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Tonight we will:

• Review State Assessment Results

• Provide an Overview of Building Level Assessments

• Share Examples of How We Dig Into the Data

• Describe How We Are Applying Assessment Data to Inform 

Curriculum and Instruction



Building Building Building District District District

%3/4 %3/4 %3/4 Ranking Ranking Ranking

3 62% 3 26

3 71% 4 59% 3 12 4 22

3 37% 4 52% 5 55% 3 27 4 29 5 24

4 59% 5 50% 6 63% 4 17 5 15 6 8

5 42% 6 63% 7 67% 5 27 6 13 7 14

6 14% 7 33% 8 81% 6 39 7 32 8 1

Building Building Building District District District

%3/4 %3/4 %3/4 Ranking Ranking Ranking

3 65% 3 26

3 66% 4 71% 3 16 4 12

3 75% 4 64% 5 71% 3 7 4 27 5 18

4 75% 5 53% 6 77% 4 14 5 26 6 7

5 81% 6 63% 7 69% 5 2 6 20 7 17

6 60% 7 53% 8* 6 24 7 25 8*

* Students in advanced Algebra did NOT take this exam (approximately half of all 8th graders)

Comparison of State Test Results from 2015 to 2017

Cohort Rankings in Westchester (~40 Districts)
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District: 48% District: 61% District: 59% District: 62% District: 35% District: 46% District: 39% District: 54% District: 70% District: 67% District: 70% District: 74%

Building: 52% Building: 62% Building: 60% Building: 65% Building: 38% Building: 45% Building: 40% Building: 56% Building: 76% Building: 69% Building: 71% Building: 74%

          

          

        

         

         

        

       

      

         

       

         

         

       

      

     

Diving Deeper Into the Data



2016 2017 2016 2017 2016 2017

 RI.5.2  RI.6.2  RI.5.5  RI.6.5  RI.5.8  RI.6.8
5 questions 2 questions 1 question 2 questions 4 questions 2 questions

Region 73% Region 56% Region 62% Region 69% Region 51% Region 73%

Building: 73% Building: 67% Building: 65% Building: 89% Building: 61% Building: 94%

      
     
      
     

     
      
    
    
    
      
   
  
     
     
    
    
     
    
     

   
     
   

    
   

    
  
  

TRACKING SUCCESS 

YEAR TO YEAR

Comparing State 

testing data is not 

always comparing 

apples to apples.  

We also have to 

look at the number 

of questions and 

relative degree of 

difficulty.  Without 

that context, looks 

can be deceiving.

Some Standards had 

questions that were 

very difficult, 

creating the look of 

struggling students.

Grade 5 >> Grade 6

ELA



Grade 4:  94% at Levels 3&4

Grade 8:  86% at Levels 3&4

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Level 1

Level 2

Level 3

Level 4

Science Grade 4

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Level 1

Level 2

Level 3

Level 4

Science Grade 8



12 Students (52% of the Grade)

Average Score = 88
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Algebra 1 Regents 



World Language

37% Demonstrated Mastery

37% Demonstrated Proficiency
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FLACS French (7 Students)
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FLACS Spanish (12 students)
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aimsWeb Early Literacy GRADE 1 - Growth in Oral Reading Fluency

Fall 16 Spring 17
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Words read in two minutes 

(two passages, one minute each)
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GRADE 2 MATH:  Concepts and Applications

Fall 16 Spring 17

aimsWeb Math:  73% of 2nd Graders Exceeded Their Growth Targets

= Students’ personal 

growth targets
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Here’s a 1st 

grade sample 

of a reading 

workshop unit 

illustrating the 

elements



Here’s a 1st 

grade sample 

of a reading 

workshop unit 

illustrating the 

elements 

(cont’d)



Learning and Growing Beyond the Classroom

Everyone Has a Stage – or 3!

 Yearbook

 Newspaper

 Lego Robotics

 3D Printing

 Soccer

 Basketball

 Volleyball

 Baseball

 Softball

 Lacrosse

 Football

 National Junior 

Honor Society

 Student Government

 School Musical

 Geography Bee

 All County Chorus

 All County Orchestra

 NYSSMA

• 95% of 7th and 8th Graders Participated

• Average Number of Activities Per Student:  OVER 3!

• 30% of 8th Graders Participated in 2+ Sports

• 40% of 8th Graders Participated in 4+ Non-Sports Activities

• 25% of 8th Graders Participated in 6+ Total Activities



How does the new team structure impact our 

capacity to use data to drive instruction?

 Collaboration

 RTI

 Progress Monitoring

 Student Data Folios

 Workshop Model

 Best Practices


