Three Village Central School District
Student Performance on the NYS Assessments

Board of Education Meeting
October 7, 2008



How do we effectively evaluate
an instructional program?

Ongoing program review
Varied opportunities for students

Opportunities for remediation as well as
enrichment

Balanced program
Differentiated instruction
Test scores

It Is Important to look at the whole picture.



We are proud of our students and teachers!

Over the past three years, every grade level in the
Three Village School District performed above
Suffolk County and New York State on the 2008
ELA and math assessment.

In the 2007-08 school year, every grade level in
the Three Village School District increased in the
number of students at level 3 and 4 on the ELA and
math assessment, compared to the previous two
school years.



Three-Year Comparison

New York State
English Language Arts (ELA)

Assessment Results
Grades 3 - 8
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No cohort
comparison

The percentage of
students in Three
Village who achieved
proficiency
consistently
Increased across a
three-year time span,
unlike the state and
county trend.



Performance Level Comparison: Grade 3
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Proficiency

Freguency Distribution
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LE?V(:’Z 137 54 9.33%
756-T80 337
% 4
- 23.66% _
Level 3 720-780 720-755 83 14.34%
&

A 678-719 160 27 63%
Level 4 Le};e, 371 7.63%
87.74%

3 664-677 118 20.38%
i} 64.08%
650-719 650-663 93 16.06%
L y ] 641-649 32 5.53%
evel 61
2 628-640 23 \ 3.97%
616-649 10.54%
616-627 6 1.04%
2 10
L €l €Z 546-615 8 1.38%
1.73%
475-545 2 0.35%

475-615




NYS ELA Assessment: Grade 4
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In 2007-08, the
students in Grade 4
Increased by 4
percentage points
from the previous
year.

The 2016 cohort
(current 5™ graders)
Increased by 2
percentage points
from Grade 3 to
Grade 4.



Performance Level Comparison: Grade 4
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Proficiency

Freguency Distribution

Grade 4

RANGE COUNT PERCENT
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In 2007-08, the
students in Grade 5
Increased by 3
percentage points
from the previous
year.

The 2015 cohort
(current 6™ graders)
iIncreased by 9
percentage points
from Grade 4 to
Grade 5.



Performance Level Comparison: Grade 5
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Freguency Distribution
Grade 5

RANGE COUNT PERCENT
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In 2007-08, the
students in Grade 6
Increased by 7
percentage points
from the previous
year.

The 2014 cohort
(current 7t graders)
iIncreased by 1
percentage point
from Grade 5 to
Grade 6.



Performance Level Comparison: Grade 6
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Proficiency

Freguency Distribution
Grade 6

RANGE COUNT PERCENT
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NYS ELA Assessment: Grade 7
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In 2007-08, the 7t
grade students at
Gelinas JHS
iIncreased by 5
percentage points
from the previous
year.

At Gelinas, the 2013
cohort (current 8t
graders) increased
by 9 percentage
points from Grade
6 to Grade 7.



NYS ELA Assessment

R. C. Murphy JHS
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. Grade 7

In 2007-08, the 7t
grade students at
Muphy JHS
iIncreased by 4
percentage points
from the previous
year.

At Murphy, the 2013
cohort (current 8t
graders)



NYS ELA Assessment: Grade 7
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Performance Level Comparison: Grade 7
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Frequency Distribution: Grade 7
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% of Students at Level 3and 4
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In 2007-08, the 8™
grade students at
Gelinas JHS
iIncreased by 2
percentage points
from the previous
year.

At Gelinas, the 2012
cohort (current 9t
graders)



% of Students at Level 3and 4

NYS ELA Assessment: Grade 8
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In 2007-08, the 8™
grade students at
Murphy JHS
iIncreased by 3
percentage points
from the previous
year.

At Murphy, the 2012
cohort (current 9t
graders) maintained
78 percent of the
students achieving
proficiency from
Grade 7 to Grade 8.



NYS ELA Assessment: Grade 8
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Performance Level Comparison: Grade 8
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Frequency Distribution: Grade 8

P. J. Gelinas JHS R. C. Murphy JHS
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Programs Avalilable to Enhance
Student Performance

Sound instructional practices
Balanced Literacy

Reading Recovery

ILL program

Multi-sensory reading program

Supplemental materials aligned with NYS
assessments

AlS (Academic Intervention Services)

Extended Day Program for grades 3-8
(RITE/MITE)



Three-Year Comparison

New York State
Mathematics

Assessment Results
Grades 3 - 8
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% of Students at Level 3 and 4

NYS Math Assessment: Grade 3
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The students in
Grade 3 have
consistently
Improved across a
3-year time span.

Grade 3 continues
to set a great
foundation for future
grade levels to build
upon.



Performance Level Comparison: Grade 3
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Freguency Distribution
Grade 3
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% of Students at Level 3 and 4
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In 2007-08, the
students in Grade 4
Increased by 2
percentage points
from the previous
year.

The 2016 cohort
(current 5™ graders)
Increased by 2
percentage points
from Grade 3 to
Grade 4.



Performance Level Comparison: Grade 4
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Freguency Distribution

Grade 4

Almost half of the Grade 4
students exceede(\j proficiency!
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NYS Math Assessment: Grade 5
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In 2007-08, the
students in Grade 5
Increased by 4
percentage points
from the previous
year.

The 2015 cohort
(current 6™ graders)
maintained a high
percentage, 94%, of
students attaining
level 3 and 4, over
two school years.



Performance Level Comparison: Grade 5
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Proficiency

Freguency Distribution

Almost half of the Grade 5

students exceede(\j proficiency!
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In 2007-08, the
students in Grade 6
Increased by 9
percentage points
from the previous
year.

The 2014 cohort
(current 7t graders)
iIncreased by 5
percentage points
from Grade 5 to
Grade 6.



Performance Level Comparison: Grade 6
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Proficiency

Freguency Distribution

Almost half of the Grade 6

students exceede\d proficiency!
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In 2007-08, the 7t
grade students at
Gelinas JHS
iIncreased by 2
percentage points
from the previous
year.

At Gelinas, the 2013
cohort (current 8t
graders) increased
by 10 percentage
points from Grade
6 to Grade 7.
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In 2007-08, the 7th
grade students at
Murphy JHS
iIncreased by 4
percentage points
from the previous
year.

At Murphy, the 2013
cohort (current 8t
graders) increased
by 5 percentage
points from Grade
6 to Grade 7.



NYS Math Assessment: Grade 7
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Performance Level Comparison: Grade 7
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Frequency Distribution: Grade 7

P.J. Gelinas JHS R. C. Murphy JHS
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In 2007-08, the 8th
grade students at
Gelinas JHS
Increased by 5
percentage points
from the previous
year.

At Gelinas, the 2012
cohort (current 9t
graders)
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Murphy JHS
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NYS Math Assessment: Grade 8
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Performance Level Comparison: Grade 8
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Frequency Distribution: Grade 8

P.J. Gelinas JHS R. C. Murphy JHS
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During the past
three school
years, the fourth
grade students in
Three Village
consistently
maintained a high
percentage of
students achieving
Level 3 and 4.
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Grade 8

Each year, the
students in eighth
grade continue to

increase the
amount of
students achieving

Level 3 and 4.
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During the past
three school
years, the fourth
grade students in
Three Village
consistently
maintained a high
percentage of
students achieving
Level 3 and 4.



NYS Social Studies Assessment: Grade 8
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Each year, the
students in eighth
grade continue to

increase the
amount of
students achieving

Level 3 and 4.



