .
Not Disadvantaged 141 = b = 144 99% 94% """" 19% ........
LSOO U UROTOUROUOOPTOOTRURRURE, . 14 L L OO &L 1,10 b M- 2| o
Not Migrant 144 98% 80% 41% 144 99% 94% 18%
NOTES

The - symbot 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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 200809 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 o o
(NYSAA): Grade 3 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
» or ate Engli guag 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT}: Grade 3
Total Total
R tly Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
R iy . 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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.
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Overview of School Performance

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

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

2010 Mean Score: 717  *Range:661-770 684-770 707-770
2009 Mean Score: 712 100%

0,
100%100% 90% 97943 99% 9% 58% 98% 91% 9‘91"16 93%
7
MM 2009-10 \ X | 50% |
% 8 ¥ 2008-09 S9%430% i i
ki B 2% 27%
e b B
F =0 ST al -
Number of Tested Students: 144 147 129 142 70 73 429 439 381 432 192 192
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
rou
StUdent G p Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 144 100% 90% 49% 147 100% 97% 50%
Female 77 100% 88% 47% 68 100% 97% 60%
Male 67 100% 91% 51% 79 100% 96% 41%

Hispanic or Latino 4 s oy 75 4 7 - g
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Qther Pacific Islander 28 100% 96% 75% 31 100% 97% 52%
WIS | oeeeeeeeressessesmmmmsmneeeeeeeseessssss e 108 . 100%  89% . 44% 110 100%  9T% . 51%
Multiracial
Small Group Totals 8 100% 5% 25% 6 100% 83% 17%
General-Education Students 136 L 100% 91% 5]:% _ 140 100% 99% 52%
Students with Disabilities 8 100% 63% 13% 7 100% 57% 0%
English Proficient 143 - - - 144 - - -
Limited English Proficient 1 = = = 3 e - .
Economically Disadvantaged 3 - - -
Not Disadvantaged 141 - s = 147 100% 97% 50%
Migrant
Not Migrant }44 100% 90% 49% 147 100% 97% 50%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2009~-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):

Assessments Total s Total S

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

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade 3 Equivalent
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-l Overview of School Performance

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School 1D 26-14-01-06-0005

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 34 4

2010 Mean Score; 692  "Range:637-775 668-775 720-775
2009 Mean Score: 695  100%

99%100% . g5

92% 96%

ENE 2009-10
% % % 2008-09

9% 17%

-
Number of Tested Students: 147 126 134 120 14 21
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

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

StUd Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 149 99% 90% 9% 126 100% 95% 17%
Female 68 100% 96% 12% 69 100% 97% 17%

Small Group Totals 7 86% 86% 0% 7 100% 100% 29%
General-Education Students 138 100% 93% 10% 110 100% 100% 18%
Studentswnhmsab;unes11 .......... 82% ....... 45% ......... 0% .................. 16100% ....... 63% ......... é‘;/;: ........
English Proficient 146 - - - 125 - - -
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|c|ent ..................................... 3 ................ T T A e 1_— ............ e
Economically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 2 - - -
Nmmsadvamaged ......................................... 147 ............... e e _124“—. ............ e
OO U PU O PUOPUOUUY: JUOURTOUORR ol 4. 4 ISR |UOOTUROOO OO, o OO - SO Lol oo
Not Migrant 149 99% 90% 9% 226 100% 95% 17%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008—-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total g Total g (s)
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

New York State Alternate Assessment

0 0

(NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language

. 9 guag 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLATH: Grade 4

Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
Y N 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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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Overview of School Performance

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

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

2010 Mean Score: 709 "Range:636-800 676-800 707-800
2009 Mean Score: 713 100%

99%100% . 96% 99% 100% 95% 96% e
REN 2009-10 ] 60% :
WEE 2008-09 S8
Number of Tested Students: 147 126 134 121 77 76 455 432 395 416 202 242
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

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

StUdent Group 122fed 2-4 1 3_3 ; )4 Tested 2-4 : 3-3 : L
All Students 149 99% 90% 52% 126 100% 96% 60%
Female 68 99% 90% 50% 70 100% 94% 51%
Male ............................................................. 81 ........... 99% ....... 90% e 5 3% ................... 56 .......... 100% ....... .9.{3.% ....... 71% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... 3 ............... PR D e e e S e ok
H|5pan|corLat|no ................................................................ AR IR srnseseinas ERRITR IR DR e AL A 8 Sop 8
Asian o Native Hawalian/Other Pactic slander 32 100%  o4%  7s% 18 "100% < 100% " 89%
White 110 98% 90% 46% 100 100% 95% 56%
Mumraual .... 2—_ ............ R
SmallGroupTotals ........................................... 7100% ...... 71% ’ 29% .......... 7 .... 166% ..... 100% ....... 43% ........
General-Education Students 138 100% 93% 55% 111 100% 100% 65%
studentswnhD.sab.ut;es11 ........... e P P R T 100% ....... Gre Sas
English Proficient 146 = - = 125 T - -
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|c|ent ...................................... 3_- ............ B (i 1__ ............ bl
Economically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 1 - - -
NOtolsadvamaged ........................................... 1 47_ ........... PR _125__ ............ T
L SOOI 0 1.5 - bt ot JOOOOONR SOV OO URTOTUT TG SOt ORI AP
r\.lot' Migrant 149 99% 90% 52% 126 100% 96% 60%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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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-l Overview of School Performance

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

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

2010 Mean Score: 90 Range: 45-100 65-100_ _ 85-100
2009 Mean Score: 88 100%

100%100% 99% 98% 99% 100% 99% 98% 97% 97%
82% . .. B8% 88%

74% b4 78% T9% r e, e

NEE 2009-10 _ & %4 E;‘f
% %% 2008-09 i A =

=

Number of Tested Students: 150 125 149 123 123 93 459 430 456 423 362 338
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Grou
p Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 150 100% 99% 82% 125 100% 98% T4%
Female 69 100% 9%% 83% 69 100% 97% 70%

Small Group Totals 7 100% 100% 57% 7 100% 100% 86%
General-Education Students 139 100% 99% 85% 110 100% 99% 83%
StudentSWItthsabmtyes11100%100% ....... T R A Hons 5300 e
English Proficient 147 . T = 124 - = -
LxmltedEngllshProﬁuent ..................................... 3 ............... iRt e 1‘_ ............ S
Economically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 1 . A .,
NotD|sadvantaged .......................................... 148 ............... BT i _124__ ............ R
et eeesssssesssanossaonsnnros onsrorsrerersanoru GRSl N TSR
Not Migrant 150 100% 99% 82% 125 100% 98% 74% .
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 smatlest groupis) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individuat students.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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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-l Overview of School Performance

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

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

2010 Mean Score: 699  "Range:647-795 666-795 700-795
2009 Mean Score: 701 100%

99% 99% 99% 99% 100% 97% 99%
o BT% | m 87% 88% purs
MEE 2009-10 : H [
% B ¥ 2008-09 : ‘ Spoee Lo 36% 345 F
, : . ' E Wi 13% 14%
2 ; : ' i
Number of Tested Students: 123 143 108 142 44 50 426 454 374 443 156 155
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 124 99% 87% 35% 144 99% 99% 35%
Female 68 100% 87% 34% 75 99% 99% 33%
Male56 ........... 98% ....... 88% ....... 38% ................... 69100% ....... gg% ....... 36% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... PR oomepEpeis ki ednneosacsiees 1__ ............ phale
H‘SpamcorLatmo ............................................... PR STRIR s SRRIRRIR BRI P e St Oy SIS
Asion or Native Hawailan/Other Pecific ilander 17 100% 4%  83% 022 == T
White 101 9%% 86% 33% 120 99% 98% 31%
Multiacial e B e e
small Group Totals 6 100%  83%  33% 24 100%  100%  54%
General-Education Students 113 100% 90% 36% 137 100% 100% 36%
Studentswuthmsab;unes11 ........... Sahets 55% ....... - SRR vy 86% ....... SR e
English Proficient 123 = = o 142 s o oy
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|c|ent ..................................... 1 ............... A AR 2 2_‘ ............ RN
Economically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 4 - - -
NotD|sadvantaged .......................................... 122 ............... Ry RS _140__ ............ BT
L OO USUUUUURUUNURTTRY - SO 2SO, SOV L OO s S s SO -\ BDOO: & s/ it
Not Migrant 124 99% 87% 35% 144 99% 99% 35%
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 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009~-10 School Year 2008-09 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 o 0
(NYSAA): Grade 5 Equivalent
New York State English S d L
evsf ork State English as a Second Language o N/A N/A N/A . N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 5
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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.
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-l Overview of School Performance

School MENDON CENTER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL . District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0005

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

2010 Mean Score: 707 _ *Range:640-780 674-780 702-780
2009 Mean Score: 715 100%

99% 100% 94% ?9% 99% 9 919% a7% 949, 98%
0, I : ]
EEE 2009-10 £0% E,i
“ W& 2008-09 ; 46% S
i I ‘o, B,
Number of Tested Students: 124 145 117 143 58 102 431 451 396 442 228 314
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level{s):
Student Group P gr scornogt Levelis)
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 125 99% 94% 46% 145 100% 99% 70%
Female 69 99% 93% 42% 74 100% S7% 3%

Small Group Totals 6 100% 100% 33% 25 100% 100% 84%
General-Education Students 114 100% 97% 50% 137 100% 100% 2%
Studentsw,thmsabmt.es et Sia i Gog T A i 00% ....... Sl 38% ........
English Proficient 124 > — - 143 - - -
L1m|tedEngushProf|c|ent ...................................... 1 ............... RRREEE ek ats B 2—— ............ SRR
Economically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 4 - - -
NotD|sadvantaged .......................................... 1 23_ ........... g _141__ ............ el
L OO PO OO ST PORO U OUUUTOOTPURTOURTUPOTOORIUIN A £ 45 Sl 3 TS OO UUUUUUTUUUUURIE . SOvUE 0 SO . L 0 3. ek 3
Not Migrant 125 99% 94% 46% 145 100% 99% 70%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008~09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

200g9-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

er

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
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This School’'s Report Card

The New York State School Report Card isan important part
of the Board of Regents’ effort to raiselearning 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
reportcard on aschool’s strengths and weaknesses can be used
toimprove instructionand 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
New York State Education Department
Room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov

February 5, 2011

School PARK ROAD SCHOOL

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

Principal DEBBIE ROSE

Telephone (585) 267-1502

Grades K-5

Use this report to:

Get School Profile
information.

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.

of School Performance.
This section has information about
the school’s performance on state
assessments in English, mathematics,
and science.

3 Review an Overview
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

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

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Pre-K ¢} ¢} 0
Kindergarten 81 75 63
Grade 1 74 77 84
Grade 2 63 78 79
Grade 3 88 69 80
Grade 4 85 93 75
Grade 5 79 88 96
Grade 6 0 0 0
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
Grade 7 0 0 0
Grade 8 0 0 0
Grade 9 0 0 0
Grade 10 0 0 0
Grade 11 0 ¢} 0
Grade 12 0 0 0
Ungraded Secondary 0 0 0
Total K-12 470 480 477
Average Class Size

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Common Branch 21 21 21
Grade 8
English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Grade 10

English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Enrollment
Information

Enroliment counts are as of Basic Educational
Data System {BEDS} day, which is typicalty
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 enroliment.
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.

Page 2



School PARK ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

Demographic Factors

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10

# % # % # %

Eligible for Free Lunch 4 1% 6 1% 11 3%
Reduced-Price Lunch 2 1% 6 1% 5 1%
Student Stability* 100% 99% 97%
Limited English Proficient 5 1% 4 1% 3 1%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Black or African American 17 4% 20 4% 19 4%
Hispanic or Latino 13 39 2 0% 5 1%
Asian or Native 29 6% 28 6% 32 7%

Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander

White 411 87% 425 89% 415 8T%

Multiracial 0 0% 5 1% 6 1%

* Available only at the school level.

Attendance and Suspensions

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09

# % # % # %
Annual Attendance Rate 97% 97% 100%
Student Suspensions 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Demographic Factors
Information

Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price

Lunch percentages are determined by dividing

the number of approved tunch 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 00 students were also enrolled in
School A last year, the stability rate for the school is
g2 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 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.

Page 3
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

- - - - - -
Teacher Qualifications Teacher Qualifications
-
Information
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 The Percent Teaching Cut of Certification is the
Total Number of Teachers percent doing so more than on an incidental basis;
37 35 34 . R
- - that is, the percent teaching for more than five
Percent with No Valid 0% 0% 0% periods per week outside certification.
Teaching Certificate
Percent Teaching Out 0% 0% 0% Core Classes are primarily K-6 common branch,
of Certification . . : R ]
- English, mathematics, science, social studies,
?ﬁrrggnvte::zhoii":e;zsze 5% 3% 3% art, music, and foreign languages. To be Highly
- P Qualified, a teacher must have at least a Bachelor's
Percentage with Master’s Degree 11% 14% 12% degree, be certified to teach in the subject area,

Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate

and show subject matter competency. A teacher
who taught one class outside of the certification
Percent Not Taught by Highty 0% 0% 0% area(s) is counted as Highly Qualified provided that
Qualified Teachers in This School 1) the teacher had been determined by the school

Total Number of Core Classes 43 52 37

Percent Not Taught by Highly 1% 0% 0% or district through the HOUSSE process or other
Qualified Teachers in This District state-accepted methods to have demonstrated
Percent Not Taught by Highly acceptable subject knowledge and teaching
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 10% 8% 6% skills and 2} the class in question was not the sole
Statewide assignment reported. Credit for incidental teaching
Percent Not Taught by Highly does not extend beyond a single assignment.
Qualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 1% Independent of Highly Qualified Teacher status,
Statewide any assignment for which a teacher did not hold
Total Number of Classes 87 T4 83 a valid certificate still registers as teaching out of
Percent Taught by Teachers Without 0% 0% 0% certification. High-}poverty and low-poverty schpols
Appropriate Certification 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 Teacher Turnover Rate
2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 Information
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 0% 259 25% Teacher Turnover Rate for a specified school year
than Five Years of Experience is the number of teachers in that school year who
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 17% 14% 14% 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 Staff Counts
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 Information

Total Other Professional Staff 4 3 3 Other Professionals includes administrators,
guidance counselors, school nurses, psychologists,

Total Paraprofessionals® N/A N/A N/A .

P / and other professionals who devote more than half
Assistant Principals 0 0 0 of their time to non-teaching duties. Teachers who
Principals 1 1 1 are shared between buildings within a district are

reported on the district report only.

* Not available at the schoo! level.
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

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 2009-10, 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/irts/accountability/

1 EnglishLanguage Arts(ELA)

School Accountability

District PITTSFORD 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

andthe performance criteria.

A ParticipationCriterion
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 2009-10

B Performance Criterion

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 2006 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

in each accountability group with 40 or more students
must have taken an English examination that meets the
students’ graduation requirement.

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 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 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort in the
All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

‘School Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12th Graders

The count of 12th graders enrolied during the 2009-10
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.

2006 Cohort

The count of students in the 2006 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 2006 school accountability 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
2006-0T7 school year, who were enrolled on October 7, 2009
and did 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, 2010, are not included in the 2006 school
accountability cohort. The 2006 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. Cohortis 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,
mathematics, and science. These are the second numbers in
the parentheses after the subgroup label on the elementary/

middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.

February 5, 2011

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 districtis expected to achieve to make AYP. The Effective
AMQOQ 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,
itis 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/irts.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2005 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

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 2009-10 school year, this cohortis
the 2005 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2005 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere

in the 2005-06 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2005-06 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/irts/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2009-10,
data for 2008-09 and 2009~10 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 PARK ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

District PITTSFORD 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 2009-10, the participation
enrollment (“Total"” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2008~09 and 2009-10 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 O 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} +
Count 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/irts.

Progress Targets

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 previcus year's Performance

Index (PI). Example: The 2009~10 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2008-09 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 2009-10 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(80 - percentage of the 2004 cohort earning
a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2008) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2004 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2008.

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

February 5, 2011

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 2009-10 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2008-09 Pl + (200 ~ the 2008-09 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 2009-10 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 2009-10, 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
equalto 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 2006
cohort {for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2009-10, data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2006 cohort members in the
All Students group in 2009-10, 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 PARK ROAD SCHOOL ‘ District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

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 notin 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 alsc 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/nyc/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

District PITTSFORD 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; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
{year 1} in the current 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; or a
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 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.

Pending — A school's status is “Pending” if the school requires special evaluation procedures and they have not yet been completed.

February 5, 2011
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2010—11) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA In Good Standing ELA
o e e
S e ‘é:('a'r:n;:l'i'r;c:; ....................... L
Title | Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
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 v v v

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native

Black or African American - -

Hispanic or Latino - -

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

Islander - -

White \/ \/

Multiracial

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities - -

Limited English Proficient - -

Economically Disadvantaged - -

Student groups making

AYP in each subject v 20t2 v 20f2 viof1

AYP Status

v MadeAYP

«~" Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target

X Did not make AYP

— Insufficient Number of Students

to Determine AYP Status

February 5, 2011 Page 10
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status In Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures 2 of 2 Student groups making AYP in English language arts
/ s

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 ndex AMO 2009-10 201011
Accountability Groups
All Students (253:249) v v 100% v 192 148
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
BlackorAfrlcanAmencan(1111) .......... s s e SR P
HlspamcorLatmo(44) ....................... IRORREEE s R e B I
AsmnorNattveHawauan/OtherPaCIflc_ .............. * ................ eeans — VPR “ ................ . _ ............. _ _ ............
Islander (12:11)
Wh;te(226223) ............................... / ............ ‘/ 100% ............ / 192 ..... : 48 ..............................................
o ac:al .(.c.) o) .................................................................................................................. o PP
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (23:23) - - - — - - -
Ui Englah Brofcient oy e e TR SRR B ST EE PRSPPI
Eionomiaally Bicaduniaaad BT s e e e SR T U AR
Final AYP Determination / 2 0f 2
Non-Accountability Groups
Female {115:113) 100% 198 145
. ale( 13 8136) ................................................................... 99% .............................. 1 86 ................ 1 45 ..............................................
ngra - (o o) ...............................................................................................................................................................................
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
) 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 PARK ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status
for This Subject
(2010-11)

In Good Standing

Accountability Measures  20f2

Student groups making AYP in mathematics

Made AYP

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage  Met Performance  Effective Sate Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enroliment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 200910 2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (253:250) v v 100% v 198 128
Ethnicity '
American indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
.E; lackor Afr ; canAmencan (11 11) .......... s S
H lspamc Or Latmo (4 4) ....................... R B,
. 5| an OrNatNe Haw a“ an/o . her . Pacmc ................... — ............... : : : - :
Islander (12:12)

White (226:223) 197 128

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (23:23) - - - - - - -

G i Broficent ey e e IR e SR CINUAIETI T RS
'E'é'o'r}b'r}%i'f:'a‘l'lifb'i's'é'd'\}é'ri{é'gié'd'('slgﬂ .......... s s e SRR e e
Final AYP Determination / 2 of 2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (115:113) 100% 198 125

Male (138:137) 100% 197 126

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols

v/ Made AYP

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

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enroliment

Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

e

February 5, 2011
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

Elementary/Middle-Level Science

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Accountability Status in Good Standing
for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountability Measures 1of1 Student groups making AYP in science

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 Enroliment) Status Qualification Criterion Tested Criterion index Standard 2009-10  2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (76:75) v Qualified v 100% v 196 100

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native {0:0)

Black or African American (4:4)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

Islander (1:1) - - - - - - -
Whlte(7069) ............................................ TR /100% ........... /1% .............. R i
s .(’0':65 ..........................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (6:6) - - - - - - -

o ltedEnglish s (00 ) ........................................................................................................................................................
Economlca“yDlsadvantaged(22) ................... e e s B I s e
Final AYP Determination v 1of1

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (38:37) - 200 100

Male(3838) ......................................................................................... - 192 .............. S
Mlgrant(OO) ..............................................................................................................................................................................
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

V' Made AYP
) 4 Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continucus Enrollment

used on this page.
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

Summary of 2009-10 About the Performance
Level Descriptors

School Performance pee

. . . Level 1: Not Meeting Learning Standards.
Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics, Student performance does not demonstrate an
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean understanding of the content expected in the subject
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2, and grade level.
Level 3, and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and Level 2: Partially Meeting Learning Standards.
mathematics at the secondary level is reported in terms of the percentage Student performance demonstrates a partial

understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level.

Level 3: Meeting Learning Standards.
Student performance demonstrates an understanding

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that Total ~ of the content expected in the subject and grade level
scored at or above Level 3 Tested Level 4: Meeting Learning Standards with Distinction.
Student performance demonstrates a thorough
English Language Arts 0% 50% 100% understanding of the content expected in the subject
: : : and grade level.
Grade 3 78% ............ 82 TS " N d n c l
Grade 4 80% I 75 SIS Nahe/ MRsCIEE Sapec Sy
G na d 5 5 ......................... 870/ ......................................................... 93 ........ (“[Rc) ut'goﬂe‘ d't.rmlned?
rade > Districts are divided into high, average, and iow need
categories based on their ability to meet the special
Mathematics needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
Grade 3 90% I 82 the high need category are subdivided into four categories
0_ ........................ based on enrollment size and, in some cases, number
.C.:’ .r_a._q e 4 ......................... 87/° ......................................................... 75 ........ of students per square mile. More information about
Grade 5 98% I 94 the categories can be found in the Report to the Governor
and the Legislature on the Educational Stotus of the '
Science State’s Schools at www.p12.nysed.gov/irts.
Grade 4 09% I 75 In this section, this school's performance is compared with

that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

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

2010 Mean Score: 689  *Ranqge:643-780 662-780 694-780
2009 Mean Score: 694  100%

96% 99% 96% 98% 99% 95%
8% 80%
EERE 2009-10
Z B 2008-09 I | I i{, e 37% e
Number of Tested Students: 79 68 64 66 30 19 425 432 349 415 162 E.
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s}): tal Percentage scoring at level(s):

StUdent Group Tzzed 2-4 ; 3_3 ( )4 1:Sted 2-4 ; 3_3 : :
All Students 82 96% 78% 37% 69 99% 96% 28%
Female 32 97% 88% 50% 33 100% 100% 30%
Maleso ........... 96% ....... 72%28% ................... 36 ............ 97% ....... 92% ....... 25% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... S e e s PR P A g el
HispamcorLatmo ................................................................ RIS e
Asian of Native Hawaian/Other Pacifc slander 4 == = s
White 74 96% 80% 38% 60 98% 97% 28%
Mu[t"aual ........................................................................................................................... 2—_ ............ S
S GmupTOtals .............................................. 3100% ....... 53%25% ..................... 9 .......... 100% ....... 89% ....... 22% ........
General-Education Students 74 99% 82% 41% 65 T i -3
Studentsw;thoisam[mes ...................................... G SRS R ST ey A
English Proficient 81 - - - 68 - — -
L1m|tedEnghshProf|C|ent .................................... 1— ........... e ek 1—_ ............ SRR
Economically Disadvantaged 3 - - - 4 - - -
NotD|sadvantaged79 ............... e REUREIREIRE 65—_ ............ W
TR PE OO VOO RURRURTUY. : JOUOTNUOOORt b 0.1 3. NOTOUUUUOOUUUOOTUORON |- S -
Not Migrant 82 96% 78% 37% 69 98% 96% 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 group{s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at tevel(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 3 Equivalent
N York State English S L.
EV\{ ork State English as a Second Language . N/A N/A N/A o N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 3
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
Ll 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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.
February 5, 2011 Page 15
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

This School's Results in Grade 3 Mathematics

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scaring 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

2010 Mean Score: 717  *Ranqge:661-770 684-770 707-770
2009 Mean Score: 708  100%

100% 99%
99% 90% 99% 99% 99% 1 98%

EEN 2009-10 f 529
8 B 2008-09 I 43% 44% 43%
Number of Tested Students: 82 68 74 68 43 30 429 439 381 432 192 192
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s}):
Student Group e Ehe ST

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 82 100% 90% 52% 69 99% 99% 43%
Female 32 100% 91% 50% 33 100%  100% 42%

Small Group Totals 8 100% 88% 63% 9 100% 100% 44%
General-Education Students T4 100% 95% 58% 65 = & 2
Studentswnhmsabmt:es ...................................... 8100% ....... YT AR 4__ ............ e
English Proficient 81 - - - 68 - - -
le;tedEngushProf[c.ent ..................................... 1—— ............ B g 1—_ ............ P
Economically Disadvantaged 3 - = = 4 s = X
NOtDlsadvamaged79 ............... T S A A 65_- ............ TR
L L USSP PURTINE.. | s UM 1, ik SO - £ OUUUUPPORRUROIy 1. ek vt T ey L
Not Migrant 82 100% 90% 52% 69 99%; 99% 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 smatlest groupls} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-08 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009~10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Assess ments 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 3 Equivalent
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

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

2010 Mean Score: 684  ‘Range:637-775 668-775 720-775
2009 Mean Score: 693  100%

99% 100% 95% 98% 100% ggop 95% 92% 96%
80% : =i

EWRE 2009-10
# BB 2008-09

Number of Tested Students: 74 91 60 86 2 17 454 433 404 412 43 79
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 34 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 75 99% 80% 3% 91 100% 95% 19%
Female 38 100% 87% 3% 43 100% 100% 23%
Male ............................................................ 37 ........... 97% ....... 73% ......... 3% ................... 48100% ....... 90% ....... 15% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
Blackor A fncan Am er lcan ..................................................... P s Byt e R 5 .......... 100% ..... 100% ......... 0% ........
H'SpamcorLatmo ............................................... R P T R W o R o 1 AT R e
Asian or Native Hawalian/Other Pacifc lander 1" = "7 7= TS T e 0% 100% | 33%
White 69 99% 81% 3% 80 100% 94% 19%
Mu mr ac|al ................................................................................................................................................................................
SmallGroupTotals .............................................. 6100% ....... 57% ......... 0% .........................................................................
General-Education Students 70 100% 83% 3% 84 100% 100% 20%
StudentSW|thD|sab|ut|es ..................................... 5 ........... 80% ....... 40% ......... 0% ..................... o 100% ....... 29% ......... O% ........
English Proficient 75 99% 80% 3% 90 - - i
L|m1tedEngl|shProf|c|ent ......................................................................................................... 1_ o O T
Economically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 4 - - -
NotD|sadvantaged73 ............... TR R e 87‘_ ............ i
OO U U OO OPN OO - (LY 0 v SO~ 0 L Yodt s SOOI e s 1 ool Sl
Not Migrant 75 99% 80% 3% 92 100% 95% 19%
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 2009~-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 _ £ _ 1 _ _ N
(NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent
N York Stat i L
eV\{ ork 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
y ive 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 4

! 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 School Performance

School PARK ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

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

2010 Mean Score: 703 *Range:636-800 676—800 707-800
2009 Mean Score: 708 100%

99% 100% 99% 99% 100% 96%
- BT% m 86%

EEE 2009-10 57%
& 3 W 2008-09 44%
Number of Tested Students: 74 91 65 90 33 52 455 432 395 416 202 242
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level{s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 24 34 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 a
All Students 75 99% 87% 44% 91 100% 99% 57%
Female 38 100% 84% 39% 43 100% 100% 56%
Male37 ........... 97% ....... 89% ....... 49% ................... 48 .......... 100% ....... 98% ....... 58% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCkorAfncanAmencan— ........... srerserislnas i g s 100%100% .....
H‘SpamcorLatmo ................................................................ R R LI MR SRR R R i S T
sian o Ntive HawaianOthr paciic sander 1TSS ST e A00% | d00% 8%
White 69 99% 88% 80 100% 99% 53%
Mulnr aual ...............................................................................................................................................................................
SmallGroup Totals .............................................. 5100% ....... 57%17% ..........................................................................
General-Education Students 70 100% 91% 46% 84 100%  100% 62%
Studentswnh D|sab|unes ...................................... g NGy o e o TEOE Senc i N
English Proficient 75 99% 87% 44% 90 — ot >
lened Enghsh Proﬂaent ......................................................................................................... 1 ................ R Ve O Y TR
Economically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 4 - - -
NotD|sadvantaged73 ............... L N SRR By an 87__ ............ s
L OOV UORRORURPRRD £ 96, 0. A {1 DUBL e 1) vt I SOPDUPORPRIO £ | N B AR TR
Not Migrant 75 99% 87% 44% 91 100% 99% S'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 group(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

* These ranges are for 2009~10 data onty. Ranges for the 2008~09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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

February 5, 2011 Page 18
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-l Overview of School Performance

School PARK ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

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

2010 Mean Score: 89 Range: 45-100 65-100 85-100
2009 Mean Score: 90 100%

99% 100% 99% 98% 99%100% 99% 98%

80% B4% 78% 79%
HEE 2009-10
% B % 2008-09

Number of Tested Students: 74 91 74 89 60 76 459 430 456 423 362 338
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 75 99% 99% 80% 91 100% 98% 84%
Female 38 100% 100% 76% 43 100% 100% 88%
Ma[e37 ........... 97% ....... 97% ....... 84% ................... 48 .......... 100% ....... 96% ....... 79% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
B[ack .gr. A fncan Am er ‘ Can ..................................................... g e Rt s o B0 5 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 60% ........
.'-.l lspamc OrLatmo ................................................................ Kb, T R R R R AU TP PR R OSSR
Asian or Native Hawailan/Other Pacifc lstander 1 " = " TS e T 100%  100% | 100%
White 69 99% 99% 83% 80 100% 98% 84%
Mu mr ac;a[ ................................................................................................................................................................................
SmauGroupTota[s ............................................ 5100%100%50% ..........................................................................
General-Education Students 70 100% 100% 84% 84 100% 100% 90%
Studentswnhmsab.[ mes ...................................... 5 ........... 80% ....... 80% R 20% ..................... 7 .......... 100% ....... 71% ........ 0% ........
English Proficient 75 99% 99% 80% 90 = N N
le'tedEnguShPmﬁuent ....................................................................................................... 1_~ ............ 5
Economically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 4 - - -
NotD|sadvantaged73_- ............ g 87___ ............ e
SO O TU RO OO [ . L St k. SRTOUUTTUOVUTITOOT AL i i L
Not Migrant 75 99% 99% 80% 91 100% 98% 84%
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 2009~10 School Year 2008-09 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 A a B o A : _ _

(NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent
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School PARK ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

Overview of School Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL 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 a4
2010 Mean Score: 697  *Range:647-795 666—-795 700-795
2009 Mean Score: 707 100%

98% 100% 99% 999, 100% 97%
BENE 2009-10
% &% 2008-09 37% 36%

. : 13% 14%

Number of Tested Students: 91 85 81 84 34 31 426 454 374 443 156 155‘

2009-10 School Year

Results by

2008-09 School Year

Student Grou 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 93 98% 87% 37% 85 100% 99% 36%

Female 44 100% 95% 41% 47 100% 98% 36%

Male ............................................................. 49 ........... 95% ....... 80% ....... 33% ................... 38 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 37% ........

American Indian or Alaska Native

BlackorAfr;canAmencan—— ............ s At OR0E0Eneas 3“_ ............ i)

H|span|c or Latmo ............................................... R s reeressetiens {r RO - (ARt s <2 B R P

Asian o Native Hawsiian,/Other Pacific stander "6 " 100% 100% e7% TS - ==

White 81 98% 88% 36% 77 100% 99% 38%

Mumrac'al .......................................

S Grou.p. Totals ................................ . 1.00.9/.; ..... 57% 17% .............. AR 100% ..... 100% ....... 25% ........

General-Education Students 85 100% 94% 40% 78 100% 100% 40%

Studentsw|thD|sab|ut|es ...................................... T 75% ....... 13% ......... O% .................... . 100% ....... 86% ......... O% ........

English Proficient 93 98% 87% 37% 85 100% 99% 36%

le |t ed Engush Pmﬂc'e m ..............................................................................................................................................................

Economically Disadvantaged 3 - - -

NotD|sadvantagedgo ............... AT Sy e 85 .......... 100% ....... 99% ....... 35% ........

L SO OU DTN OU UL . . 6 - Ll e - s OOt bl 2 ) R LA o W

Not Migrant 93 98% 87% 37% 85 100% 39% 36% &

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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Ove,
Other 2009-10 School Year

rview Reports.
2008~09 School Year

T Number scoring at level(s): T Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments otal g otal g
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 1 _ ’ . 3 2 _
(NYSAA): Grade 5 Equivalent
New 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
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
i 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
the ELA NYSTP: Grade 5
+ These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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-l Overview of School Performance

School PARK ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0004

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

2010 Mean Score: 720  *Ranqge:640-780 674-780 702-780
2009 Mean Score: 720  100%

100%100% 98% 99% 99% 99% ., 97%
77% 80% '

WMENR 2009-10
% ® B 2008-09

Number of Tested Students: 94 86 92 85 72 69 431 451 396 442 228 34
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 24 34 4
All Students 94 100% 98% T7% 86 100% 99% 80%
Female 44 100% 100% 82% 48 100% 100% 79%
Ma1950100% ....... 96%72% ................... 38 .......... 100% ....... 97% ....... 82% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCkorAfncanAmencan ..................................... PR Fasperaeses frerrasnaedh s g e R -2
HlspamcorLatmo ................................................................ o s PG T AR F O
Asian or Native Hawsiian/Other Pacifc slander 7 100% 100% 100% 5 == 7=
O e 81 ....100%  .98% .T3% .o [ I 100% ...99%, . ..81% ...
L OO OO UUUUTORNUNPUNOTOVRUOVUUPRTUPRTIY .. £ cboNC) o TOUTOIN .. SNTUUTUOTOTOVUUOPOUIOPROOURRNE, K 3. L4 b s S
Small Group Totals 6 100% 100% 67% 8 100% 100% 75%
General-Education Students 86 100%  100% 84% 79 100% 99% 84%
StudentSW|thD|sab|l|t|es ...................................... e 100% ....... Sigsrie O% ..................... e oo o e e |
English Proficient 93 - = = 86 100% 99% 80%
Um'tEd EnglIShmelment ..................................... 1 ............... AR B R Ty o TR I
Economically Disadvantaged 3 & - =
Not D‘ Sa dva ma ged ........................................... 9 1 ............... oo s SRRUEIURIRE 8 6 .......... 100% ....... 99% ....... 30% ........
U DY O U RO UNOUNUROPUROURRE 1.1 5o M\ 2t 372 SO O s L SO b 1A 4 1
Not Migrant 94 100% 98% 77% 86 100% 99% 80% ......
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 2009—-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

other 2009~10 School Year 2008-09 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
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This School’'s Report Card

TheNew York State School ReportCardisanimportant part
of the Board of Regents’effortto raiselearning standards for ail
students. It provides information to the public on the school’s
statusunder the State and federal accountability systems,

on student performance, and on other measures of school

and district performance. Knowledge gained from the school
report card on aschool’s strengths and weaknesses can be used
toimprove 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
New York State Education Department
Room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov

February 5, 2011

School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL .

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

Principal KARL THIELKING

Telephone (585) 267-1602

Grades 9-12

Use this report to:

Get School Profile
information.

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 an Overview
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 Profile

School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

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

and teacher qualifications.

Enrollment

2007-08

2008-09

2009-10

Pre-K

Kindergarten

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

Ungraded Elementary

Grade 7

Grade 8

ojojojolojlojojojo0o}j0 | O

ojo|lojojojojo|jojojO | O

ojl]o|jJ]ojojo|]o|lo|OojO}jO} O

Grade 9

243

251

258

Grade 10

273

240

248

Grade 11

224

277

248

Grade 12

252

223

269

Ungraded Secondary

Total K-12

992

991

1023

Average Class Size

2007-08

2008-09

2009-10

Common Branch

Grade 8

English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Grade 10

English

21

20

20

Mathematics

23

21

21

Science

17

16

16

Social Studies

22

20

20

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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 ptacement
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 ID 26-14-01-06-0010

School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL

Demographic Factors

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
% % %
Eligible for Free Lunch 18 294 2 0% 20 2%
Reduced-Price Lunch 7 1% 16 20 6 1%
Student Stability™ 999% 100% 100%
Limited English Proficient 1 0% 0 0% 1 0%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Black or African American 26 3% 31 39 32 39
Hispanic or Latino 10 1% 13 1% 15 1%
Asian or Native 54 50 66 7% 76 7%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 902 91% 881 89% 898 88%
Multiracial 0 0% 0 0% 2 0%
* Available only at the school level.
[ ]
Attendance and Suspensions
2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
% % %
Annual Attendance Rate 99% 96% 98%
Student Suspensions 19 2% 4 0% 10 1%

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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 schoot’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 PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL

School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

Teacher Qualifications

2007-08 2008-09 2009~10
Total Number of Teachers 82 79 79
Percent with No Valid N o
Teaching Certificate 0% 0% 0%
PercenF .Tethmg Out 0% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Thar\ 29 3% 3%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master’s Degree o o N
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate 16% 16% 16%
Total Number of Core Classes 259 261 263
Percent Not Taught by Highly o o o
Qualified Teachers in This School 0% 0% 0%
Percel?t Not TaughtAby Highl‘y . 1% 0% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 10% 8% 6%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 1%
Statewide
Total Number of Classes 393 381 379
Percent Taught by jreaf:hers Without 1% 0% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 14% 0% 33%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 9% 12% 8%
Staff Counts

2007~08 2008-09 2009~10
Total Other Professional Staff 8 5 7
Total Paraprofessionals* N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 2 2 2
Principals 1 1 1

* Not available at the school level.

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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 Bachelot’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
avalid certificate still registers as teaching out of

certification. High-poverty and low-poverty schools
are those schools in the upper and lower guartiles,
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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Bl School Accountability

School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL 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) Engtish language arts (ELA), in 2) mathematics, and on 3) a third indicator. In New York

State in 2009-10, 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/irts/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 Performance 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

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

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 2009~10
in each accountability group with 40 or more students
must have taken an English examination that meets the
students’ graduation requirement.

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 2006 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 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 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort in the
All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard {80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

| St'hoo'_l'A'ccduht’ébility B

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12th Graders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2009-10
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.

2006 Cohort

The count of students in the 2006 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 2006 school accountability 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, who were enrolled on October 7, 2009
and did 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, 2010, are not included in the 2006 school
accountability cohort. The 2006 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,
mathematics, and science. These are the second numbersin
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 (P1) value that each accountability group within a school
or district is expected to achieve to make AYP. The Effective
AMOQ 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.pil2.nysed.gov/irts.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2005 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

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 2009-10 school year, this cohort is
the 2005 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2005 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere

in the 2005-06 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2005-06 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/irts/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2009-10,
data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 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 PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

District PITTSFORD 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 2009-10, the participation
enroliment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2008-09 and 2009-10 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 O 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 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 3 and 4) +
Count 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.pl12.nysed.gov/irts.

Progress Targets

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 2009-10 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2008-09 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 2009-10 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(80 — percentage of the 2004 cohort earning
alocal or Regents diploma by August 31, 2008) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2004 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2008.

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

February 5, 2011

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 2009-10 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2008-09 Pl + (200 —- the 2008-09 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 2009-10 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 2009-10, 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 2006
cohort (for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2009-10, data for 2008-09 and 2009~10 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2006 cohort membersin the
All Students group in 2009-10, 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 PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

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 1 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 notin Good Standing,

see http://www.p12.nysed.gov/nyc/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

District PITTSFORD 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; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
(year 1) in the current 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 faited 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; or a
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 faited

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.

Pending — A school’s status is “Pending” if the school requires special evaluation procedures and they have not yet been completed.

February 5, 2011
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School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

Summary
Overall Accountability in Good Standing
Status (2010—11) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA ELA In Good Standing
Math Math In G;Jod standing
L Lo o
Title | Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
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 v v v
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
.B. laCk Or Afr 1 CanAmen Can ............................................................................................. — ..................... S
H|span|c Or Latmo ...................................................................................................... - ..................... ~ ...........................................

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander - -

Multiracial

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities - -

Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged - -

Student groups making

AYP in each subject v 20f2 v 20f2 Viiof1
AYP Status

v Made AYP

(%

¢ 7 Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

— insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status
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School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

Secondary-Level English Language Arts

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Accountability Status
for This Subject
(2010-11)

In Good Standing

Accountability Measures

2 of 2

Made AYP

Student groups making AYP in English language arts

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: 2006 Cohort) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 20049-10 201011
Accountability Groups
All Students (266:263) v v 100% v 200 170
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
BlaCkorAmcanAmencan(66) .............. s R s s R R
H'SpanlcorLatmo(44) ....................... s B e e BRI T
AsyanorNatmeHawanan/OtherPacmc_ .............. _ ....................... _ e - ................. . ’ .......... _ _ ............
Islander (23:23)
Wh‘te(233230) ............................... / ............ / 100% ........... / 200 .......... SN 1 70 ..............................................
Mult|rac|al(00) ............................................................... e traiey PETORTURN AO: eeaes S
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities {15:14) - - - - - - -
leltedEngUSh me |c| ent . (O 6) ................................................................................................. S
EconomlcallyDlsadvantaged(44) .......... e s s B R
Final AYP Determination v 20f 2
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (125:125) 100% 199 168
Male(141133)100% .............................. 2 00 ................ 1 53 ..............................................

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols
' Made AYP

> Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target

b ¢ Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 12t Graders/
Fewer Than 30 Cohort

Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

++

February 5, 2011

NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

used on this page.
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School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

Secondary-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status In Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures  20f2 Student groups making AYP in mathematics
v o L

How did students in each accountability 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: 2006 Cohort) Status Criterion Tested Criterion index AMO 2004-10 2010-1
Accountability Groups
All Students (266:263) v v 99% v 197 166
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0}
BlaCkorAfncanAmencan(66) .............. s s e s s R PR

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (23:23)

...............................................................................................................................................................................................

.............................................................................................................................................................................................

Multiracial {0:0)

Other Groups
Students with Disabilities {15:14) - - - - - - _

..............................................................................................................................................................................................

..............................................................................................................................................................................................

Economically Disadvantaged (4:4) - - - - - - -
Final AYP Determination v 20f2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (125:125) 99% 197 164

Male (141:138) 99% 197 164
L
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

‘/r_: Made AYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

7" Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 12t Graders/
Fewer Than 30 Cohort

Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.

e
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School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

Graduation Rate

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Accountability Status for In Good Standing
This Indicator (2010-11)

Accountability Measures lof1l Student groups making AYP in graduation rate

/ Made AYP

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

Graduation Objectives
Student Group Met Graduation State Progress Target
{2005 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort) AYP Criterion Rate Standard 2009~10 2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (224) v v 98% 80%

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (O)

Multiracial (0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (10} -

Economically Disadvantaged (6) -

Final AYP Determination v 10f1

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (118) 99% 80%
Male (106) 96% 80%
Migrant (0)
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
v MadeAYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
) 4 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 2005 total cohort
through June 2010 (after 5 years) for this school is 98% and, therefore, this school did meet this goal. The

aspirational goal does not impact accountability.

February 5, 2011
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Overview of School Performance

School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

Summaryof 2009-10
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 2006 Total
scored at or above Level 3 Cohort
Secondary Level 0% 50% 100%
English 100% I 267
T . ————— Sy

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

_About the Performance

Level Descriptors

Level 1: Not Meeting Learning Standards.

Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level. ,

Level 2: Partially Meeting Learning Standards.
Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level

Level 3: Meeting Learning Standards.

Student performance demonstrates an understanding
of the content expected in the subject and grade level

Level 4 Meeting Learning Standards with Distinction.

_ Student performance demonstrates a thorough

understanding of the content expected in the subject
and 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 ¢
Stote’s Schools at www.pl2.nysed.gov/irts.

in this section, this school’s performance is compared with -
that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School iD 26-14-01-06-0010

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 tevel{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%99% 100% 99% 98% 98% 97% 98%
80% 82%
S W8 2006 Cohort
EZ R ® 2005 Cohort
Results by 2006 Cohort 2005 Cohort™
Number Percentage scoring at level{s): Number Percentage scoring at level{s):
St“dent GI"OUP of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 267 100% 100% 80% 224 99% 99% 82%
e en e oen e em e e eemsos SR A 100% ¥y 99N B BTRRINS | .....] e — 99% | 1899% MW00%
Male 140 100% 100% 74% 106 98% 98% 4%
AMerican INAIAN OF AlaSKa OtV e oo et eees e en e et et en e es e s oot et em e e
Black or African American 6 oo e B 200% | 100% 50%
Hispanicortatino o esmmieasgn | R BT T
Asian or Native
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Istander .. WO 2 o o ot ettt 10ttt S
e em e e et e 234 ... 100% . 100% . .B1% . . . ....205. ... . 9% ....99% . .83% . .
Multiracial e
e 1 o .......... 1 00% ...... 1 00%40% ..........................................................................
General-Education Students . 253 ..... 1 OO% __100%_ 84% 214 99% 99% 86%
Studentsw;tthsabmnes ......................... R 166% ..... 93% 7%10100%100% ......... 0% .......
G O 287 100%,...100%, ... ..80% . .....224 . .. 99%....... 99%......82% ...
Limited English Proficient
Economically Disadvantaged .. s SOOROUOINUR ol . o St 11 13 I TN 6.....100% 100%  17% . . .
Not Disadvantaged 263 = . = 218 99% 99% 84%
L U OO O OROTTC RSN v o ol S SAUOUOUORTITOORRTPRTITRE: ;) 1o by 0 SOt s
Not Migrant 267 100%  100% 80% 224 99% 99% 82%
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
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.

** 2005 cohort data are those reported in the 2008~0g Accountability and Overview Report.
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Overview of School Performance

School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School iD 26-14-01-06-0010

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

99% 100% 98% 99% 98% 99% 97% 98%
S 84% 83% 79% 7
7%
67% (2% .
& H B 2006 Cohort ‘

% ¥ ¥ 2005 Cohort 30% 30%

-

i 80

Results by 2006 Cohort 2005 Cohort**

Number Percentage scoring at level(s): Number Percentage scoring at level(s}:
St“dent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 267 99% 98% 67% 224 100% 99% 72%
Female e 127 . 99% . ...98% .BO0% ...l 118 100%231-98% g1 87 3%
Male 140 99% 99% 74% 106 99% 99% 71%
American Indian or Alaska Native e R LN
Black or African American e T T T 8 ... 200% (INBB% =4 12594
His.paﬁic or Latin'o 4 - i W '

Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander. .. 23 ETRANERRRT NBRAAC OO €101 0 ol
Rt e 234 . 99% ...98% . .68% . . .......205 . 100% 99% T4% ...
Multiacial e R SEREE AE
Small Group Totals 10 90% 90% 20%

e s 233 9% =Mt8% Py 2R 10096 K=y Qs T 4% o
Students with Disabilities 14 100% 93% 7% 10 100% 100% 30%
English Proficient . 287 ... 99%....... 98%.......! 67%..............224 . ...200% . 99%. . . ..72%. ...
Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged ... o SUUUUN BT 4 gt Clr S R 6. 100% . .100% . . 17% . ..
Not Disadvantaged 263 - - = 218 100% 99% 73%

Lo L OO O R UUPOTOUPUUUUTPPURORUURU. o<1l b Lt | AU JOVOUURUOUORRRORNPUUOURL e 3 L/ DA 00 1 M 214 20 sk LR
Not Migrant 267 99% 98% 67% 224 100% 99% 72%
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 disabitities who reached their seventeenth birthday in that
year, and were enrolled in the school/district for five manths. Students are excluded from the cohort if they transferred to another schoot district, nonpublic school, or criminal
justice facility, or left the U.S. and its territories or died before the report date. Statewide total cohort alse includes students who were enrolled for fewer than five months.

** 2005 cohort data are those reported in the 2008-0g Accountability and Overview Report.
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School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

Principal KARL THIELKING

Telephone (585) 267-1602

Grades 9-12

Regents Exams

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Jotal 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 2009-10 246 100% 100% 86% 223 100% 100% 92% 23 100% 96% 30%

2008-09 268 100% 99% T79% 249 100% 100% = 84% 19 100% 84% 16%
2007-08 217 100% 100% 82% 203 100% 100% 87% 14 100% 100% 14%

Mathematics B 2009~10 148 89% T76% 18% 139 91% T78% 19% 9 56% 33% 0%
2008~09 240 91% 83% 35% 232 92% 84% 36% 8 50% 25% 13%
2007-08 196 94% 87% 40% 192 - = = 4 - e =
Integrated Algebra 2009-10 138 100% 99% 36% 117 100% 99% 42% 21 100% 95% 5%

2008-09 184 99% 97T% 43% 170 100% ’99% 46% 14 86% b64% 7%
2007-08 66 94% 91% 9% 42 B8% 98% 10% 24 88% T9%% 8%

Geometry 2009-10 252 9%% 97% 53% 236 100% 99% 57% 16 924% T75% 0%
2008-09 151 100% 98% 70% 143 100% 99% T74% 8 100% 88% 0%
2007-08 N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A N/A N/A' N/A  N/A
Trigonometry 2009-10 142 96% 91% 64% 142 96% 91% 64% 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
2007-08 N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A N/A N/JA  N/A  N/A N/A- N/A N/A  N/A

Global History 2009-10 249 98% 98% T77% 237 98% 98% 80% 12 100% 92% 25%
and Geography 2008-09 243 99% 97% 81% 219 100% 100% 87% 24 88% T5% 29%

2007-08 272 100% 98% 71% 249 100% 99% 75% 23 96% B87% 26%
U.s. History 2009-10 246 100% 100% 91% 222 100% 100% 95% 24 100% 96% 50%
and Government 2008-09 272 100% 99% 87% 253 100% 100% 91% 19 100% 95% 37%

2007-08 223 100% 100% 87% 206 100% 100% 91% 17 100% 100% 29%
Living Environment 2009-10 249 100% 100% 82% 230 100% 100% 84% 19 100% 100% 53%

2008-09 230 100% 100% 87% 218 100% 100% 90% 12 100% 100% 33%
2007-08 293 100% 100% 75% 264 100% 100% 81% 29 100% 100% 24%

Physical Setting/ 2009-10 172 9%% 99% 75% 158 99% 99% T77% 14 100% 100% 50%
Earth Science 2008-09 160 100% 98% 64% 144 100% 99% 67% 16 100% B81i% 38%
2007-08 143 100% 99%% 62% 127 100% 99% 68% 16 100% 100% 13%
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2009-10 187 100% 99% 39% 182 100% 99% 40% 5 100% 100% 0%
2008-09 228 100% 100% 47% 225 = £5 - 3 = = -
2007-08 169 100% 100% 36% 168 = - = 1 ir? = =
Physical Setting/Physics 2009-10 127 100% 94% 43% 126 = = < 1 = B -
2008-09 113 92% 87% 42% 113 92% 87% 42% 0
2007-08 118 99% 89% 49% 116 s = = 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 PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
School iD 26-14-01-06-0010

Regents Exams

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
TJotal  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 89 55 65 85 55 &5 85
Comprehensive French 2009-10 57 100% 100% 79% 56 - - - 1 - - -
2008~09 53 100% 100% 92% 50 - - - 3 - - -
2007-08 58 100% 100% 83% 57 - - - 1 ~ - -
Comprehensive German 2009-10 0 ‘ 0 0
2008-09 o] 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0]
Comprehensive Hebrew 2009-10 0 o] 0
2008-09 o] 0] 0
2007-08 0 o] 0
Comprehensive Italian 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 o] 0 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Comprehensive Latin 2009-10 39 100% 97% 64% 37 - - - 2 - - -
2008-09 44 100% 100% 80% 42 - - - 2 - - -
2007-08 16 100% 100% 63% 16 100% 100% 63% 0
Comprehensive Spanish 2009~-10 130 100% 99% &7% 129 - - - 1 - -
2008-09 142 100% 100% T7% 139 - - - 3 - - -
2007-08 153 100% 99% 56% 148 100%  99% 57% 5 100% 100% 0%

NOTE
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. i 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 PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
School iD 26-14-01-06-0010

Regents Competency Tests

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Total Tested Percent Passing:  Total Tested Percent Passing:

Total Tested

Percent Passing:

Mathematics 2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Science 2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Reading 2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Writing 2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Global Studies 2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

U.S. History 2009-10
and Government 2008-09

O O OO0 O OO O OO O OO0 O O|» O O
O O OO0 O O|0O O OO O OO0 O OO0 O O

2007-08

O O OO0 O Oj0O O OO O O}j0 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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PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL

School iD 26-14-01-06-0010

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

All Students
Total

General-Education Students

Students with Disabilities

Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level:

Total
Tested in each performance level:

Percent of students scoring

Total
Tested in each performance level:

Percent of students scoring

Begin, Interm. Adv.

Prof,

Begin. interm. Adv,

Prof,

Begin. Interm. Adw.

Prof,

Listening 2009-10 0 0 0
and Speaking ;00809 0 0 0
{Grades K-1) 2007-08 0 o 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades K-1) 2007-08 0 0 o
Listening 2009-10 0] 0 0]
and Speaking  ,508-09 0 0 0
(Grades 2-4) 2007-08 0 0 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 2-4) 2007-08 0 0 0
Listening 2009-10 0 0 0
and Speaking  ,508-09 0 0 0
(Grades 5-6) 2007-08 0 0 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 5-6) 2007-08 [0] 0 0
Listening 2009-10 (o] 0 0]
and Speaking  ,508-09 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 4708 0 0 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) ;-8 0 0 0
Listening 2009-10 1 - - 1 - - 0
and Speaking  ;;08-09 0 0 0
(Grades g—12) 2007-08 1 .. _ 1 _ _ 0
Reading 2009~-10 1 - - 1 - - 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades g—12) 2007-08 1 _ " 1 _ _ 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 iD 26-14-01-06-0010

School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

4 Z

Elementary/Middle-Level Social Studies 2009-10

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at level: Tested scoring at level: Tested scoring at level:
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 1 2 3 4
Elementary 0 0 0
Level
Middle Level 0 0 0

2006 Total Cohort Performance on
Regents Exams After Four Years

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
=3 = ]
L Q [+

¢ £ c E t £

_g S Percentage of _% © Percentage of % B Percentage of

S & students scoring: G & students scoring: G S students scoring:

55-64 65-84 BS5~100 55~-64 65-8B4 85-100 55-64 65-84 B5-100
Global History 267 1% 25% 10% 253 0% 22% T4% 14 14% 19% T%
and Geography '
U.S. History 267 1% i1%  B88% 253 0% 8% 91% 14 7% Ti% 21%
and Government
Science 267 0% 21% 78% 253 0% 1% 82% 14 0% 93% 7%

New York State Alternate Assessments (NYSAA) 2009-10

All Students

Total Number of students scoring
Tested at Level:

1 2 3 4

Elementary Level The New York State Alternate Assessment (NYSAA)
Social Studies 0 is for students with severe cognitive disabilities. Results

- for students taking the NYSAA in English language arts,
M'df‘le Le\.rel mathematics, and science at the elementary and middle
Social Studies 0 levels are available in the Accauntability and Overview
Secondary Level Report part of The New York State Report Card.
English Language Arts 0
Mathematics 0
Social Studies 0
Science 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 groupls) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School PITTSFORD-MENDON HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0010

= i 7 -

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL 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 2009-10 265 : 250 15
2008-09 220 209 11
2007-08 253 235 18
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2009~10 262 99% 250 100% 12 80%
2008-09 219 100% 209 100% 10 91%
2007-08 250 99% 235 100% 15 B3%
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2009-10 190 72% 190 . 76% 0 0%
with Advanced Designation 2008-09 165 T5% 164 T8% 1 9%
2007-08 193 6% 188 80% 5 28%
Receiving an 2009-10 0 0 0
Individualized Education 2008-09 0 0 0
Program (IEP) Diploma 2007-08 0 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

Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage

of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students
Dropped Out 2009-10 1 0% 1 0% 0 0%
2008~09 2 0% 2 0% 0 0%
2007-08 2 0% 1 0% 1 1%
Entered Approved High 2009-10 o] 0% o 0% 0 0%
School Equivalency 2008-09 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Preparation Program 2007-08 0 0% 0 O% 0 0%
Total Noncompleters 2009~10 1 0% - 1 0% 0 0%
2008-09 2 0% 2 0% 0 0%
2007-08 2 0% 1 0% 1 1%

Post-secondary Plans of 2009~10 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 198 5% 193 7% 5 33%
To 2-year College 43 16% 35 14% 8 53%
To Other Post-secondary 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To the Military 0 0% 0] 0% 0 0%
To Employment 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To Adult Services 0 0% 0] 0% 0 0%
To Other Known Plans 1 0% 1 - 0% 0 0%
Plan Unknown 23 9% 21 8% 2 13%
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School iD 26-14-01-06-0010

Financial Information

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

2009—-10 Estimated Percentage of Students
from Families Receiving Public Assistance

1-10%

February 5, 2011
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This School’'s Report Card

The New York State School Report Card is an important part
of the Board of Regents’ effort to raise learning standards forall
students. It providesinformation 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
reportcard onaschool’s strengths and weaknesses can be used
toimprove 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
New York State Education Department
Room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.gov

February 5, 2011

School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH
SCHOOL

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

Principal LIZ KONAR

Telephone (585) 267-1102

Grades 9-12

Use this report to:

Get School Profile
information.

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.

of School Performance.
This section has information about
the school’s performance on state
assessments in English, mathematics,
and science.

3 Review an Overview

Page 1



School iD 26-14-01-06-0006

School Profile

Shie

School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL

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

and teacher qualifications.

Enrollment

2007-08

2008-09

2009-10

Pre-K

Kindergarten

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

Ungraded Elementary

Grade 7

ojlolJ]oitolo|o|]o|OolOj0O | O

Grade 8

oOjo|loioj0o |00 |O0]O}| O} O

oOojlo|j]ojolojlo|lo]joijOol O] O©

Grade 9 251

252

274

Grade 10 249

255

252

Grade 11 248

245

252

Grade 12 245

254

246

Ungraded Secondary 0

Total K-12 993

1006

1024

Average Class Size

2007-08

2008-09

2009-10

Common Branch

Grade 8

Engtlish

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Grade 10

English 20

21

21

Mathematics 23

23

23

Science 18

13

13

Social Studies 22

22

22

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Enrolilment
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
enroilment. Students who attend BOCES on

a full-time basis or who are placed fult time
by the district in an out-of-district placement
are not included in a school's enroliment.
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.

Page 2



School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

Demographic Factors

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
# % # % # %
Eligible for Free Lunch 30 39 30 39% 32 3%
Reduced-Price Lunch 10 1% 10 1% 14 1%
Student Stability* 949% 98% 100%
Limited English Proficient 4 0% 3 0% 2 0%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Black or African American 35 4% 26 39 21 29
Hispanic or Latino 9 1% 7 1% 7 1%
Asian or Native 67 7% 66 7% 83 8%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 877 88% 907 90% 907 89%
Multiracial 4 0% 0 0% 6 1%
* Available only at the school tevel.
-

Attendance and Suspensions

2006-07 2007~08 2008-09

# % # % # %

Annual Attendance Rate 96% 96% 93%
Student Suspensions 49 5% 33 3% 16 2%

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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 enrotled in
School A last year, the stability rate for the school is
g2 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 schoot 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.

Page 3
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School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

Teacher Qualifications

School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Number of Teachers 80 80 80
Percent with No Valid o o o

%

Teaching Certificate 0% 0% 0%
PercenF jl'eaghmg Out 0% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Than 3% 3% 1%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master’s Degree o o o
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate 28% 23% 25%
Totat Number of Core Classes 266 255 253
Percent Not Taught by Highly o o
Qualified Teachers in This School 0% 0% 0%
Percgrﬁ Not Taught‘by H‘ighlly . 1% 0% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 10% 8% 6%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly .
Qualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 1%
Statewide
Total Number of Classes 397 387 381
Percent Taught by Teaghers Without 0% 0% 1%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 40% 17% 40%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 12% 10% 11%
Staff Counts

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Other Professional Staff 6 6 7
Total Paraprofessionals™® N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 2 2 2
Principals 1 1 1

* Not available at the schoot levetl.

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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
Quualified, 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 guartiles,
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 hetween buildings within a district are
reported on the district report only.

Page 4



Schoot PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
School |D 26-14-01-06-0006

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 2009-10, 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/irts/accountability/

1 EnglishlLanguage Arts(ELA)

M School Accountability

District PITTSFORD 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 2009~10

B Performance Criterion

At the elementary/middle level, the Performance Index

(P1) of each group with 30 ar 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 2006 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

in each accountability group with 40 or more students
must have taken an English examination that meets the
students’ graduation requirement.

Pt 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 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 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort in the
All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12th Graders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2009~10
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 numbersin the
parentheses after the subgroup label on the secondary-level
ELA and mathematics pages.

2006 Cohort

The count of students in the 2006 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 2006 school accountability 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, who were enrolled on October 7, 2009
and did 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, 2010, are not included in the 2006 school
accountability cohort. The 2006 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 Enroliment

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,
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.

February 5, 2011

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. 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/irts.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2005 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

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 2009-10 school year, this cohort is
the 2005 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2005 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere
inthe 2005-06 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2005-06 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/irts/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2009-10,
data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 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 PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

District PITTSFORD 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 2009-10, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2008~09 and 2009-10 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 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 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 3 and 4) +
Count 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/irts.

Progress Targets

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 2009-10 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2008-09 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 2009-10 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [{80 — percentage of the 2004 cohort earning
a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2008) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2004 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2008.

Progress Targets are provided for groups whose Pi (for science)
or graduation rate {for graduation rate) is below the State
Standard.

February 5, 2011

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 2009-10 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2008-09 Pl + (200 — the 2008-09 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 2009-10 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.

StateStandard

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 2009-10, 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
equalto 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 2006
cohort (for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2009-10, data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2006 cohort membersin the
All Students group in 2009-10, 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 notincluded in the count.
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School Accountability
School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HiIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26~14-01-06-0006

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 school in 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 schoolis identified with a category withina
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 notin Good Standing,

see http://www.pl2.nysed.gov/nyc/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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2 Sch‘dol-'A¢Cbuntability .

School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

District PITTSFORD 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; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
{year 1) in the current 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; or a
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 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.

Pending — A school's status is “Pending” if the school requires special evaluation procedures and they have not yet been completed.

February 5, 2011
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‘School Accountability

School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

Summary
Overall Accountability in Good Standing
Status (2010—11) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA ELA In Good Standing
Math Math in Good Standing
QT Lo e 'é't;r'\ai'r;é .......................
Title | Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
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 v v v
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
.B. 1ack or Afr ' CanAme” Can ............................................................................................. e S
.‘_.‘ 'Spamc Or Latmo ...................................................................................................... _ ..................... _ ...........................................
.pl S‘ an OrNatNe Hawa” an/o ther . pa cmc ...............................................................................................................................................
Istander - -
wmte ..................................................................................................................... / .................. / ........................................
Multiracial
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities - -
Lm“t EdEn g“ Sh P rof|c| ent ........................................................................................... e S
EconomlcallyDysadvantaged ......................................................................................... s S
Student groups makin
AYP in e:ch s:bject ° v 20f2 v 20f2 viof1
AYP Status
v Made AYP

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

— Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status
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3 School Accountability

School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

Secondary-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountability Measures 20of 2 Student groups making AYP in English language arts
\/ 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 Sate Harbor Target
{12th Graders: 2006 Cohort} Status Criterion Tested Criterion index AMO 2009-10 2010-1
Accountability Groups
All Students (247:239) v v 100% v 197 170
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
BlackorAfr lcanAmencan (57) ............. s s IR s o
. ‘Spamc - Latmo (33) ....................... s B e e e
AsranorNatlveHawauan/OtherPacmc — .............. — ....................... ‘ e — .................... - v eanae _ _ ...........
Islander {17:16)
Whlte(222213) ............................. / ............ / 100% .......... / 199 ......... R 1 é‘é ..............................................
Multlramal(oo) ................................................................. v AU AP, ST PP O os SO PP PP PP
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (23:21) - - - - - - -
leltedEngllshProfICIent(22) .............. e e ereenens e SRR R EE IR
EconomlcallyDlsadvantaged(1112) ....... R s RS B s e
Final AYP Determination v 20f2
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (127:120) 99% 198 168
Male(120119)100% .......................... 1 97 ..... 167 ..............................................
" gra - .(.0. o) ............................................................................... e ens B T PN P PP
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
“/‘;_ Made AYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

+*" Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
) 4 Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 12% Graders/
Fewer Than 30 Cohort

Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.

Fr
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3 School AcCo-uhta'b'i_lity S

School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

Secondary-Level Mathematics

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountabi[ity Measures 2 of 2 Student groups making AYP in mathematics
v Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group perform on
secondary-level mathematics accountability measures?

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage  Met Performance  Effective Safe Harbor Target
{12th Graders: 2006 Cohort) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2009-10 2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (247:239) v v 100% v 200 166
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native {0:0)
BlackorAfncanAmencan (57) ............. s RS s s e
H|span|c or Latmo (33) ....................... e e s s s
As’anOrNatweHawa”an/mherpacmc_ .............. _ ....................... _ ............ — .................. . ’ ........ _ — .......

Islander (17:16)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities {23:21) - - - - - - -
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|csent(22) .............. s s R e RN B NE SRR
EconomlcallyDlsadvantaged(1112) ....... RS e SREUTER s R R
Final AYP Determination v 20f2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (127:120) 100% 200 164

Male(120119) ................................................................. 100%200 ...... 1 63 ..............................................

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols

v/ Made AYP

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

— Fewer Than 40 12" Graders/
Fewer Than 30 Cohort

¥ Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

February 5, 2011

NoTEe: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
used on this page.
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School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

Graduation Rate

Accountability Status for In Good Standing
This Indicator (2010-11)

Accountability Measures 1of1 Student groups making AYP in graduation rate

/ Made AYP

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

Graduation Objectives
Student Group Met Graduation State Progress Target
(2005 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort) AYP Criterion Rate Standard 2009-10 201011
Accountability Groups
AUl Students (247) v v 98% 80%

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0)

Multiracial {Q)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities {28) - — -

Economically Disadvantaged (9) - - -

Final AYP Determination / 1lof1l

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (116} 99% 80%
Male {131) 98% 80%
o T L
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 2005 total cohort
through June 2010 (after 5 years) for this school is 99% and, therefore, this school did meet this goal. The
aspirational goal does not impact accountability.
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School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

Summaryof 2009-10
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.

Secondary Level

Percentage of students that 2006 Total
scored at or above Level 3 Cohort

0% 50% 100%

English

Mathematics

February 5, 2011

Overview of School Performance

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Aboutthe Performance

Level Descriptors

Level 1: Not Meeting Learning Standards.

Student performance does not demonstrate an
understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level

Level 2: Partially Meeting Learning Standards.
Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level.

Level 3: Meeting Learning Standards.

Student performance demonstrates an understanding
of the content expected in the subject and grade level.

Level 4: Meeting Learning Standards with Distinction.

‘Student performance demonstrates a thorough

understanding of the content expected in the subject
and 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 Legisiature on the Educational Status of the

State’s Schools at www.pl2.nysed.gov/irts.

In this section, this school’s performance is compared with
that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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Overview of School Performance

School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School 1D 26-14-01-06-0006

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 levells):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3—-4 4

989% 100% 989, 100% 98% 98% 97% 98%

76% 82% 769% B1% 82% B1% 79% 779
W MW 2006 Cohort : '
# B & 2005 Cohort 3 2% 32_%
:
Results by 2006 Cohort 2005 Cohort**
Number Percentage scoring at level(s}): Number Percentage scoring at level(s}):
StUdent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2w4 3-4 4
All Students 250 98% 98% 76% 247 100% 100% 82%
et em ot cer et cer o erEeer e e E 98% ...98%  BO% . ......A16 : 100% ,,.100%  91% .
Male 121 98% 98% 2% 131 100% 100% T4%
American Indian or Alaska Native e e el AR
Black or African American 8 - = = 8 - =~ &
'!:i'i;;;a'r'{i'c:“&{rnl'.éii'ﬁ'é ........................................... g R s Sty SRR s e
R L
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Istander . . ... .. 1 .? ........... ?‘.".%.) ....... 94%81% ..................... 8100%100%88% .......
e e e 222 ... 99%......99%, . TT% . ......229 0 100%  .100% 83% .
L OO UTOUPTOUTOURPUOTOP A o Bk ORI 1 NUOUOTORRUUUUOURAC A L 7 oI A
Small Group Totals 12 83% 83% 50% 10 100%  100% 80%
General-Education Students ... = SIS, NI T 00700 L
Students with Disabilities 22 86%  B6%  27% 28 100%  100% _ 39%
English Proficient e 2AT T i, T, 287 100% 100% 82%.......
Limited English Proficient 3 = = =
Economically Disadvantaged ... 12 ... 100%. ....100% .: 33% 9. 100% . .100%  36% . ..
Not Disadvantaged 238 98% 98% 8% 238 100% 100% 83%
OO O OO OO OO OTOUOOTUTUORO: SNt & i o -SOTOTUOTUOTO OO OTROTOTOOTTTUUOTRS = . - Gt MO
Not Migrant 250 98% 98% 76% 247 100%  100% 82%
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 atl 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 atso includes students who were enrolled for fewer than five months.

~* 2005 cohort data are those reported in the 2008-0g Accountability and Overview Report.
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Overview of School Performance

School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

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

100%100% 99% 100% 98% 99% 97% 98%
63% Wit :
MWW 2006 Cohort
% ® B 2005 Cohort SOaEE D
Results by 2006 Cohort 2005 Cohort**
Number Percentage scoring at level(s): Number Percentage scoring at tevel(s):

StUdent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 250 100% 99% 63% 247 100% 100% 74%
Female e s 129 ...% 100%3. 1985 IR 60% DX ... . 99% 11993 1IN TE% v
Male 121 100% 100% 65% 131 100%  100% 71%
American Indian or Alaska NATIVE e ettt er et et eer s ettt
Black or African American BT T i 8 ... Ayt AR Lk & AR
Hispanic or Latino 4. SRR G A 2 A0 e R
Asian or Native
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Istander ... 16 L ERORIN TP B 00 ORI
e B e S A 222 . 100% ... 100% . 63% . . . .....229 . .100%  100%  76% .
e U OOPUUUPPPPDPURUORURRRS ) - Rsc LM s i ot Ut Yot ROUROUUUOUOVOITUN 1 s ees St 1 A
Small Group Totals 12 100% B3% 42% 10 100% __ 100% 50%
General-Education Students .. 228 ..k 100% JNA00%easny ST 2 . ....21% ... 100% e 10086 w3 07 9% wf |
Students with Disabilities 22 100% 95% 18% 28 96% 96% 39%
English Proficient el 247 ... M lRleRne S T 247 100% 100% 4% ...
Limited English Proficient 3 2 L B
Economically Disadvantaged . . 12 ... 100% ...100% . .25% ... ... 9.......100%  100%  33% ...
Not Disadvantaged 238 100% 99% 65% 238 100%  100% 76%
Lo L L ST UPROTORTOUIUTR 1414t Sl 4 o oy ROV <1 s doll s AN Y v £ A o
Not Migrant 250 100% 99% 63% 247 100%  100% 74%
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 smatlest 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 enrotled for fewer than five months.

** 2005 cohort data are those reported in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Report.
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School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH
SCHOOL

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

Principal LIZ KONAR

Telephone (585) 267-1102

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 5% €5 85
Comprehensive English 2009-10 249 100% 99% 82% 225 100% 100% B6% 24 100% B88% 42%

2008-09 249 100% 100% T77% 226 100% 100% 81% 23 100% 100% 30%
2007-08 245 100% 100% 82% 214 100% 100% 88% 31 100% 97% 39%

Mathematics B 2009-10 133 94% 80% 23% 124 94% 82% 24% 9 100% 56% 0%
2008-09 174 95% 87%  24% 160 96% 88% 26% 14 86% B6% 0%
2007-08 222 95% 87% 37% 204 95% B8%% 40% 18 94% 67% 6%

Integrated Algebra 2009-10 160 98% 93% 37% 127 100% 99% 43% 33 88% T70% 12%
2008-09 208 100% 98% 38% 182 99% 99% 42% 26 100% 92% 4%

2007-08 84 99% 90% 13% 59 98% 93% 15% 25 100% 84% 8%

Geometry 2009-10 236 100% 98% 57% 220 100% 99% 60% 16 94% 88% 19%
2008-09 154 99% 97% 60% 141 9%% 98% 63% 13 100% 92% 23%
2007-08 N/A  N/A  N/JA  N/A N/A - N/A  N/A  N/A N/A N/JA  N/A  N/A
Trigonometry 2009-10 140 96% 94% 65% 132 96% 95% 66% 8 100% BB% 50%

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
2007-08 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 2009-10 251 99% 97% 76% 221 100%  99% 81% 30 90% 80% 40%
and Geography 2008-09 259 99% 97% TT% 230 100% 99% 82% 29 97% 83% 38%

2007-08 245 100% 98% 69% 221 100% 98%% T76% 24 96% 88% 13%
U.S. History 2009-10 248 100% 99% 8T% 224 100% 100% 90% 24 100% 88% 63%
and Government 2008-09 251 100% 100% 84% 229 100% 100% B88% 22 100% 100% 45%

2007-08 250 100% 100% 88% 218 100% 100% 92% 32 100% 100% 59%
Living Environment 2009-10 257 100% 100% 77% 229 100% 100% 82% 28 100% 96% 43%

2008-09 230 100% 100% 80% 206 100% 100% 84% 24 100% 100% 42%
2007-08 282 100% 99% 72% 251 100% 100% 77% 31 100% 97% 32%

Physical Setting/ 2009-10 176 98% 96% 61% 148 99% 97% 65% 28 96% 93% 39%
Earth Science 2008-09 173 100% 97% 53% 149 100% 98% 57% 24 100% 88% 29%
2007-08 159  97% 94% 35% 138 99% 95% 36% 21 90% 90% 29%
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2009-10 172 100% 99% 54% 165 100% 99% 55% 7 100% 100% 43%
2008-09 226 100% 100% 67% 217 100% 100% 69% 9 100% 100% 22%
2007-08 151 100% 100% ©67% 146 100% 100% 67% 5 100% 100% 60%
Physical Setting/Physics 2009~10 126 98% 90% 48% 122 = - = 4 - - -
2008-09 74 99% 93% 51% T2 o =5 = 2 i T -
2007-08 105 98% 92% 60% 102 & s = 3 = 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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School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

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 B85
Comprehensive French 2009-10 55 100% 100% 84% 53 - - - 2 - - -
2008-09 51 100% 98% Ti% 51 100% 98% 71% 0
2007-08 57 100% 100% 79% 57 100% 10(3% 79% o]
Comprehensive German 2009-10 (O 0 0
2008-09 0] 0] 0]
2007-08 0 o 0
Comprehensive Hebrew 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0] 0] 0
2007-08 0 0 0
Comprehensive italian 2009~10 o] 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
2007-08 0] 0] 0
Comprehensive Latin 2009-10 35 100% 100% 74% 33 - - - 2 - - -
2008-09 47 100% S8% 91% 46 - - - 1 - - -
2007-08 20 100% 100% 75% 19 - - - 1 - -
Comprehensive Spanish 2009-10 110 9%% 97% 62% 105 99% 98% 63% 5 100% 80%
2008-09 122 100% 100% 71% 115 100% 100% 73% 7 100% 100% 43%
2007-08 130 100% 9%% 63% 123 100% 9%% 653% 7T 100% 100% 29%

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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Regents Competency Tests
All Students
Total Tested

-

School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
School 1D 26-14-01-06-0006

-

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

Percent Passing:  Total Tested

Percent Passing:  Total Tested

Percent Passing:

Mathematics

2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Science

2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Reading

2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Writing

2009~10
2008-09
2007-08

Global Studies

2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

U.S. History
and Government

2009-10
2008-09
200708

O = Ol O OO O O|0O0 O O O OO O O

O = OO O O]J]O O OO O O|0O O O|O0O O ©

O O OO0 O Oj0O © O|O O O|=w O OO OO 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 smatlest group{s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School 1D 26-14-01-06-0006

Second Language Proficiency Examinations
All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

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

French 2009-10
2008-09

2007-08

German 2009-10
2008-09

2007-08

italian 2009~10
2008-09

2007-08
Latin 2009-10

2008-09
2007-08

Spanish 2009-10
2008-09

O O O O OO0 O OO O OO0 O O
O O O O OO0 O 0O O O|0 O O
O O Ofj»w O O O OO0 O OO0 O ©

2007-08

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 PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

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

All Students
Total

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

General-Education Students

Students with Disabilities

Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level:

Total
Tested in each performance level:

Percent of students scoring

Total

Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level:

Begin, Interm. Adv.

Prof,

Begin. Interm, Adv.

Prof,

Begin. interm, Adv.  Prof.

Listening 2009~10 0 0 0
and Speaking  ,508-0g 0 0 0
(Grades K-1) 2007-08 o o o
Reading 2009~-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 o} 0 0
(Grades K-1) ./ o8 0 0 0
Listening 2009~-10 0 0 0
and Speaking ;40309 0 o} 0
(Grades 2-4) 2007-08 0 0 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 2-4) 2007-08 0 0 0
Listening 2009-10 0 0 0
and Speaking  ,,08..0g 0 0 0
(Grades 5-6)  0/-08 0 0 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 5-6) 2007-08 0 0 0
Listening 2009-10 (] 0 (]
and Speaking  ,508..09 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 57-08 0 0 0
Reading 2009-10 0 0 0
and Writing 2008-09 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 2007-08 0 0 0
Listening 2009-10 2 - - - - 2 - - 0
and Speaking ,508-09 2 - - - - 2 - - - o}
(Grades g-12) 3 - - - - 3 - - 0
Reading 2009-10 2 - - - - 2 - - 0
and Writing 2008-09 2 - . - - 2 - - 0
(Grades 9—12) 200708 3 - . o " 3 - - - 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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District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School 1D 26-14-01-06-0006

Elementary/Middle-Level Social Studies 2009-10

All Students Generai-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at level: Tested scoring at level: Tested scoring at level:
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 kS 2 3 4
Elementary 0 0 0
Level
Middle Level 0 0 0

2006 Total Cohort Performance on
Regents Exams After Four Years

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
€ =3 c
QL [+¥] D
v £ v E v E
25 Percentage of £ T Percentage of 23 Percentage of
S & students scoring: S& students scoring: S& students scoring:
55~64 65-84 85-100 55-64 65-84 B5-100 55-64 65-84 B5-100
Global History 250 0% 27% 68% 228 0% 23% 73% 22 5% 6B% 14%
and Geography
U.S. History 250 0% 16% 82% 228 0% 13% B86% 22 0%  45% 41%
and Government '
Science 250 0% 25% T4% 228 0% 21%  79% 22 0% 68% 23%

New York State Alternate Assessments (NYSAA) 2009-10
All Students

Total Number of students scoring
Tested at Level:

1 2 3 4

Elementary Level The New York State Alternate Assessment (NYSAA)
Social Studies 0 is for students with severe cognitive disabilities. Results

N for students taking the NYSAA in English language arts,
M'd'dle Le\‘lel mathematics, and science at the elementary and middle
Social Studies 0 levels are available in the Accountability and Overview
Secondary Level Report part of The New York State Report Card.
English Language Arts 0
Mathematics 0
Social Studies 0
Science 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 groupls) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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Schooi PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0006

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 2009-10 242 221 21
2008-09 247 219 28
2007-08 236 205 31
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2009-10 236 98% 217 98% 19 90%
2008-09 242 98% 216 99% 26 93%
2007-08 224 95% 197 96% 27 B7%
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2009-10 183 76% 176 80% 7 33%
with Advanced Designation 2008-09 178 72% 176 80% 2 7%
2007-08 171 2% 165 80% 6 19%
Receiving an 2009-10 0 0 0
Individualized Education 2008-09 0 0 0
Program (IEP) Diploma 2007-08 0 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
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students
Dropped Out 2009-10 4 0% 3 0% 1 1%
2008-09 1 0% 0 0% 1 1%
2007-08 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Entered Approved High 2009-10 1 0% 1 0% 0 0%
School Equivalency 2008-09 1 0% 0 0% 1 1%
Preparation Program 2007-08 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Total Noncompleters 2009-10 5 0% 4 0% 1 1%
2008-09 2 0% 0 0% 2 2%
2007-08 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Post-secondary Plans of 2009-10 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 192 79% 183 83% 9 43%
To 2-year College 36 15% 29 13% 7 33%
To Other Post-secondary 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To the Military 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To Employment 3 1% 1 0% 2 10%
To Adult Services 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To Other Known Plans 6 2% 6 3% 0 0%
Plan Unknown 5 204 2 1% 3 14%
- = - ~
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School PITTSFORD SUTHERLAND HIGH SCHOOL
School 1D 26-14-01-06-0006

Financial Information

200g9-10 Estimated Percentage of Students 1-10%
from Families Receiving Public Assistance
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This School’'s Report Card

The New York State School Report Card isanimportant part
of the Board of Regents’ effortto raise learning standards forall
students. It provides information to the publicon theschool’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
reportcard onaschool’s strengths and weaknesses canbe used
toimproveinstruction and servicesto 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
New York State Education Department
Room 863 EBA

Albany, NY 12234

Email: dataquest@mail.nysed.qov

February 5, 2011

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL
DISTRICT

School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

Principal ROGER DEBELL

Telephone (585) 267-1702

Grades K-5

Use this report to:

Get School Profile
information.

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 an Overview
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 THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL
School D 26-14-01-06-0009

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

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Pre-K 0 0 0
Kindergarten 83 83 79
Grade 1 79 81 91
Grade 2 92 84 81
Grade 3 80 93 85
Grade 4 85 80 99
Grade 5 109 87 78
Grade 6 0 0 0
uUngraded Elementary 0 0 0
Grade 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 0 0
Total K-12 528 508 513
Average Class Size

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Common Branch 23 21 21
Grade 8
English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Grade 10

English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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 THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

Demographic Factors

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
# % # % %
Eligible for Free Lunch 7 29 14 3% 10 2%
Reduced-Price Lunch 5 1% 1 0% 5 1%
Student Stability* 94% 97% 5%
Limited English Proficient & 1% 3 1% 3 1%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0% ) 0% o 0%
Black or African American 17 39% 18 4% 13 3%
Hispanic or Latino 16 39 9 29 15 39%
Asian or Native 43 8% 50 10% 42 8%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 452 B6% 426 84% 436 85%
Multiracial 0 0% 5 1% 7 1%
+ Available only at the school level.
-

Attendance and Suspensions

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09

# % # % %

Annual Attendance Rate 96% 97% 100%
Student Suspensions 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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 schoot

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
g2 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 THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

Teacher Qualifications

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Number of Teachers 39 34 33
Percent with No Valid 5 o o
Teaching Certificate 0% 0% 0%
Percenft jl'ea;hlng Qut 0% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Than 8% 6% 3%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master's Degree o o
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate 13% 18% 18%
Total Number of Core Classes 47 39 32
Percent Not Taught by Highly o o o
Qualified Teachers in This School 0% 0% 0%
Percent Not Taught by Highly 1% 0% 0%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 10% 8% 6%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in Low-Poverty Schoois 1% 1% 1%
Statewide
Total Number of Classes 93 73 73
Percent Taught by .Tea'chers Without 0% 0% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 25% 40% 25%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 11% 21% 15%
Staff Counts

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Total Other Professional Staff 5 3 3
Total Paraprofessionals*® N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 0 0 0
Principals 1 1 1

* Not available at the school level.

February 5, 2011

District PITTSFORD 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

Iinformation

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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B School Accountability

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

Understanding How Accountability
Worksin New York State

The federat 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 2009-10, 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/irts/accountability/

1 EnglishLanguage Arts(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 Performance Criterion
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 {PI) of each group with 30 or more continuously enrolled
periodin each group with 40 or more students must be tested students must equal or exceed its Fffective 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 2006 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 2009-10 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 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 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort in the
All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 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 2005 graduation-rate total cohort earning a local or
Regents diploma by August 31, 2009 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate Standard {80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target for that group.
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School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

“School Accountability

District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12th Graders

The count of 12th graders enrolled during the 2009-10
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.

2006 Cohort

The count of students in the 2006 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
FLA and mathematics. The 2006 school accountability 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, who were enrolled on October 7, 2009
and did 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, 2010, are not included in the 2006 schoot
accountability cohort. The 2006 district accountability cohort
consists of all students in each school accountability cohort ptus
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. Cohortis 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,
mathematics, and science. These are the second numbersin
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 {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. 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/irts.

Graduation Rate

The Graduation Rate on the Graduation Rate page is the
percentage of the 2005 cohort that earned a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2009.

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 2009-10 school year, this cohortis
the 2005 graduation-rate total cohort. The 2005 total cohort
consists of all students who first entered Grade 9 anywhere

in the 2005-06 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2005-06 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/irts/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2009-10,
data for 2008-09 and 2009-10 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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A SchoolAccountability

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

District PITTSFORD 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 2009-10, the participation
enrollment (“Total” or “12th Graders”) shown in the tables is the
sum of 2008-09 and 2009-10 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 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 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) +
Count of All Continuously Enrolled Tested Students]

Atthe 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/irts.

Progress Targets

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 200910 Science Progress Target is
calculated by adding one point to the 2008-09 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 2009-10 Graduation-Rate
Progress Target = [(B0 - percentage of the 2004 cohort earning
a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2008) x 0.20] +
percentage of the 2004 cohort earning a local or Regents
diploma by August 31, 2008.

Progress Targets are provided for groups whose P {for science)
or graduation rate (for graduation rate) is below the State
Standard.

February 5, 2011

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 2009-10 safe harbor targets
are calculated using the following equation:

2008-09 Pl + (200 — the 2008-09 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 200910 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 2009-10, 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 2006
cohort {for secondary-level ELA and mathematics) in the All
Students group in 2009-10, data for 2008-09 and 2009~10 for
accountability groups were combined to determine counts and
Performance Indices. For districts and schools with 30 or more
continuously enrolled students/2006 cohort members in the
All Students group in 200910, 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 THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

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
(thatis 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 notin Good Standing,

see http://www.p12.nysed.gov/nyc/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.

February 5, 2011 Page 8



3 School Accountability

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

District PITTSFORD 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; or a school that was designated as Corrective Action
(year 1) in the current 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; or a
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 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.

Pending — A school's status is “Pending” if the school requires special evaluation procedures and they have not yet been completed.

February 5, 2011
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School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2010-11) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA In Good Standing ELA
o e St.a.r.].d.i.r;g. Ty
D P L
Title | Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
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 v v V4
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
B[ackorAfncanAmencan .................... e R
;' |span|c Or Latmo ............................. ‘ ..................... ‘ ....................................................................................................................

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

Islander / /

Multiracial

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities - -

Economically Disadvantaged - -

Student groups making

AYP in each subject v3of3 v 303 Viof1
AYP Status

¢/ Made AYP
«°" Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target
x Did not make AYP

—_ Insufficient Number of Students
to Determine AYP Status
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3 school Accountability

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status In Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures 3 of 3 Student groups making AYP in English language arts
/ Mode ayp

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 fndex AMO 2009-10 2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (259:259) v v 100% v 193 148
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
BlackorAfncanAmencan(77) .............. s SRR s RS RRRRTUDRENS R
Hspanic o g (1212 e e e
;A;;a:wndz; l(\l3a::|\3/i)Hawanan/Other Pacific / _ - / 200 138
S (206206) ............................... ‘/ ............ ‘/ 100% ............ / ............... 1 92 ................ e
PO (00) .............................................................................................................. T P TSP
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (9:9) - - - - - - -
e B Bro et ) T
Einmically Bieadvaniased fioaal T s s e e B R R R TRE
Final AYP Determination / 3 0f 3
Non~-Accountability Groups
Female (136:136) 100% 195 146
Male(123123) 100%191 ................ 1 45 ..............................................
o gra - '('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
X Did not make AYP

_ Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.

b
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3 School Accountability

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status in Good Standing

for This Subject

(2010-11)

Accountability Measures 30f3 Student groups making AYP in mathematics
/ Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 2009-10 2010~
Accountability Groups
All Students (259:259) v v 100% v 198 128

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific /
islander (34:34)

.............................................................................................................................................................................................

Multiracial (0:0)
Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (9:9) - - - - - - —

Final AYP Determination ‘/ 3 of 3

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (136:136) 100% 199 126

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

::M Made AYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
M?de 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

e
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3 School Accountability

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

Elementary/Middle-Level Science
Accountability Status in Good Standing
for This Subject
(2010-11)
Accountability Measures 1of1 Student groups making AYP in science

/ Made AYP

How did students in each accountability group perform on
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 z009—10  2010-11
Accountability Groups ’
All Students (99:99) v Qualified v 100% v 199 100

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

Black or African American (3:3)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
islander (11:11) - - - - ~

.............................................................................................................................................................................................

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (1:1) - - - - - - -

.............................................................................................................................................................................................

Economically Disadvantaged (7:7) - - - - - - -

Final AYP Determination / lofl

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (50:50) 100% 198 100

............................................................................................................................................................................................

Migrant {0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
V' Made AP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

i AYP .
X Didnot make used on this page.
— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30

Continuous Enrollment
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Overview of School Performance

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

Summary of 2009-10 About the Performance
School Performance e

Level 1: Not Meeting Learning Standards.
Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics, Student performance does not demonstrate an
and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean understanding of the content expected in the subject
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2, and grade level.
Level 3, and Level 4. Performance on the State assessments in ELA and Level 2 Partially Meeting Learning Standards.
mathematics at the secondary levelis reported in terms of the percentage Student performance demonstrates a partial

understanding of the content expected in the subject
and grade level.

Level 3: Meeting Learning Standards.
Student performance demonstrates an understanding

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that Total of the content expected in the subject and grade level.
scored at or above Level 3 Tested Level 4. Meeting Learning Standards with Distinction.
Student performance demonstrates a thorough
English Language Arts 0% 50% 100% understanding of the content expected in the subject
: : : and grade level.
Grade 3 79% I 85 H Need/R Ca
.............................................................................................................. oware Nee esource ac
Grade 4 90% I a9 P lty
G . d . 5 ......................... 910/ .......................................................... 75 ........ (N!Rc) categoﬁ.‘ detemlned?
]
rade 2 Districts are divided into high, average, and low need
. categories based on their ability to meet the special
Mathematics needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
Grade 3 84% NN 85 the high need category are subdivided into four categories

.............................................................................................................. based on enroliment size and, in some cases, number

.............................................................................................................. of students per square mile. More information about

Grade 5 95% 75 the categories can be found in the Report to the Governor (
and the Legislature on the Educational Status of the

Science State’s Schools at m.p;z.nmd.mlm

I
In this section, this school’s performance is compared with
% I
Grade 4 X 99 that of the schoot district and public schools Statewide.
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Overview of School Performance

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

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

2010 Mean Score: 689 *Range:643-780 662-780 694-780
2009 Mean Score: 686  100%

99% 99% 93% 98% 99% 95%
- T9% o 80%
HEMN 2009-10 ] |
% B @ 2008-09 I I - 30% 37%
; : l 22% 22%
Number of Tested Students: 84 91 67 86 33 20 425 432 349 415 162 97
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):

StUdent Group Tested 2-4 X 3_3 ( )4 Tested 24 : 3_5 ( L
All Students 85 99% 79% 39% 92 99% 93% 22%
Female 46 100% 87% 41% 46 100% 98% 28%
Ma[e ............................................................. 39 ........... 97% ....... 69% ....... 36% ................... 46 ............ 98% ....... 89% ....... 15% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCkorAmcanAmencan ..................................... 3__ ............ cpuepbecooccne 3__ ............ Lo
H|span|corLatmo ............................................... B e, oty AR R RIS Dl AT G Lo e SRR
Asian or Native Hawalian/Other Pacifc sander 12 100%  '83% 7% g 100%  100% 3%
A s s o e e 99%; ....... 95% ....... 23% ........
Multlraaal .................................................................................................
sl G et " R 100%50% ..................... 5 .......... 100% ....... 60% ....... 20% ........
General-Education Students 81 ¥ . - 90 = = o=
StudentswnthD|sab|l|t|es .................................... R T e el B R Rk Oy oo
English Proficient 85 99% 9% 39% 92 99% 93% 22%
L'm‘t ed En gh sh Pr 0 ﬂc |e nt .............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 7 100% 86% 29%
NOtolsadvamaged ............................................ 83__ ............ g 85 ............ 99% ....... 94% ....... 21% ........
OO DUTOTUPUOTTOTOUTIONG s Il -5 SN . SOTOTRUTOUTUTUTRUVNRTN. KAl ..
Not Migrant 85 99% 79% 39% 92 99% 93% ‘ 22%
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 2009~-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level{s}: Total Number scoring at level(s}):
Tested 24 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment o 0
(NYSAA): Grade 3 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
0 N/A N/A N/A o] N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 3 / / / 4 / /
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
. 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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.
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-l Overview of School Performance

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

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

2010 Mean Score: 703 *Range:661-770 684-770 707-770
2009 Mean Score: 699  100%

99% 99% 98% 99% 99% 98%
© o 84% g 88% o
M NN 2009-10 o ;
% B & 2008-09 359 36% 2k 44% 43%
- n 5 |

Number of Tested Students: 84 91 71 90 30 33 429 439 381 432 192 192
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group e S

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 85 99% 84% 35% 92 99% 98% 36%
Female 46 98% 85% 33% 46 100% 100% 39%

Small Group Totals 8 100% 100% 25% 5 100% 100% 20%
General-Education Students 81 = = = 90 - - -
Studentswnhmsabmt;es ...................................... 4__ ............ 001 TR 2_— ............ A
English Proficient 85 99% 84% 35% 92 99% 98% 36%

anlt Ed Eng“ Sh Proﬂc |e nt ............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 2 - - - 7 100% 100% 43%
NotDlsadvantaged ........................................... 83_ ........... e AR AU 85 ............ 99% ....... 98% ....... 35% ........
L ROV UPTOURTUUNOURUTIN . pr et BUUUIE S i - S SO UPOUOOPOPORORURR £ ot oty F5 - R E R oo
Not Migrant 85 99% 84% 35% 92 99% 98% 36%
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 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009~10 School Year 2008~09 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 3 Equivalent
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<l Overview of School Performance

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

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 levei(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4

2010 Mean Score: 693 *Range:637-775 668-775 720-775
2009 Mean Score: 697 100%

99% 100% % 100%
o 90% 98‘}{? 98% 0 a8% 95

NHEE 2009-10
Z B 2008-09

15% 24%
2] : —
Number of Tested Students: 98 80 89 78 15 19 454 433 404 412 43 79
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at levei(s):
Student Group dEespna iyl deenna 2t levels)
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 99 99% 90% 15% 80 100% 98% 24%
Female 50 98% 92% 22% 41 100% 98% 29%

Small Group Totals 6 83% 83% 17% 5 100% 100% 0%
General-Education Students 98 - e = 75 100% 100% 25%
Studentswnhmsabnmes ...................................... e IRICRERE RO BRIt Lo ey o i R
English Proficient 99 99% 90% 15% 80 100% 98% 24%
o ed Eng“ - Pmﬁaem ..............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 7 100% 100% 0% 1 X - N
NotDlsadvantaged ........................................... 92 ........... 99% ....... 39%15% ................... 79__ ............ R
Mlgrant ...................................................

Not Migrant 99 99% 90% 15% 80 100% 98% 24%
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 2008~-09 Accountability and Overview Reports,

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 Aiternate Assessment 0 1 _
(NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivalent
New 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 4
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 4

* These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement,

February 5, 2011 Page 17



Overview of School Performance

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School 1D 26-14-01-06-0009

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

2010 Mean Score: 700 "Range:636-800 676-800 T707-800
2009 Mean Score: 708  100%

0, o, 0,
100%100% ke 98% 99% 100% > 9% 95% 96% ?7%

EEN 2009-10 64% 56% fodh
# B ® 2008-09 39%
Number of Tested Students: 99 80 81 78 ! 51 455 432 385 416 202 242
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-0g 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 99 100% 82% 39% 80 100% 98% 64%
Female 50 100% 80% 38% 41 100% 100% 63%
Ma[e ............................................................. 49 e 1 00% ....... 84% ....... 41% ................... 39 .......... 100% ....... 95% ....... 54% ........
American indian or Alaska Native (
BlaCkorAf”caNAmencan ...................................................... (e PO TP by e 1_— ............ g
H,SpamcorLatmo ............................................... 3_— ............ i e SRR e Komdvt,
Asan or Natve Hawaiian/Other Pacific slander "1 " 100% | 91%  64% 11 100% 100%  82%
White 82 100% 80% 34% 64 100% 100% 63% ........
MGl et 8 GGG RS G
L : e SR 67% ..................... 5 .......... 100% ....... 60% ....... 40% ........
General-Education Students 98 A &5 = 75 100% 97% 65%
5tudentsw|thD|sab,“t|es ...................................... 1 ............... R JGRRNT ARG 5 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 40% ........
English Proficient 99 100% 82% 39% 80 100% 98% 64%
le,t ed En gh Sh Pr 0 ﬁc‘e nt ..............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 7 100% 86% 57% 1 - - -
NOtD|SadvantaQEd921oo% ....... 82% ....... 38% ................... 79_- ............ _ ........
LA OO URUSUUUURUUROROUPPOPIS . o154 ot AR 1 LD 1 1 O OOUOYOUOUOPOOUROPN i . ¢ -SRIV 1 S g0 1)
Not Migrant 99 100% 82% 39% 80 100% 98% 6;1‘;/0 :
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 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008~09 data are available in the 2008-09 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 ! " . v

(NYSAA): Grade 4 Equivaient

February 5, 2011 Page 18



<l Overview of School Performance

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

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

2010 Mean Score: 89 Range: 45-100 65-100 85-100
2009 Mean Score: 91 100%

100%100% 99% 100% 99% 100% 99% 98% 97% 97% oo poo
' 7505 B0 78% T9%

W 2009-10 ;
% B R 2008-09
Number of Tested Students: 99 79 98 79 74 68 459 430 .456 423 362 338
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group S S

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 99 100% 99% 5% 79 100% 100% 86%
Female 50 100% 98% 86% 40 100%  100% 88%

Smail Group Totals 6 100% 83% 83% 5 100% 100% 60%
General-Education Students 98 3 = = 74 100% 100% 91%
StUdemSW'tthsab‘lmes ..................................... TR s s e g ol R oo
English Proficient 99 100% 99% 75% 79 100% 100% 86%

|_|m|t ed Engush pr Oﬁuent ..............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 7 100% 100% 86% 1 = i x
NotD(sadvantaged ........................................... 92100% ....... 99% ....... 74% ................... 78—_ ............ Tt
UV UO VOO TSP OTOOTOTOTUDROOUOOPUTTT < (5o OUTOUOR . )12 .. AN = |\ K

Not Migrant 99 100% 99% 75% 79 100% 100% 86%
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 smaliest group(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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

February 5, 2011 Page 19



Overview of School Performance

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

This School's Results in Grade 5 English Language Arts

This Schoot 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

2010 Mean Score: 694  *Range:647-795 666-795 700-795
2009 Mean Score: 694  100%

100%100% .o 9495 99% 1% i 97%
HEE 2009-10
ZWE 2008-09
Bl 24%
13% 14%

Number of Tested Students: 75 86 68 81 23 21 426 454 374 443 156 155 i
Results by 2009~-10 School Year 2008-0g School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ey Mo ( >4 Total e ( L
All Students 75 100% 91% 31% 86 100% 94% 24%
Female 40 100% 95% 35% 45 100% 93% 22%
Male35100% ....... 86% ....... 26% ................... 41 .......... 100% ....... 95% ....... 27% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native i
BlackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... 1 ............... Saeaian el B e0000e000000 2__ ............ 18
H'SpamcorLatmo ................................................................ it gy Rl R R R R I R R R SRR ST
Asion or Native Hawalion/Other Pociic slander 11 '100% 6%  45% 11 100% 100%  18%
White 59 100% 92% 31% 65 100% 92% 25% .......
Mullradal e e AR AR
ool G Tt ; oo oo Gy 10 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 30% ........
General-Education Students 71 = = o 75 100% 97% 25%
StudentswnhD)sabmtles ...................................... s S e et 1 1100% ....... 73% ....... 18% ........
English Proficient 75 100% 91% 31% 86 100% 94% 24%
le‘t ed Eng“ sh Pro f:c |e nt ............................................................................................................................................................
Economically Disadvantaged 1 3 " T
o D 74 ............... i Pl G e 86 .......... 100% ....... 94% ....... 24% ........
B et evceensesetesessnseiasens svansessssssnssansonsdie e ot ey s te e beseoesseensavens
Not Migrant 75 100% 91% 31% 86 100% 91'1"’-/1; ....... 24% .......
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 2009-10 data only. Ranges for the 200808 data are available in the 200809 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 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 5 Equivaient
New 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
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 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.
February 5, 2011 Page 20



M Overview of School Performance

School THORNELL ROAD SCHOOL District PITTSFORD CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 26-14-01-06-0009

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

2010 Mean Score: 710  *Range:640-780 674-780 702-780
2009 Mean Score: 698  100%

100% 9
00%97% 95% 95% 99% 9% a19 97% 94% %‘/ﬂ a8%
T el
- < 65% &
l BN 2009-10 530 53% 1.*.!_4’. Eﬁ
ZE® 2008-09 I :3 T 36%
Feb 3| i,--?* 24% g
A 5 ] | K
, : a g . 5%
Number of Tested Students: 75 84 71 83 40 46 431 451 396 442 228 314
Results by 2009-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Grou
p Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 75 100% 95% 53% 87 97% 95% 53%
Female 40 100% 95% 58% 46 98% 98% 48%
Male 35 100% 94% 49% 41 95% 93% 59%
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 1 — = = 2 = =3 -
Hispanic or Latino 4 'y N - 8 e i o
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 11 100% 91% 82% 11 100% 100% 91%
e 29 100%  OT% 9% 66 ... 95% ...94% . AT% ...
Multiracial
Smali Group Totals 5 100% 80% 40% 10 100% 100% 50%
General-Bducation Students e DR AR B0 i £ b 2T S [N 100% ¥»100% gu, 5786 5 °
Students with Disabilities 4 = - = 12 75% 67% 25%
English Profici et e 12 100% 95% O 93% X S 97% ...9%% . ..53% ..
Limited English Proficient
Economically Disadvantaged 1 - - -
Not Disadvantaged 74 = - o 87 97% 95% 53%
Migrant
Not Migrant 75 100% 95% 53% 87 97% 95% 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 group(s} are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2009~10 data only. Ranges for the 2008-09 data are available in the 200809 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2009~-10 School Year 2008-09 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at levei(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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Pittsford Central School District Budget Notice

Overall Budget Proposal

otal budget amount

Increase/decrease for 2011-12 school year

Percentage increase (decrease) in each proposed budget

Change in the consumer price index

Budget Adopted for | Budget Proposed for
the 2010-11 School the 2011-12 School Contingency Budget for the
Year Year 2011-12 School Year*
$109,702,607 $111,590,726 $111,475,337
qrns $1,888,119 $1,772,730
1.72% 1.62%
1.6% 0 LT

" $84.643 102

Resulting estimated property tax levy for the 2011-12 school year $84,758,491

Administrative component $10,086,746 $10,040,322 $10,022,615
Program component $81,438,026 $82,962,701 $82,864,961
Capital component $18,177,835 $18,587,703 $18,587,761

*The contingency budget is based upon the following assumptions. Allowable increase by state law, plus increases for expenses related to budgeted capital and
debt service expenditures. Legally prohibited expenses for the purchase of equipment, public use of facilities and purchase of student supplies are excluded.
Actual appropriations under a contingency budget would be determined by the Board of Education, should this be necessary.1

Basic STAR Exemption impact
Estimated Basic STAR Exemption Savings 2

Budget Proposed for
the 2011-12 School
Year

IBasic STAR Tax Savings

$712.37

The annual budget vote for the fiscal year 2011-12 by the qualified voters of the Pittsford Central School District, Monroe County,

New York, will be held in the Barker Road Middle School Gymnasium, Pittsford, New York, in said district on Tuesday, May 17, 2011,

between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m., prevailing time at which times the polls will be opened for voting.
1 Provide a statement of assumptions made in estimating the contingency budget pursuant to section 2023 of the Education Law.
2 The basic school tax relief (STAR) exemption is authorized by section 425 of the Real Property Tax Law.



Pittsford Schools

Administrative Offices
75 Barker Road - East Wing
Pittsford, NY 14534

585.267.1053
Darrin Kenney fax: 585.381.9368
Assistant Superintendent for Business Darrin_Kenney@pittsford. monroe.edu

Date: April 12,2011
To: Mary Alice Price, Superintendent of Schools
. pnt
From: Darrin T. Kenney, Assistant Superintendent for Business
Re: Exemption Reporting Requirement

Chapter 258 of the Laws of 2008 was signed into law by Governor David A. Paterson on July 7,
2008 and took effect 90 days after that date. This law adds Section 495 to the Real Property Tax
Law, requiring counties, cities, towns, villages and school districts to attach to their
tentative/preliminary budgets an exemption report.

Therefore, according to state directive, §495 has been appended to the Budget Statement.

DTK:kd

Mary Alice Price, Superintendent of Schools, Pittsford Central Schoal District
Allen Creek Elementary * Jefferson Road Elementary ® Mendon Center Elementary * Park Road Flementary & Thormnelt Road Elementary
Barker Road Middle Schoot e Calkins Road Middle School e Pittsford Mendon High School e Pittsford Sutherland High School
www.pittsfordschools.org



Memorandum

STATE OF NEW YORK
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
OFFICE OF REAL PROPERTY SERVICES

September 4, 2008

TO: County, School and Municipal CEOs, Financial Officers, and Assessment
Officers

FROM: Lee Kyriacou, Executive Director

SUBJECT: New Exemption Reporting Requirement

I'am writing to make you aware of Chapter 258 of the Laws of 2008. This new law adds Section
495 to the Real Property Tax Law, requiring counties, cities, towns, villages and school districts
to attach to their tentative/preliminary budgets an exemption report.

It is anticipated that this law will provide increased transparency to taxpayers in regard to the
amount and impact of exemptions on the local tax base. While exemptions serve a valid public
purpose, they also erode the tax base and shift the tax burden to other property owners within the
taxing district. The extent of this impact is largely hidden from view, because no systematic
reporting is done at the local level.

The exemption report is required to show how much of the total assessed value on the final
assessment roll used in that budgetary process is exempt from taxation. The law requires
exemption reports to include:

e Every type of exemption granted by the taxing authority, and the cumulative impact of
each type of exemption (in either dollar amount of assessed value or as a percentage of
the total assessed value on the roll);

* The cumulative amount expected to be received from recipients of each type of
exemption as payments in lieu of taxes or other payments for municipal services; and

¢ The cumulative impact of all exemptions granted.

Notice of the report is required to be included in any notice of the preparation of the budget
otherwise required by law. Also, the report is required to be posted on any bulletin board
maintained by the budgeting authority for public notices and on any website maintained by the
budgeting authority. In addition to being attached to the tentative/preliminary budget, the report
also will be part of the final budget.



Chapter 258 was signed into law by Governor David A. Paterson on July 7, 2008 and takes effect
90 days after that date. Therefore, the first budgets to be impacted by the new law will be those
prepared by most counties and towns in the autumn of 2008.

For those municipalities and counties that use RPS Version 4 software for assessment
administration, ORPS is currently developing a standardized report to meet the bulk of the
exemption reporting requirements for those jurisdictions. More information will be made
available in upcoming months.

If you have questions, please contact your ORPS Regional Office:
Albany - (518) 486-4403

Batavia - (585) 343-4363

Hauppauge - (631) 952-3650

Newburgh - (845) 567-2648

Ray Brook - (518) 891-1780

Syracuse - (315) 471-2347




RPTL - Section 495 - Tax Policy & Exemptions - Office of Real Property Tax Services Page 1 of 1
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Exemption RPTL - Section 495

Reporting fos

m * § 495. Exemption reports. 1. Whenever a county, city, town, village or
school district is required to prepare an annual budget, the official

Forms required to prepare a tentative or preliminary version of that budget

. shall annex thereto an exemption report. This report shall be on a form

Questions and prescribed by the state board and shall show how much of the total

Answers assessed value on the final assessment roll or rolls used in that

RPTL - Secti budgetary process is exempt from taxation. This report shall list every

495 type of exemption granted, identified by statutory authority, and shall
show (a) the cumulative impact of each type of exemption expressed

Exemption either as a dollar amount of assessed value or as a percentage of the

Reporting total assessed value on the roli, (b) the cumulative amount expected to

Requirement be received from recipients of each type of exemption as payments in

Memo lieu of taxes or other payments for municipal services, and (c) the

cumulative impact of all exemptions granted. Exemptions that result in
an impact of less than one percent may be aggregated as a single
entry. In no case shall an individual exemption recipient be named in
the report. 2. Notice of this report shall be included in any notice of the
preparation of the budget otherwise required by law. The report shall
be posted on any bulletin board maintained by the budgeting authority
for public notices and on any website maintained by the budgeting
authority. This report shall be annexed to any tentative or preliminary
budget and shall become part of the final budget.

* NB Effective October 5, 2008

Last Modified on: 08/16/2010 02:29:41 PM

| Accessibility | Privacy and Security Notice | Disclaimer | Copyright | Contact Us |

© Copvmght 2000 Al Righis Raovencd

http://www.orps.state.ny.us/exemption/rptiSection495.cfm 4/12/2011



Exemption Reporting for Taxing Jurisdictions - Tax Policy & Exemptions - Office of Rea... Page 1 of 1

.~ NEWYORK STATE )
rusimssarusmeOffice of Real Property Tax Services
Valuing & Assessing  Taxpayer Rights Forms, Publications  Equalization & Property Tax
Real Property & Information  Tax Policy & Procedures Tax Levy Distribution  Reform
& Exemypfions

Home | About ORPTS | What's New | ORPTS Online | Site Map | Answer Center | Search our Site

Exemption Exemption Reporting for Taxing Jurisdictions

Reporting for

Taxing

Jusisdictions Chapter 258 of the Laws of 2008 added Section 495 to the Real Property Tax

Forms Law requiring counties, cities, towns, villages and school districts to attach to
) their tentative/preliminary budgets an exemption report. The measure is

Questions and effective October 5, 2008 and applies to budgets for fiscal years commencing

Answers on and after that date.

RPTL. - Section The new exemption reports will provide taxpayers, policy makers, media and

495 the general public with greater transparency on property tax exemptions and

Exemption their effect on overall property taxes.

Bs_mmgg‘ Exemptions are reductions in property taxes granted to certain groups of

B'qumu property owners (e.g., non-profits, seniors, veterans) and are paid for by

increases in property taxes on all other taxpayers (except for the STAR
exemption, which is funded directly by New York State). The new exemption
reports will show, for each type of exemption, how much of the local property
tax base has been removed from taxation.

While exemptions in general serve a valid public purpose, they also erode the
tax base and shift the tax burden to other property owners within the taxing
district. The extent of this impact has been largely hidden from view because,
until now, no systematic reporting is done at the local level. So, while each
individual exemption may seem reasonable, the overall impact of all
exemptions can often lead to unexpectedly high taxes for the remaining
taxpayers who must shoulder the burden.

For detailed reporting requirements and other information, please view the
related links (left-side menu).

If you have questions, please contact your ORPTS Regional Office or e-mail
NYSORPS.

Albany - (518) 474-8041
Batavia - (585) 343-4363
Hauppauge - (631) 952-3650
Newburgh - (845) 567-2648
Ray Brook - (518) 891-1780
Syracuse - (315) 471-2347

* & o o @ o

Last Modified on: 08/16/2010 02:29:41 PM

| Accessibility | Privacy and Security Notice | Disclaimer | Copyright | Contact Us |

 Copnght 30U Al Rights Rosrod

http://www.orps.state.ny.us/exemption/exemptionReporting.cfm 4/12/2011
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(585) 248-6247

Town of Pittsford

Apr 11 11 09:51a

NYS - Real

Arty System

County of Monroe

Town of Oi¥sford

c/ o 2)
School District - 264601 Pittsford Central
Exemption Exemption
Code Name
12100 NYS - GENERALLY
12350 PUBLIC AUTHORITY - STATE
13100 CO - GENERALLY
13500 TOWN - GENERALLY
13810 TOWN - CEMETERY LAND
13650 VG - GENERALLY
13740 VG O/5 LIMITS - SEWER OR WATER
13800 SCHOOL DISTRICT
13870 SPEC DIST USED FOR PURPOSE EST
14100 USA - GENERALLY
18020 MUNICIPAL INDUSTRIAL DEV AGENC
18180 UDC OWNED NON-HOUSING PROJECY
21600 RES OF CLERGY - RELIG CORP OWN
25110 NONPROF CORP - RELIG(CONST PRO
25120 NONPROF CORP - EDUCL{CONST PRC
25130 NONPROF CORP - CHAR {CONST PRO
25210 NONPROF CORP - HOSPITAL
25230 NONPROF CORP - MORAL/MENTAL IM
25300 NONPROF CORP - SPECIFIED USES
25400 FRATERNAL ORGANIZATION
25560 NONPROF MED, DENTAL, HOSP SVCE
26300 INTERDENOMINATIONAL CENTER
26400 INC. VOLUNTEER FIRE CO OR DERT
27200 RAILROAD - WHOLLY EXEMPT
27300 PRIVATELY OWNED CEMETERY LAND
41400 CLERGY
41700 AGRICULTURAL BUILDING
41720 AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT
41730 AGRIC LARD-INDIV NOT INAG DIS
41800 PERSONS AGE 65 OR OVER
41808 PERSONS AGE 65 OR OVER
41824 ENHANCED STAR
41844 ENHANCED STAR, RENTED MOBILE H

Assessor's Repo

5495 Exemption Impact Report

Equalized Total Assessed Value

Statutory
Authority

RPTL 404(1)
RPTL 412
RPTL 406(1)
RPTL 406(1)
RPTL 446
RPTL 406(1)
RPTL 406(3)
RPTL 408
RPTL 410
RPTL 400(1)
RPTL 412-a

MC K UCON L 6272
RPTL 462
RPTL 420-a
RPTL 420-a
RPTL 420-2
RPTL 420-a
RPTL 420-a
RPTL 420-b
RPTL 428
RPTL 486
RPTL 430
RPTL 464(2)
RPTL 489-d&dd
RPIL 445
RPTL 460
RPTL 483

AG MKTS L 305
AG MKTS L 308
RPTL 467
RPTL 467
RPTL 425
RPTL 425

Schoal District Summary

Number of
Exemptions

-—
(3, I

164

-
N = o At = N

-

1,114

Page 1 of 2

0 - Prior Year File

4,037,960,835

RPS221RE
Date/Time - 4/11/2011 08:11:34
Total Assessed Value 4,037,980,885

Tota! Equalized Value Percent of Value

of Exemptions Exempted
1,275,400 0.03
154,700 0.00
20,498,200 0.51
24,422 500 0.60
58,500 0.00
1,249,400 0.03
18,500 0.00
135,748,600 3.36
9,544,600 0.24
1,185,000 0.03
81,376,425 2.02
10,260,000 0.25
1,838,700 0.06
40,089,700 0.9
122.954,100 3.04
240,800 0.01
24,420,200 0.80
6.454,300 0.18
519,700 0.01
2,178,500 0.05
3,100,300 0.08
2 493,700 0.06
199,700 0.00
83,826 009
14,994,400 0.37
18,000 0.00
67,400 0.00
7,028,001 017
166,974 0.00
20.617,363 0.51
602,480 0.01
66,371,765 1.64
108,978 0.00



p.3

(585) 248-6247

Town of Pittsford

Apr 11 11 09:51a

NYS - Real Property System
County of Monroe

/rpwh ot Z#S'ﬂﬂfae
( AAR)

School District - 264601 Pittsford Central

Exemption Exemption

Code Name

41854 BASIC STAR 1399-2000

41854 BASIC STAR. RENTED MOBILE HOME
41930 DISABILITIES AND LIMITED INCOM
47200 RAILROAD - PARTIALLY EXEMPT
47610 BUSINESS INVESTMENT PROPERTY F
47615 BUSINESS INVESTMENT PROPERTY F

Total Exemptions Exclusive of
System Exemptlons:

Total System Exemptions:
Totals:

Assessor's Report - 2010 - Prior Year File

$486 Exemption Impact Report
School Dislrict Sumimary

Equalized Totat Assessed Value

Statutory Number of
Authority Exemptions

RPTL 425 8,688

RPTL 475 11

RPTL 459-c &

RPTL 489-d&dd 5

RPTL 485-h 1

RPTL 485-h [

10,600

0

16,500

4,037,880,885

RPS221/V04/1.001
Date/Time - 4/11/2011 08:11:31

Total Assessed Value 4,037,980,885

Total Equalized Value
of Exemptions

261,841,550

156,265

631,300

2,750,450

299,600

1,428,485

867,534,172
Y
867,534,172

Percent of Value
Exempted
§.49
0.00
0.02
0.07
0.01
0.04

21.48
0.00
21.48

Values have been equalized using the Uniform Percentage of Value. The Exempt amounts do not take into consideration, payments In fleu of taxes or other payments

for municipal services.

Amount, if any, attributalile to payments in lieu of taxes:




NYS - Real Property System
County of Monroe

Town of Perindon (10£3)

School District - 264601 Pittsford Central

Exemption Exemption

Code Name

12100 NYS - GENERALLY

12350 PUBLIC AUTHORITY - STATE

13100 CO - GENERALLY

13500 TOWN - GENERALLY

13510 TOWN - CEMETERY LAND

13650 VG - GENERALLY

13740 VG O/S LIMITS - SEWER OR WATER
13800 SCHOOL DISTRICT

13870 SPEC DIST USED FOR PURPOSE EST
14100 USA - GENERALLY

18020 MUNICIPAL INDUSTRIAL DEV AGENC
18180 UDC OWNED NON-HOUSING PROJEC™
21600 RES OF CLERGY - RELIG CORP OWN
25110 NONPROF CORP - RELIG(CONST PRO
25120 NONPROF CORP - EDUCL(CONST PRC
25130 NONPROF CORP - CHAR (CONST PRO
25210 NONPROF CORP - HOSPITAL

25230 NONPROF CORP - MORAL/MENTAL IM
25300 NONPROF CORP - SPECIFIED USES
25400 FRATERNAL ORGANIZATION

25500 NONPROF MED, DENTAL, HOSP SVCE
26300 INTERDENOMINATIONAL CENTER
26400 INC VOLUNTEER FIRE CO OR DEPT
27200 RAILROAD - WHOLLY EXEMPT

27350 PRIVATELY OWNED CEMETERY LAND
41400 CLERGY

41700 AGRICULTURAL BUILDING

41720 AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT

41730 AGRIC LAND-INDIV NOT IN AG DIS
41800 PERSONS AGE 65 OR OVER

41806 PERSONS AGE 65 OR OVER

41834 ENHANCED STAR

41844 ENHANCED STAR, RENTED MOBILE H

Assessor's Report - 2010 - Prior Year File

$496 Exemption Impact Report

Equalized Total Assessed Value 4,037,980,885

Statutory
Authority

RPTL 404(1)
RPTL 412
RPTL 408(1)
RPTL 408(1)
RPTL 446
RPTL 406(1)
RPTL 406(3)
RPTL 408
RPTL 410
RPTL 400(1)
RPTL 412-a
MC K UCON L 6272
RPTL 462
RPTL. 420-a
RPTL 420-a
RPTL 420-a
RPTL 420-a
RPTL 420-a
RPTL 420-b
RPTL 428
RPTL 486
RPTL 430
RPTL 464(2)
RPTL 489-d8&dd
RPTL 448
RPTL 460
RPTL 483

"AG-MKTS L 305

AG MKTS L 306
RPTL 467
RPTL 467
RPTL 425
RPTL 425

School District Summary

Number of
Exemptions

- W WN -

1,114

Page 1 of 2

RP8221/V04/L001

Date/Time - 4/20/2011 11:08:08

Total Assessed Value 4,037,980,885
Total Equalized Value Percent of Value

of Exemptions Exempted

1,275,400 0.03
154,700 0.00
20,499,200 0.51
24,422,500 0.60
58,500 0.00
1,249,400 0.03
18,500 0.00
135,746,600 3.36
8,544,600 0.24
1,155,000 0.03
81,376,425 2.02
10,260,000 0.25
1,838,700 0.05
40,099,700 0.99
122,954,100 3.04
240,600 0.01

24 429,200 0.60
6,454,300 0.16
519,700 0.01
2,178,500 0.05
3,100,300 0.08
2,493,700 0.08
199,700 0.00
83,826 0.00
14,994,400 ’ 0.37
18,000 0.00
67,400 0.00
7,028,001 0.17
166,974 0.00
20,617,363 0.51
602,480 0.01
66,371,765 1.64
106,978 0.00



NYS - Real Property System Assessor's Report - 2010 - Prior Year File RPS8221/V04/1.001

County of Monroe 8495 Exemption Impact Report Date/Time - 4/20/2011 11:06:08
School District Summary Total Assessed Value 4,037,980,885
/ . 2 0/ a ) ¥ ¥ s
g ﬁ‘/vn é
| Owr! 2 L re

Equalized Total Assessed Value 4,037,980,885

School District - 264601 Pittsford Central

Exemption Exemption Statutory Number of Total Equalized Value Percent of Value
Code Name Authority Exemptions of Exemptions Exempted

41854 BASIC STAR 1989-2000 RPTL 425 8,689 261,941,550 6.49
41864 BASIC STAR, RENTED MOBILE HOME RPTL 425 11 156,265 0.00
41930 DISABILITIES AND LIMITED INCOM RPTL 459-¢ 8 631,300 0.02
47200 RAILROAD - PARTIALLY EXEMPT RPTL 489-d&dd 5 2,750,450 . 0.07
47610 BUSINESS INVESTMENT PROPERTY F RPTL 485-b 1 299,600 0.01
47615 BUSINESS INVESTMENT PROPERTY F RPTL 485-b 9 1,428,495 0.04

Total Exemptions Exclusive of

System Exemptions: . 10,600 867,634,172 21.48
Total System Exemptions: 0 0 0.00
Totals: 10,500 867,534,172 21.48

Values have been equalized using the Uniform Percentage of Value. The Exempt amounts do not take Into consideration, payments In lleu of taxes or other payments
for municipal services.

. &7
Amount, if any, attributable to payments In lieu of taxes: l’ 072"72,& C.Péz_ ouLV) w— 3%0"..0 #U6
20/0

T wepant oot G 21Tt Solived gt it pous fir.




PAGE 83/83

TOWN OF MENDON

14:56 5856246865

A4/18/20811

NYS - Real Property System
Couanty of Moaroe

| Tovm of Mendon \
WIS Code - 263689

School Distict - 264601 Pittstord Cendral

Exemptian Exsemption

Code Name

13100 GO - GENERALLY

13800 SCHOOL DISTRICT

25300 NOWPROF CORP - SPECIFIED USES
41720 AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT

41730 AGRIC LAND-INDIV NOT IN AG DIS
41800 PERSONS AGE 65 OR OVER

41834 ENHANCED STAR

41854 BASIC STAR 1999-2000

Total Exempilons Exclusive of
System Exemptions:

Total System Exemptions:
Totals:

Assassor's Report - 2011 - Current Year File
5495 Exemption Impact Repart
School Detal! Report

Equalizad Tota! Assessed Value 62,085,040

Statutory Number of

Authority Exempticns
RPTL 406(1) i
RPTL 408 1
BPTL 420-b 1
AG-MKTS L 305 27
AG MKTS L 306 2
RPTL 467 2
APTL 425 7
RPTL 425 79
120
0
120

RPS221/V04/L001
Date/Time - 4/18/2011 16:07:15
Total Assessed Value 62,085,040
Unitorm Percentape 100.00
Total Equallzed Value Percent of Value
of Exemptions Exempted
194,000 0.31
90,000 0.14
119,700 0.18
2,108,023 3.40
96,133 0.15
182,500 0.22
416,100 0.67
2,370,000 382
5,676,456 8.98
0 0.00
5576456 8.88

Values have been equalized using the Uniform Percentage of Value. The Exempl amounts do not take into conslderation, payments in lleu of taxes or other payments

for municipal services.

Amount, If any, attributable to payments in liso of taxes:

Page 7 of 12



NYS - Real Property System
County of Monrose

Town of Brighton |

SWIS Code - 262000

School District - 264601 Pittsford Central

Exemption Exemption

Code Name

13100 CO - GENERALLY

13500 TOWN - GENERALLY

13800 SCHOOL DISTRICT

13870 SPEC DIST USED FOR PURPOSE EST
18020 MUNICIPAL INDUSTRIAL DEV AGENC
18180 UDC OWNED NON-HOUSING PROJECT
25210 NONPROF CORP - HOSPITAL

26400 INC VOLUNTEER FIRE CO OR DEPT
41800 PERSONS AGE 65 OR OVER

41834 ENHANCED STAR

41854 BASIC STAR 1999-2000

47200 RAILROAD - PARTIALLY EXEMPT

Total Exemptions Exclusive of
System Exemptions:

Total System Exemptions:
Totais:

Assessor's Report - 2010 - Prior Year File
$495 Exemnption impact Report
School Detail Report

Equalized Total Assessed Value 188,317,459

Statutory Number of

Authority Exemptions
RPTL 406(1) 1
RPTL 406(1) 1
RPTL 408 2
RPTL 410 1
RPTL 412-a 1
MC K UCON L 6272 1
RPTL 420-a 1
RPTL 464(2) 1
RPTL 467 11
RPTL 425 36
RPTL 425 290
RPTL 489-d&dd 1
347
0
347

RPS221/V04/1L001

Date/Time - 4/8/2011 11:42:33

Total Assessed Value 188,317,459
Uniform Percentage 100.00

Total Equalized Value Percent of Value

of Exemptions Exempted
2,500 0.00
642,900 0.34
3,710,000 1.97
1,960,000 1.04
200,000 0.11
10,260,000 5.45
14,910,000 7.92
199,700 011
589,650 0.31
2,118,300 1.12
8,700,000 4.62
1,496,504 0.79
44,789,554 23.78
0 0.00
44,789,554 23.78

Values have been equalized using the Uniform Percentage of Value. The Exempt amounts do not take into consideration, payments in lieu of taxes or other payments

for municipal services.

Amount, if any, attributable to payments in lieu of taxes:

8 of 27




- 2010 - Prior Year Flle
$495 Exemption Impact Report
School District Summary

County of Monroe

Town of Fém/‘,)‘e/ﬁ

Equalized Total Assessed Value 20,965.086

School District - 264601 Pittsford Central

Exemption Exemption Statutory Number of
Code Name Authority Exemptions
18020 MUNICIPAL INDUSTRIAL DEV AGENC RPTL 412-a 1
27200 RAILROAD - WHOLLY EXEMPT RPTL 489-d&dd 1
41854 BASIC STAR 1899-2000 RPTL 425 6
47610 BUSINESS INVESTMENT PROPERTY F RPTL 485-b 1

Total Exemptions Exclusive of
System Exemptions:

Total System Exemptlons:
Totals:

RPS221/v04/L001
Date/Time - 4/25/2011 16:02:36

Total Assessed Vaiue 20,966,086
Total Equalized Value Percant of Value
of Exemptions Exempted
5,491,400 26.19
83,826 0.40
1,451,550 6.92
299,600 1.43
7,326,376 34.95
0 0.00
7,326,376 34,95

Values have been equalized using the Untform Percentage of Value,
for municipal services,

The Exempt amounts do not take into consideration, payments In lieu of taxes or other payments

Amount, If any, attributable to payments in lieu of taxes:

Page 1 of 1
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NYS - Real Property System
County of Ontario

7/0&0/7 ot V/ ctor

School District - 264601 Pittsford Central

Exemption Exemption

Code Name

25300 NONPROF CORP - SPECIFIED USES
41730 AGRIC LAND-INDIV NOT IN AG DIS
41806 PERSONS AGE 65 OR OVER

41834 ENHANCED STAR

41854 BASIC STAR 1999-2000

Total Exemptions Exclusive of
System Exemptions:

Total System Exemptions:
Totals:

Assessor's Report - 2010 - Prior Year File
$495 Exemption Impact Report
School District Summary

Equalized Total Assessed Value 53,357,047

Statutory Number of
Authority Exemptions
RPTL 420-b 1
AG MKTS L 306 1
RPTL 467 1
RPTL 425 7
RPTL 425 86
96
0
96

RPS221/V04/L001
DatefTime - 3/24/2011 16:43:49
Total Assessed Value 53,357,047

Total Equalized Value Percent of Value

of Exemptions Exempted

363,000 0.68
106,470 0.20
173,350 0.32
420,700 0.79
2,580,000 4.84

3,643,520 6.83

0 0.00

3,643,520 6.83

Values have been squalized using the Uniform Percentage of Value. The Exempt amounts do not take into conslderation, payments In lleu of taxes or other payments

for municipal services.

Amount, If any, attributable to payments in lleu of taxes:

Page 1 of 1




RP-495 PILOT (9/08)

LOCAL GOVERNMENT EXEMPTION IMPACT REPORT
(for local use only - not to be filed with NYS Board of Real Property Services)

Date: April 22, 2011 Pittsford Central School District

Taxing Jurisdiction: Town of Pittsford

Fiscal Year Beginning: 2010-11

Total equalized value in taxing jurisdiction: $ | 19,512,400
Payments in
Exemption Statutory Number of Lieu of Taxes
Code Authority Exemptions (PILOTs)
(Column A) } Exemption Description (Column B) (Column C) (Column D) (Column E)
PILOT Assessed Value Exempt Amount RP-495-PILOT 252,500}
PILOT Assessed Value Exempt Amount RP-495-PILOT 564,000

Totals 816,500




RP-495 PILOT (9/08)

LOCAL GOVERNMENT EXEMPTION IMPACT REPORT
(for local use only — not to be filed with NYS Board of Real Property Services)

Date: April 22, 2011 Pittsford Central School District

Taxing Jurisdiction: Town of Perinton

Fiscal Year Beginning: 2010-11

Total equalized value in taxing jurisdiction: $ | 48,745,059]
Payments in
Exemption Statutory Number of Lieu of Taxes
Code Exemption Description (Column Authority Exemptions (PILOTs)

(Column A) B) (Column C) (Column D) (Column E)
PILOT Assessed Value Exempt Amount RP-495-PILOT 125,790
PILOT Assessed Value Exempt Amount RP-495-PILOT 271,040
PILOT Assessed Value Exempt Amount RP-495-PILOT 2,341,900
PILOT Assessed Value Exempt Amount RP-495-PILOT 706,080
PILOT Assessed Value Exempt Amount RP-495-PILOT 2,345,760
PILOT Assessed Value Exempt Amount RP-495-PILOT 2,828,606
PILOT Assessed Value Exempt Amount RP-495-PILOT 576,600

Totals 9,195,776




RP-495 PILOT (9/08)

LOCAL GOVERNMENT EXEMPTION IMPACT REPORT
(for local use only -- not to be filed with NYS Board of Real Property Services)

Date: April 22, 2011 Pittsford Central School District

Taxing Jurisdiction: Town of Penfield

Fiscal Year Beginning: 2010-11

Total equalized value in taxing jurisdiction: $ 5,491,400/
Payments in
Exemption Statutory Number of Lieu of Taxes
Code Authority Exemptions (PILOTSs)
(Column A) ]Exemption Description (Column B)| (Column C) (Column D) (Column E)
PILOT Assessed Value Exempt Amount RP-495-PILOT -

No longer a PILOT property
in tax year 2011-12.

Totals -




RP-495 PILOT (9/08)

LOCAL GOVERNMENT EXEMPTION IMPACT REPORT
(for local use only -- not to be filed with NYS Board of Real Property Services)

Date: April 22, 2011 Pittsford Central School District

Taxing Jurisdiction: Town of Brighton

Fiscal Year Beginning: 2010-11

Total equalized value in taxing jurisdiction: $ 200,000
Payments in
Exemption Statutory Number of Lieu of Taxes
Code Authority Exemptions (PILOTs)
(Column A) |Exemption Description (Column B)] (Column C) (Column D) (Column E)
PILOT Assessed Value Exempt Amount RP-495-PILOT -

No longer a PILOT property
in tax year 2011-12.

Totals -






