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Putnam Valley CSD
Budget Summary

Adjusted
2011-12
Instructional Services
School Administration & Curriculum Development 1,753,150
Regular School Programs 13,064,854
Programs for Students with Disabilities 6,673,047
Instructional Media 1,312,045
Guidance / Health / Psychological / Pupil Services 1,323,397
Clubs & After School Activities 212,748
Interscholastic Athletics 802,067
Total Instructional Services 25,141,308
Administrative Support Services 1,772,253
Facilities & Maintenance 2,366,459
Transportation Services
District Operated Transportation 1,426,104
Contract Transportation 1,172,989
Total Transportation Services 2,599,093
Interfund Transfers: Debt Service & Special Aid 2,853,609
Benefits 10,163,790
Total Expenditures 44,896,512
Less Non-Tax Revenues 10,662,328
Equals Tax Levy 34,234,184
Tax Levy Increase 1.97%

Proposed
2012-13 $ Change % Change
1,778,139 24,989 1.43%
12,890,224  (174.,630) -1.34%
6,876,959 203,912 3.06%
1,263,088 (48,957) -3.73%
1,322,624 (773) -0.06%
191,873 (20,875) -9.81%
755,303 (46,764) -5.83%
25,078,210 (63,098) -0.25%
1,663,705  (108,548) -6.12%
2,292,740 (73,719) -3.12%
1,405,359 (20,745) -1.45%
1,218,736 45,747 3.90%
2,624,095 25,002 0.96 %
2,876,434 22,825 0.80%
10,735,733 571,943 5.63%
45,270,917 374,405 0.83%
10,361,315  (301,013) -2.82%
34,909,602 675,418 1.97%



Revenues:

Tax Items

Local Non-Tax Sources
Appropriated Fund Balance
State Aid Detail

Expenditures:

General Support

Board of Education
District Clerk
District Meetings

Chief School Administrator
Business Administration
Auditing

Treasurer

Tax Collector

Legal
Personnel
Public Information

Operation of Plant
Maintenance of Plant

Table of Contents

Expenditures:

Property and Liability Insurance

Risk Management

School Boards Association Memberships
Tax Refunds

BOCES Administration Charge

W~

Total for General Support
Instruction

In-Service Training
Supervision

Regular School
Instructional Salaries K - 8
Non-Instructional Salaries
Tuitions
BOCES Services

N o W W= NV, RV, 1 N N N

o0

Special Education
Instructional Salaries K - 8
8 Non-Instructional Salaries
Tuitions
9-10 BOCES Services
11

o0

12
12
12
12
12

12

13
14

15-17

15
15
16
17

18 -19

18
18
18
19



Expenditures:

Instruction

School Libraries
Computer Education

Guidance

Health Services
Psychological Services
Pupil Personnel Services
Co-curricular Activities
Athletics

Total for Instruction

Pupil Transportation

Transportation Services

Salaries
Fuel
Contract Transportation
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22
23
23
24
24

24

25
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Expenditures:

Undistributed

Employee Benefits

Retirement, Social Security, Workers Comp.

Life Insurance, Unemployment, Medical

Interfund Transfer

Debt Service

Budget Summary
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26
26
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27

28



GENERAL FUND REVENUES

TAX ITEMS

Real Property Taxes

Service Charges on Real Property Taxes
Non-Property Tax Distribution by Westchester

CHARGES FOR SERVICES
Other Charges For Services

Tuition: Other School Districts (Foster Care & Special Education Placements)

Total: Charges For Services

USE OF MONEY AND PROPERTY
Interest And Earnings
Commissions

Total: Use Of Money & Property

SALE OF PROPERTY AND
COMPENSATION FOR LOSS
Sale Of Materials / Equipment
MTA Tax Reimbursement (Law Repealed in 2011)
Insurance Recoveries
Other Compensation For Loss

Total: Sale Of Property / Compensation For Loss

BUDGET
2011-12

$34,234,184

35,000
25,000

1,000
100,000

$101,000

75,000
5,000

$80,000

0
90,000
500

0

$90,500

BUDGET

Administration
2011-12

Instruction Capital PROPOSED
2011-12 2011-12 2012-13
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$34,909,602
35,000
25,000

1,000
100,000

$101,000

75,000
5,000

$80,000

500

$500

PROPOSED
Administration Instruction Capital
2012-13 2012-13 2012-13



GENERAL FUND REVENUES

MISCELLANEOUS

Employee Share of Health Insurance Premiums
Refunds of Prior Year Expenditures

Other Unclassified Revenue:

Total: Miscellaneous

STATE SOURCES

General Formula Aid

Boces Aid

Instructional Materials Aid

State Aid Adjustments: GAP Elimination Adjustment

Total: State Sources

** SUBTOTAL:
** GENERAL FUND REVENUES

APPROPRIATED RESERVES
Appropriated Fund Balance

*#% GRAND TOTAL:
##% GENERAL FUND REVENUES

BUDGET
2011-12

170,000
100,000
20,000
$290,000
8,680,964
1,289,608
170,739
(1,025,483)

$9,115,828

$43,971,512
$925,000

$44,896,512

BUDGET

Administration
2011-12

PROPOSED

|
Instruction Capital PROPOSED Administration
2011-12 2011-12 2012-13 2012-13
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227,600
100,000
20,000
$347,600
8,474,033
1,087,250
170,407
(834,475)

$8,897,215

$44,395,917
$875,000

$45,270,917

Instruction
2012-13

Capital
2012-13



GENERAL FUND REVENUES

STATE SOURCES: STATE AID DETAIL

BASIC FORMULA

Foundation Aid

Full Day Kindergarten Conversion Aid

Special Ed. District Share Deduction

Building Aid

Transportation Aid

High Cost Aid, Public & Private School Excess Cost Aids
Instructional Materials Aid

High Tax Aid

Boces Services Aid (Net of Aid Adjustment Due to BOCES Refunds)
State Aid Adjustments: GAP Elimination Adjustment
Sub-Total: State Sources

TOTAL: STATE SOURCES

BUDGET

BUDGET
2011-12

SA111-2
Enacted State
Budget
3,730,367
358,005
(50,000)
1,105,837
1,348,921
1,262,273
170,739
925,561
1,289,608
(1,025,483)
9,115,828

$9,115,828
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PROPOSED

PROPOSED

2012-13

SA121-3

Enacted State

Budget
3,730,367
0
(50,000)
1,097,822
1,477,147
1,293,136
170,407
925,561
1,087,250
(834,475)
8,897,215

$8,897,215



GENERAL SUPPORT

BOARD OF EDUCATION

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES
Mandated Training Workshops, Postage, Printing, & Miscellaneous Expenses

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
General Office Supplies

Total: Board of Education

DISTRICT CLERK
District Clerk Salary #1
Material & Supplies; Postage

Total: District Clerk

#1 NOTES: The District Clerk's salary for next year has not been determined at this time.

DISTRICT MEETINGS
CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES
Legal Advertisements, Printing, etc.
Voting Expenses

Election Staff

Materials & Supplies

Total: District Meetings

TOTAL: BOARD OF EDUCATION

BUDGET | PROPOSED

ADJUSTED Administration Instruction Capital PROPOSED  Administration Instruction Capital

2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2012-13 2012-13 2012-13 2012-13
4,400 4,400 4,400 4,400
1,400 1,400 1,302 1,302
$5,800 $5,800 $5,702 $5,702
11,440 11,440 11,440 11,440
1,500 1,500 1,395 1,395
$12,940 $12,940 $12,835 $12,835
10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000
800 800 744 744
$10,800 $10,800 $10,744 $10,744
$29,540 $29,540 $29,281 $29,281
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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATION

CHIEF SCHOOL ADMINISTRATOR

SALARIES: INSTRUCTIONAL #1

Superintendent of Schools and Assistant Superintendent ##

## The Assistant Superintendent position is vacant and will not be filled. (0.5 FTE)

SALARIES: NON-INSTRUCTIONAL
Secretarial / Clerical
Includes Overtime / Substitutes

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES: Includes expenses such as
Conferences, Workshops & In-District Travel

Association Dues & Memberships

Consultants

Equipment Repair and Service Contracts

BOCES Services

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES

TOTAL: CENTRAL ADMINISTRATION

ADJUSTED
2011-12

221,500

145,698

13,600

6,200

$386,998

#1 NOTES: Administrative salaries for next year have not been determined at this time.
#2 NOTES: The responsibilities of the Assistant Superintendent are Administration, Personnel, Curriculum Development and Inservice Training.

The Superintendent is also doing the work associated with this position.

BUDGET |
Administration Instruction Capital PROPOSED
2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2012-13
221,500 221,500
145,698 135,851
13,600 13,600
6,200 5,766
$386,998 $376,717
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PROPOSED

Administration
2012-13

221,500

135,851

13,600

5,766

$376,717

Instruction
2012-13

Capital
2012-13



FINANCE
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

SALARIES:
Assistant Superintendent for Finance and Technology (0.75 FTE) #1
Secretarial / Clerical

Includes Overtime / Substitutes

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES: Includes expenses such as:
Adpvertising

Conferences, Workshops, In-District Mileage

Professional Association Memberships

Consultant Programmer Services

Equipment Repair and Repair Parts

Computer Equipment & Software Maintenance

BOCES SERVICES
State Aid Analysis

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES

TOTAL: Business Administration

ADJUSTED
2011-12

151,003
311,849

19,440

3,120

5,200

$490,612

#1 NOTES: Administrative salaries for next year have not been determined at this time.

AUDITING

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES:  External Auditing Services

Internal Auditing Services
Total: Auditing

TREASURER

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES: Includes
Advertising, Mileage Expenses, Equipment Repair

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES

TOTAL: Treasurer

40,000
41,200

$81,200

390

320

$710

BUDGET

Administration  Instruction Capital PROPOSED
2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2012-13

151,003 151,003
311,849 302,831
19,440 19,440
3,120 3,120
5,200 4,836
$490,612 $481,230
40,000 40,000
41,200 41,200
$81,200 $81,200
390 390
320 298
$710 $688
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PROPOSED

Administration
2012-13

151,003
302,831

19,440

3,120

4,836

$481,230

40,000
41,200

$81,200

390

298

$688

Instruction
2012-13

Capital
2012-13



[ BUDGET
FINANCE ADJUSTED Administration Instruction Capital
2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2011-12
TAX COLLECTION
Salaries: Tax Collector (Stipend) #1 14,761 14,761
CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES: Includes 11,655 11,655
Putnam County Real Property Tax Services #2
Postage
Tax Collection Software Updates
Printing
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 1,460 1,460
TOTAL: Tax Collection #3 $27,876 $27.876
FISCAL AGENT FEES 750 750
TOTAL: FINANCE #4 $601,148 $601,148
#1 NOTES: The Tax Collector's stipend is 0.15 FTE on the CSEA Senior Account Clerk Salary Schedule.
#2 NOTES: Putnam County provides tax rolls and tax data for District operated tax collection services.
#3 NOTES: District Tax Collection Service expensess are completely paid for by service charges. There is no net cost to the District for Tax Collection.
#4 NOTES: FINANCE encompasses Business Administration, Auditing, Treasurer, and Tax Collector functions.
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PROPOSED
2012-13

14,874

11,655

1,358

$27,887

750

$591,755

PROPOSED

Administration
2012-13

14,874

11,655

1,358

$27,887

750

$591,755

Instruction
2012-13

Capital
2012-13



STAFF

LEGAL

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES
General Counsel Services

Total: Legal

PERSONNEL
Assistant Superintendent (0.5 FTE): #1
Clerical (0.5 FTE); Includes Overtime & Substitutues

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES

BOCES SERVICES: #2
Employees' Assistance Program (EAP)
Contract Analysis Service

Total: Personnel

ADJUSTED
2011-12

100,000

$100,000

23,404

6,000

6,665
2,641

$9,306

$38,710

BUDGET
Administration Instruction Capital
2011-12 2011-12 2011-12

100,000

$100,000

23,404

6,000

6,665
2,641

$9.306

$38,710

#1 NOTES: The responsibilities of the Assistant Superintendent are Personnel, Administration, Curriculum Development and Inservice Training.
This position is vacant and will not be filled. The Superintendent is also doing the work associated with this position.

#2 NOTES: Services through BOCES are eligible for BOCES Aid at 50% on average.

STAFF

PUBLIC INFORMATION AND SERVICES

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES

Total: Public Information and Services

TOTAL: STAFF #1

15,000

$15,000

$153,710

15,000

$15,000

$153,710

#1 NOTES: The STAFF functions include expenditures for lawyers' services, personnel administration, and public information services.
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PROPOSED

PROPOSED Administration
2012-13 2012-13

100,000 100,000
$100,000 $100,000

0 0

24,854 24,854

6,000 6,000

6,665 6,665

2,641 2,641

$9,306 $9,306
$40,160 $40,160
15,000 15,000
$15,000 $15,000
$155,160 $155,160

Instruction
2012-13

Capital
2012-13



CENTRAL SERVICES ADJUSTED
2011-12
OPERATION OF PLANT
Director of Operations (0.5 FTE) #1 56,896
SALARIES: Custodians / Cleaners / Grounds keepers
High School (5.0 FTE) Includes HS Groundskeeper / Custodial Worker 251,177
Middle School (3.00 FTE) 140,221
Elementary School (4.00 FTE) 223,398
Grounds Keeping (District Wide 1.0 FTE) 123,554
Summer Workers 25,000
Overtime: #2 52,000

Night Differential

Emergency Repairs

Snow and Ice Removal

School Activities

Outside Groups: Custodial overtime for outside groups are fully reimbursed to the district.

Substitutes: Vacation and Illness Coverage 56,243

Total: Non Instructional Salaries $928,489

BUDGET

Administration
2011-12

Instruction
2011-12

#1 NOTES: The responsibilities of the Director of Operations are distributed (0.5) Operations & Maintenance
and (0.5) Transportation. Administrative salaries for next year have not been established at this time.

#2 NOTES: All custodial overtime incurred by community use of district facilities is fully reimbursed to the district.

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES

General Contractual 21,800
Electric (NYSEG) 428,321
Telephones 81,765
Insurance Appraisal Updates 2,194
Fuel Oil - #2 Heating Oil Elementary School Only 102,169

Fuel Oil & Propane are purchased through New York State Contract

The Middle and High Schools use energy efficient and "Green Technology" GEOTHERMAL heating and cooling systems.

Water and Sewer Charges; Water Testing 113,701
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Capital
2011-12

56,896

56,243

$928.,489

21,800
428,321
81,765
2,194

102,169

113,701

PROPOSED
2012-13

39,500

262,514
130,558
227,343
62,395
25,000
52,000

56,243
$855,553

21,800
428,321
81,765
2,194

106,154

113,701

PROPOSED

Administration
2012-13

Instruction
2012-13

Capital
2012-13

39,500

262,514
130,558
227,343
62,395
25,000
52,000

56,243

$855,553

21,800
428,321
81,765
2,194

106,154

113,701



CENTRAL SERVICES ADJUSTED
OPERATION OF PLANT 2011-12
Propane Gas 17,250
Safety Compliance: 7,301
Fire and Safety Inspections
Rubbish Removal 45,000
TOTAL: CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES $819,501
BOCES SERVICES
Safety & Risk Management 6,886
Intellipath Regional Telephone Service 41,676
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 57,000

Building Supplies such as floor care products, cleaning materials, and sanitation supplies;
paper products, and uniforms.

TOTAL: Operation of Plant $1,853,552

BUDGET

Administration
2011-12

Instruction
2011-12
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Capital
2011-12

17,250

7,301

45,000

$819,501

6,886
41,676

57,000

$1,853,552

PROPOSED
2012-13

17,250

7,301
45,000

$823,486

7,003
41,676

53,010

$1,780,728

PROPOSED

Administration
2012-13

Instruction
2012-13

Capital
2012-13

17,250

7,301

45,000

$823 486

7,003
41,676

53,010

$1,780,728



CENTRAL SERVICES

MAINTENANCE OF PLANT

SALARIES: NON-INSTRUCTIONAL
High School / Middle School Campus (1.0 FTE)
Elementary School Campus (1.0 FTE)
Total: Non Instructional Salaries

General Contractual

Field Maintenance Equipment Rental
Upkeep of Fire and Security Alarm Systems
Upkeep of Buildings

Upkeep of Electrical

Upkeep of Grounds and Fields

Upkeep of HVAC / Heat

Upkeep of Plumbing

Upkeep of Sewer & Septic Systems

Upkeep of Equipment: Includes Equipment Maintenance Contracts

Five Year Capital Plan: Projects will be selected from the Five Year Capital Plan

TOTAL: CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES

MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES

Building maintenance supplies such as plumbing
supplies, light bulbs, replacement light fixtures,
replacement diffusers, air filters, seed, fertilizers,

paint, painting materials, and ceiling tiles.

TOTAL: Maintenance of Plant

TOTAL: CENTRAL SERVICES #1

ADJUSTED
2011-12

80,828
65,192
$146,020
2,000
1,000
2,200
26,768
10,350
23,000
42,656
16,068
6,553
84,179

100,000

$314,774

52,113

$512,907

$2,366,459

#1 NOTES: CENTRAL SERVICES include both Operations and Maintenence functions.

BUDGET

Administration
2011-12

Instruction
2011-12
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Capital
2011-12

80,828
65.192
$146,020
2,000
1,000
2,200
26,768
10,350
23,000
42,656
16,068
6,553
84,179

100,000

$314,774

52,113

$512,907

$2,366,459

PROPOSED
2012-13

81,611
67,162
$148,773
2,000
1,000
2,200
26,768
10,350
23,000
42,656
16,068
6,553
84,179

100,000

$314,774

48,465

$512,012

$2,292,740

PROPOSED

Administration
2012-13

Instruction
2012-13

Capital
2012-13

81,611
67.162
$148,773
2000
1,000
2,200
26,768
10,350
23,000
42,656
16,068
6,553
84,179

100,000

$314,774

48,465

$512,012

$2,292,740



SPECIAL ITEMS

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES

Unallocated Insurance
Property & Liability Insurance

MTA Tax: The MTA Payroll Tax was repealed.
School Association Dues

N.Y.S. School Board Association
Putnam Westchester School Boards Association

Judgments And Claims; Real Property Tax Refunds
Payments of small claims made against the district,

such as the Small Claims Assessment Reviews and Tax Certioraris.

BOCES SERVICES
Insurance Management #1
Administrative Charge

TOTAL: SPECIAL ITEMS

TOTAL: GENERAL SUPPORT #2

#1 NOTES: BOCES Risk and Health Insurances Management services coordinate Putnam Valley's participation in self

ADJUSTED
2011-12

216,300

90,000

12,567

25,000

23,359
233,631

$256,990

$600,857

$4,138,712

[ BUDGET
Administration  Instruction Capital
2011-12 2011-12 2011-12
216,300
90,000
12,567
25,000
23,359
233,631
$256,990
$485.,857 $115,000
$1,657,253 $2,481,459

insurance programs in the areas of Health and Medical, Workers' Compensation, and General Liability.

#2 NOTES: GENERAL SUPPORT is a summary of the Board of Education, Central Administration, Finance,

Central Services and Special Items functions.
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PROPOSED

PROPOSED Administration
2012-13 2012-13

216,300 216,300

0 0

12,567 12,567
25,000

23,359 23,359

233,566 233,566

$256,925 $256,925

$510,792 $485,792

$3,956,445 $1,638.,705

Instruction
2012-13

Capital
2012-13

25,000

$25,000

$2,317,740



INSTRUCTION

ADMINISTRATION AND IMPROVEMENT

SUPERVISION

SALARIES: School Building Administrators
High School Principal

Assistant High School Principal

Middle School Principal

Assistant Middle School Principal
Elementary School Principal

Assistant To The Elementary School Principal

TOTAL: INSTRUCTIONAL SALARIES

SALARIES: NON-INSTRUCTIONAL

School Office Clerical: HS, MS, ES
Clerical Overtime / Substitutes / Receiving

TOTAL: NON INSTRUCTIONAL SALARIES

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES
Photocopying: District Wide

District Wide Contractual Expense: School Communications, Postage & Printing,

Teacher Recruitment, Advertising, etc.
School Resource Officer: 1.0 FTE
High School: General Contractual Expenses
Middle School: General Contractual Expenses
Elementary School: General Contractual Expenses

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
High School

Materials & Supplies Include: graduation supplies, report cards,

paper, general office supplies, etc.

TOTAL: Supervision

| BUDGET PROPOSED

ADJUSTED Administration  Instruction Capital PROPOSED  Administration Instruction Capital

2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2012-13 2012-13 2012-13 2012-13
156,823 156,823 166,356 166,356
154,330 154,330 154,330 154,330
174,625 174,625 174,625 174,625
140,743 140,743 143,141 143,141
165,860 165,860 165,860 165,860
106,348 106,348 106,348 106,348
$898,729 $898,729 $910,660 $910,660
458,235 458,235 468,866 468,866
41,400 41,400 41,400 41,400
$499,635 $499,635 $510,266 $510,266
91,000 91,000 91,000 91,000
73,100 73,100 73,100 73,100
0
57,770 57,770 60,865 60,865
1,977 1,977 1,977 1977
2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000
2421 2421 2421 2421
$228,268 $228,268 $231,363 $231,363
7,539 7,539 7,011 7011
$7,539 $7.539 $7,011 $7,011
$1,634,171 $1,634,171 $1,659,300 $1,659,300
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INSTRUCTIONAL IMPROVEMENT

IN-SERVICE TRAINING & CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT

SALARIES: INSTRUCTIONAL
In-Service Training

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES #1
Includes:
Staff Development Courses
Travel & Conferences
Consultants
Mentoring

BOCES SERVICES #2

Consultant Services; Staff Development
Teacher Center

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES

TOTAL: Curriculum Development & In-Service Training

ADJUSTED
2011-12

60,000

30,000

21,979
5,000

$26,979
2,000

$118,979

#1 NOTES: The in-service and staff development budget supports all district personnel.

#2 NOTES: Services through BOCES are eligible for BOCES Aid at 50% on average.

TOTAL: ADMINISTRATION AND IMPROVEMENT

NOTE: ADMINISTRATION AND IMPROVEMENT includes the Inservice Training and School Supervision functions.

$1,753,150

BUDGET

Administration

2011-12

Instruction
2011-12

$0

$1,634,171
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60,000

30,000

21,979
5,000

$26,979
2,000

$118.979

$118,979

|
Capital PROPOSED
2011-12 2012-13

60,000

30,000

21,979
5,000

$26,979
1,860

$118,839

$1,778,139

PROPOSED

Administration Instruction
2012-13 2012-13

60,000

30,000

21,979
5,000

$26,979
1,860

$0 $118,839

$1,659,300 $118,839

Capital
2012-13



TEACHING - REGULAR SCHOOL

INSTRUCTIONAL SALARIES
Full Day Kindergarten Teachers
Elementary School Teachers: 1 -4
Middle School Teachers: 5 - 8

High School Teachers: 9 - 12

Substitute Teachers
District Wide: Extended Term Leaves and Daily Substitutes

Additional Instructional Salary Provisions: Includes; Leadership Positions,
Committee Assignments, Test Proctors, etc.

Additional Credit Hours & Salary Schedule Upgrades Earned During The Year

Total: Instructional Salaries

NON-INSTRUCTIONAL SALARIES

Teacher Aides:
Monitors:

Total: Non Instructional Salaries

ADJUSTED
2011-12
505,842
3,001,149
3,173,943
4,106,085

$10,787,019

200,000

107,712

100,000

$11,194,731

55,664
260,558

$316,222

BUDGET

Administration

2011-12

Instruction
2011-12
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505,842
3,001,149
3,173,943

4,106,085

$10,787,019

200,000

107,712

100,000

$11,194,731

55,664
260,558

$316,222

PROPOSED
2012-13

Capital
2011-12
505,842

2,864,529

3,198,272

4,121,737

$10,690,380

200,000

107,712

100,000

$11,098,092

56,034
268,689

$324,723

PROPOSED

Administration

Instruction

2012-13 2012-13

505,842
2,864,529
3,198,272

4,121,737

$10,690,380

200,000

107,712

100,000

$11,098,092

56,034
268,689

$324,723

Capital
2012-13



TEACHING - REGULAR SCHOOL

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES #1

High School

Middle School

Elementary School

Data Warehousing / Tech-Paths

District: Testing Services

School Communications / ConnectED

Student Accident Insurance

Student Information Systems: Annual License / Support / Training
Cooperative & Shared Services

Instructional Equipment Maintenance Contracts and Repair

TUITIONS:
Homebound / Hospitalized / Tutors
Foster Tuitions

ADJUSTED
2011-12

262
8,500
4,516

25,000

25,000

16,100

12,290

21,086
7,250

30,000

$150,004
25,000
55,000

$80,000

BUDGET

Administration
2011-12

Instruction
2011-12

$0

#1 NOTES: Contractual Expenses include items such as book rebinding, equipment repairs, and equipment repairs.

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES #4
High School

Middle School

Elementary School

District Testing Materials
District Curriculum Supplies

119,271
136,589
89,890
12,000
4,500

$362,250
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262
8,500
4516
25,000
25,000
16,100
12,290
21,086

7,250
30,000

$150,004
25,000
55,000

$80,000

119,271
136,589
89,890
12,000
4,500

$362,250

|
Capital PROPOSED
2011-12 2012-13

262
8,500
4,516

25,000

25,000

16,100

12,290

21,086
7,250

30,000

$150,004
25,000
55,000

$80,000

110,922
127,028
83,598
11,160
4,185

$336,893

PROPOSED

Administration

Instruction

2012-13 2012-13

262
8,500
4516
25,000
25,000
16,100
12,290
21,086

7,250
30,000

$0 $150,004
25,000
55,000

$80,000

110,922
127,028
83,598
11,160
4,185

$336,893

Capital
2012-13



TEACHING - REGULAR SCHOOL

TEXTBOOKS #2
High School
Middle School
Elementary School
Special Education
Non-Public Schools

ADJUSTED
2011-12

22,145
31,000
45,390

3,143
14,000

$115,678

BUDGET

Administration
2011-12

Instruction
2011-12

22,145
31,000
45,390

3,143
14,000

$115,678

#4 NOTES: Materials and Supplies are for basic classroom supplies such as paper, markers, pencils, pens, etc. as well as supplies

for special areas such as art, music, science, math, and physical education.

#2 NOTES: Textbook expenditures are offset by $115,627 in Textbook Aid at $58.25 per resident pupil.

BOCES SERVICES #1

Regional Alternative High School

College Conference

High School TECH CENTER Regular Course:
Girl's Choices

State Reporting Compliance

Arts in Education

Standards Assessment

Regional Summer School

Science 21 Curriculum Training

Science 21 Instructional Materials & Kits
Destination Imagination

Recruitment and Certification Services
Environmental Education; Non-participant maintenance charge
Curriculum Center

Laminating, Graphics, Copying Services

Total: Boces Services

TOTAL: TEACHING REGULAR SCHOOL

#1 NOTES: Services through BOCES are eligible for BOCES Aid at 50% on average.

79,922
2,980
631,881
1,500
26,389
7,000
4,500
14,000
6,000
16,300
7,500
33,130
3,863
9,504
1,500

$845,969

$13,064,854

$0
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79,922
2,980
631,881
1,500
26,389
7,000
4,500
14,000
6,000
16,300
7,500
33,130
3,863
9,504
1,500

$845,969

$13,064,854

PROPOSED
2012-13

Capital
2011-12

22,145
31,000
45,390

3,143
14,000

$115,678

79,922
2,980
571,064
1,500
26,389
7,000
4,500
14,000
6,000
16,300
7,500
33,130
3,863
9,186
1,500

$784,834
$0 $12,890,224

PROPOSED

Administration

Instruction
2012-13 2012-13

22,145

31,000

45,390

3,143

14,000

$115,678

79,922
2,980
571,064
1,500
26,389
7,000
4,500
14,000
6,000
16,300
7,500
33,130
3,863
9,186
1,500

$784.834

$0 $12,890,224

Capital
2012-13

$0



BUDGET PROPOSED
SPECIAL APPORTIONMENT PROGRAMS ADJUSTED Administration  Instruction Capital PROPOSED  Administration Instruction
2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2012-13 2012-13 2012-13
PUPILS WITH HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS
SALARIES: INSTRUCTIONAL: Teacher Salaries 2,960,390 2,960,390 2,908,083 2,908,083
Director of Special Education & PPS (0.5 FTE) #1 71,823 71,823 74,508 74,508
$3,032,213 $71,323 $2,960,390 $2,982,591 $74,508 $2,908,083
SALARIES: NON-INSTRUCTIONAL
Teacher Aides Includes: New Horizons / Substitute Teacher Aides 938,388 938,388 948,687 948,687
Clerical Support 100,146 100,146 73,985 73,985
Includes: Clerical Overtime / Substitutes
$1,038,534 $100,146 $938,388 $1,022,672 $73,985 $948.,687
#1 NOTES: The Director of Special Education's duties are assigned 0.5 in Special Education and 0.5 in Pupil Personnel Services.
CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES:
General Contractual: New Horizons / Dues / Misc. 15,384 15,384 15,384 15,384
Consultant Therapists for Evaluations, Physical Therapy, 343,200 343,200 451,928 451,928
$358,584 $358,584 $467,312 $467,312
TUITION:
Public / Private Special Schools: Tuition & Maintenance 544,644 544,644 595,241 595,241
Tuition: Spcl Ed Homebound / Hospitalized / Tutoring 10,395 10,395 10,395 10,395
$555,039 $555,039 $605,636 $605,636
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 14,805 14,805 13,769 13,769

General classroom supplies

Page 18

Capital
2012-13



SPECIAL APPORTIONMENT PROGRAMS
PUPILS WITH HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS

BOCES SERVICES
SPECIAL EDUCATION

Communications, Language, Academic, Social Skills

Learning Center - Option 3; 6-1-1

Regional Alternative High School For Disabled

Multiple Disabilities Plus Aide

Diagnostic & Prescriptive Services

Shared Teacher Services

Physical Therapy / Occupational Therapy / Consultant Services

Total: Boces Services

TOTAL: Pupils With Handicapping Conditions

TOTAL:
SPECIAL APPORTIONMENT PROGRAMS

ADJUSTED
2011-12

117276
678,689

39,961
431,473

24,959
192,835
188,679

1,673,872

$6,673,047

$6,673,047

BUDGET

Administration
2011-12

Instruction
2011-12

$171,969

$171,969

Page 19

117,276
678,689

39,961
431473

24959
192,835
188,679

$1,673,872

$6,501,078

$6,501,078

Capital
2011-12

PROPOSED
2012-13

119,035
750,869

40,560
499,945

25,333
157,728
191,509

1,784,979

$6,876,959

$6,876,959

PROPOSED

Administration Instruction
2012-13 2012-13

119,035
750,869

40,560
499,945

25,333
157,728
191,509

$1,784,979

$148.,493 $6,728 466

$148,493 $6,728.466

Capital
2012-13



INSTRUCTIONAL MEDIA

SCHOOL LIBRARIES

SALARIES: INSTRUCTIONAL
High School Librarian

SALARIES: NON-INSTRUCTIONAL
ES Library Teacher Aide

BOCES SERVICES
Professional Library, Library Automation, Library Database
Audio-Visual Equipment Repairs

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES #1
High School
Middle School
Elementary School

TOTAL: School Libraries & Educational Television

ADJUSTED
2011-12

100,656

33,381

16,164
4,000

$20,164
30,500
10,900
18,779

$60,179

$214,380

#1 NOTES: Materials and Supplies include library books, periodical subscriptions, CD's, DVD's, etc.

BUDGET

Administration
2011-12

Instruction
2011-12

Page 20

100,656

33,381

16,164
4,000

$20,164
30,500
10,900
18,779

$60,179

$214,380

|
Capital PROPOSED
2011-12 2012-13

102,166

33,699

16,164
4,000

$20,164
28,365
10,137
17,464

$55,966

$211,995

PROPOSED

Administration Instruction
2012-13 2012-13

102,166

33,699

16,164
4,000

$20,164
28,365
10,137
17 464

$55,966

$211,995

Capital
2012-13



INSTRUCTIONAL MEDIA
COMPUTER EDUCATION

SALARIES: INSTRUCTIONAL

Elementary School: 0.6 FTE Middle School: 0.0 FTE  High School: 0.4 FTE

Assistant Superintendent for Finance and Technology (0.25 FTE)

SALARIES: NON-INSTRUCTIONAL:
Computer / Technology Specialists:

ADJUSTED
2011-12

100,956
50,335

$151,291

213,679

District 1.0 FTE, HS 1.0 FTE, MS 1.0 FTE, ES1.0 FTE Plus $16,000 Summer Work

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES

High School

Elementary School

Internet Communications and Services

SOFTWARE State Aided #1
High School

Middle School:

Elementary School:

Special Education

BOCES SERVICES #2
Computer Technology Support and Repairs
Computer Equipment Installment Purchase Agreement

#2 NOTES: BOCES expenses are offset by $335,000 in State Aid.

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
High School

Middle School

Elementary School

Special Education

TOTAL: Computer Education

TOTAL: INSTRUCTIONAL MEDIA

1,400
526
53,727
$55,653
4,000
6,200
3,158
4,410
$17,768
173,904
442,000
$615,904
30,000
10,000
2,300
1,070

$43,370
$1,097,665

$1,312,045

#1 NOTES: The district is expected to receive $41,000 in Software & Technology Aid.
#2 NOTES: Technology Services through BOCES are eligible for BOCES Aid at about 60%.

BUDGET

Administration Instruction
2011-12 2011-12

100,956
50,335

$50,335 $100,956

213,679

1,400
526
53,727
$55,653
4,000
6,200
3,158
4410
$17,768
173,904
442,000
$615,904
30,000
10,000
2,300
1,070

$43.,370
$50,335 $1,047,330

$50,335 $1,261,710

Page 21

|
Capital PROPOSED
2011-12 2012-13

100,956
50,335

PROPOSED

Administration

Instruction
2012-13 2012-13

100,956
50,335

$151,291

220,143

1,400
526
53,727
$55,653
4,000
6,200
3,158
4,410
$17,768
173,904
392,000
$565,904
27,900
9,300
2,139
995

$40,334
$1,051,093

$1,263,088

$50,335 $100,956

220,143

1,400
526
53,727
$55,653
4,000
6,200
3,158
4410
$17,768
173,904
392,000
$565,904
27,900
9,300
2,139
995

$40,334
$50,335 $1,000,758

$50,335 $1,212,753

Capital
2012-13



PUPIL SERVICES
GUIDANCE

SALARIES: INSTRUCTIONAL
Guidance Counselors

SALARIES: NON-INSTRUCTIONAL
High School Clerical Includes summer work

BOCES SERVICES
Diagnostic & Prescriptive Services

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
High School
Middle School

TOTAL: Guidance

HEALTH SERVICES

SALARIES: NON-INSTRUCTIONAL
Nurses and Summer Work

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES
Payments to Other Districts for Health Service Provided to Resident Pupils

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES: First Aid Supplies
High School

Middle School

Elementary School

TOTAL: Health Services

ADJUSTED
2011-12

419,546

74,711

33,000

4,000
700

$4,700

$531,957

185,578

115,000

2,500
2,120
1,750

$6,370

$306,948

BUDGET

Administration
2011-12

Instruction
2011-12
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419,546

74,711

33,000

4,000
700

$4,700

$531,957

185,578

115,000

2,500
2,120
1,750

$6,370

$306,948

PROPOSED
2012-13

Capital
2011-12

419,546

75,402

33,000

3,720
651

$4,371
$532,319

191,315

115,000

2325
1,972
1,627

$5,924

$312,239

PROPOSED

Administration

Instruction
2012-13

2012-13
419,546

75,402

33,000

3,720
651

$4,371

$532,319

191,315

115,000

2,325
1,972
1,627

$5,924

$312,239

Capital
2012-13



PUPIL SERVICES ADJUSTED
2011-12

PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES

SALARIES: INSTRUCTIONAL 192,059

School Psychologists

TOTAL: Psychological Services $192,059

PUPIL PERSONNEL SERVICES

SALARIES: INSTRUCTIONAL:

Director of PPS & Special Education (0.5 FTE) #1 71,823
Social Worker 107,897
Summer CSE Meetings and Evaluations 19,106
$198,826

SALARIES: NON-INSTRUCTIONAL 27,085

Clerical Support (0.5 FTE)

#1 NOTES: The Director of Special Education's duties are assigned 0.5 in Special Education and 0.5

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES 1,323
Home and Hospital Instruction 19,556
BOCES SERVICES 32,302

Therapists; IEP Direct

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES #2 13,341

#2 NOTES: Materials and Supplies include general office supplies, computer paper, supplies for counselors, subscriptions,

computer software, etc.

TOTAL: Pupil Personnel Services $292,433

BUDGET

Administration

Instruction

2011-12 2011-12
192,059
$192,059
71,823
107,897
19,106
$71,823 $127,003
27,085

in Pupil Personnel Services.

$98,908
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1,323

19,556

32,302

13,341

$193,525

| PROPOSED
Capital PROPOSED  Administration Instruction Capital
2011-12 2012-13 2012-13 2012-13 2012-13
192,059 192,059
$192,059 $192,059
74,508 74,508
107,897 107,897
19,106 19,106
$201,511 $74,508 $127,003
18,908 18,908
1,323 1,323
19,556 19,556
32,302 32,302
12,407 12,407
$286,007 $93416 $192,591



PUPIL SERVICES:
Co-curricular Activities

PUPIL ACTIVITIES

SALARIES: INSTRUCTIONAL

High School Club Advisors & Chaperones

Middle School Club Advisors & Chaperones

Performing Arts: District Theatre Productions and Shows

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES
District Performing Arts: NYSSMA Fees / Musical Instrument Rentals & Repair

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES

Performing Arts: District Theatre Productions and Shows
High School Clubs

Middle School Clubs

District Support of Clubs

TOTAL: Co-Curricular Activities

Interscholastic Athletics

SALARIES:
Athletics Director: 1.0 FTE
Coaches Salaries
Athletic Trainer, Fitness Supervisor, Chaperones, Intramurals
Clerical Support (1.0 FTE)

EQUIPMENT / DURABLE SUPPLIES

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES
Inter-Scholastic Athletics Transportation
General Contractual

BOCES SERVICES: Officials and Coordinator

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES:
Atbhletics Supplies - All Sports and Intramurals

TOTAL: Interscholastic Athletics

TOTAL: PUPIL SERVICES

TOTAL: INSTRUCTION #1

#1 NOTES: TOTAL INSTRUCTION summarizes the following functions; Administration and Improvement, Teaching Regular School,

Special Education Programs, Instructional Media, and Pupil Services.

ADJUSTED
2011-12

77,200
39,716
36,727

$153,643
10,600

36,005
6,000
1,500
5,000

$48,505

$212,748

120,000
290,600
49,310
67,489
$527,399
6,000
82,420
55,550
79,848
50,850
$802,067

$2,338,212

$25,141,308

BUDGET

Administration
2011-12

Instruction
2011-12

120,000

$120,000

$120,000

$218,908

$2,075,383
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77,200
39,716
36,727

$153,643
10,600

36,005
6,000
1,500
5,000

$48,505

$212,748

290,600
49,310
67,489

$407,399
6,000
82,420
55,550
79,848
50,850
$682,067

$2,119,304

$23,065,925

PROPOSED
2012-13

Capital
2011-12

70,600
36,316
29,247

$136,163
10,600

33,485
5,580
1,395
4,650

$45,110

$191,873

120,000
282,413
49,310
71,472
$523,195
6,000
52,420
55,550
70,348
47,290
$755,303

$2,269,800

$25,078,210

PROPOSED

Administration

Instruction

2012-13 2012-13

70,600
36,316
29,247

$136,163
10,600

33485
5,580
1,395
4,650

$45,110

$191,873

72,000 48,000
282413
49,310
71472

$72,000 $451,195

6,000

52,420

55,550

70,848

47,290

$72,000 $683,303

$165.416 $2,104,384

$2,023,544 $23,054,666

Capital
2012-13



PUPIL TRANSPORTATION

SALARIES: NON-INSTRUCTIONAL: Includes
Director of Operations (0.5 FTE) #1

Head Bus Driver (1.0 FTE)

Clerical; Drivers; Mechanic; Monitors

Overtime
Substitutes

Overtime and Substitutes are used to cover absences, extended illness,
cover bus runs necessitated by inclement weather, bus delays,
early dismissals, and other transportation needs as they arise.

The current salary is $ 79,000

ADJUSTED
2011-12

56,896
78,328
942,895
11,249
2,163

1,091,531

#1 NOTES: The responsibilities of the Director of Operations are distributed (0.5) Operations & Maintenance and

(0.5) Transportation.

Administrative salaries for next year have not been established at this time.

EQUIPMENT /DURABLE SUPPLIES
Replacement of radios and bus camera systems

CONTRACTUAL EXPENSES

Meteorological Forecasting Services
Other Contractual Expenses: Tolls, Fingerprinting, Mileage, Consultants

Vehicle Insurance

Mandated Driver Medical Examinations and Drug Testing

Bus Repairs

Bus Safety Education and State Mandated Certifications

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
General Office

Vehicle Materials, Supplies, Handtools, Tires, Parts, Oil, Bus Parts

Gasoline and Diesel

State Contract: Gasoline and Diesel fuel

Special Private School

Transportation for disabled pupils attending private special schools

and summer transportation

CONTRACT TRANSPORTATION SERVICES #2
Hudson Valley Bus Regular Runs: 18 Buses: 66 passenger
2 Vans: 20 passenger
Late Bus Runs

#2 NOTES:

7,500

2,303
5,050
26,000
2,000
16,068
3,800

$55221

1,441
48,186
210,000

$259,627

12,225

1,172,989

The transportation contract figure is the current contract extended to next year with a projected 3.90 % C.P.I.increase for 2012-2013.

TOTAL: PUPIL TRANSPORTATION

$2,599,093

BUDGET |
Administration  Instruction Capital PROPOSED
2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2012-13
56,896 39,500
78,328 79,111
942,895 930,464
11,249 11,249
2,163 2,163
$1,091,531 1,062,487
7,500 7,500
2,303 2,303
5,050 5,050
26,000 26,000
2,000 2,000
16,068 16,068
3,800 3,800
$55,221 $55,221
1,441 1,340
48,186 48,186
210,000 218,400
$259,627 $267,926
12,225 12,225
1,172,989 1,218,736
$2,599,093 $2,624,095

Page 25

PROPOSED

Administration Instruction

2012-13 2012-13

39,500
79,111
930,464
11,249
2,163

$1,062,487

7,500

2,303
5,050
26,000
2,000
16,068
3,800

$55,221

1,340
48,186
218,400

$267.926

12,225

1,218,736

$2,624,095

Capital
2012-13



UNDISTRIBUTED

EMPLOYEE BENEFITS ##

NYS EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT
NYS TEACHERS' RETIREMENT
SOCIAL SECURITY AND MEDICARE
WORKERS' COMPENSATION

LIFE INSURANCE

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL INSURANCE

UNION WELFARE BENEFITS

TOTAL: Employee Benefits

## NOTES:

ADJUSTED
2011-12

901,203
2247821
1,895,224

157,020

18,078

40,000

4,489,044

415,400

$10,163,790

BUDGET

Administration  Instruction Capital

2011-12 2011-12 2011-12
164,019 527384 209,800
178,027 2,069,794 0
151,618 1,650,740 92,866
7,562 136,764 12,694
1,446 15,746 886
1,700 34,840 3,460
352,026 3,928.410 208,608
41,850 348,750 24,800
$898,248 $8,712,428 $553,114

New York State sets the retirement contribution rates. Local school districts have no control over retirement costs.

State Retirement contributions are made by the district for member employees at various contribution levels for salaries earned between April 1,
2011 and March 31,2012. The rate is projected to be 18.9% of payroll on average. This is a rate increase of 16% above last year.

Teacher Retirement contributions estimated at 11.84% of payroll are made by the district for member employees based on salaries earned between
July 1,2012 and June 30,2013. This is a rate increase of 6.6 % above last year.
The FICA rate for 2012 remains at 7.65% while the maximum wage base for Social Security is $ 110,100; an increase of 3.9%.

The medicare portion ( 1.45% ) will continue to be assessed without limits on the salary base. The 2013 Social Security wage base is not set at this time.

The Putnam Valley School District is self insurred through the Westchester Putnam School Cooperative Workers
Compensation Plan. This is the premium determined by an independent actuarial firm based on salaries and loss experience.

Eligible employees are provided with term life insurance at $7,500; Administrators are insured at varied amounts.

Eligible employees and retirees receive individual or family hospital and medical insurance. Premiums will increase 3.0% next year.
Health insurance coverage for retirees continue to rise as the number of retirees increase.

Retirees also receive medicare premium reimbursements.

Welfare benefit contributions of $1,600 are made on behalf of each eligible employee and retiree.
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PROPOSED
2012-13

1,056,844
2,389,050
1,957,180
157,020
18,240

42,500

4,692,499

422,400

$10,735,733

PROPOSED

Administration Instruction Capital

2012-13 2012-13 2012-13
192,346 618,465 246,033
189,213 2,199,837 0
156,574 1,704,704 95,902
7,562 136,764 12,694
1,459 15,887 894
1,900 37,018 3,582
352,026 4,131,865 208,608
41,850 355,750 24,800
$942.,930 $9,200,290 $592,513



INTERFUND TRANSFERS

Special Aid Fund: District Share of Extended School Year Programs
TRANSFER TO DEBT SERVICE FUND

2000 New High School

1998 MS Reconstruction

Bus Project Bond Anticipation Notes

2005 MS / ES Reconstruction

TOTAL: UNDISTRIBUTED

TOTAL: GENERAL FUND

ADJUSTED
2011-12

60,000

1,564,413
240,253
104,743
884,200

$2,793,609

$13,017,399

$44,896,512

BUDGET
Administration  Instruction Capital
2011-12 2011-12 2011-12
60,000
1,564,413
240,253
104,743
884,200
$2,793,609
$898,248 $8,712,428 $3.,406,723
$4,630,884 $34,377 446 $5,888,182
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PROPOSED
2012-13

60,000

1,591,038
240,253
104,743
880,400

$2,816,434

$13,612,167

$45,270,917

PROPOSED

Administration
2012-13

$942,930

$4,605,179

Instruction
2012-13

$9,200,290

$34,879,051

Capital
2012-13

60,000
1,591,038
240,253
104,743
880,400

$2.816,434

$3.,468.,947

$5,786,687



4/24/12 12:51 PM
REVENUES
Appropriated Fund Balance
Real Property Tax Levy
Local Non-Tax Sources
State & Federal Sources

Total

EXPENDITURES

GENERAL SUPPORT
Board of Education
Central Administration
Finance
Staff
Central Services
Special Items

INSTRUCTION
Instructional Improvement
Teaching: Regular School
Special Apportionment Programs
Instructional Media
Pupil Services

TRANSPORTATION
Pupil Transportation

UNDISTRIBUTED
Employee Benefits
Debt Service
Interfund Transfers

TOTAL: GENERAL FUND

BUDGET PROPOSED
ADJUSTED Administration Instruction Capital PROPOSED  Administration Instruction Capital
2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2012-13 2012-13 2012-13 2012-13
925,000 875,000
34,234,184 34,909,602
621,500 589,100
9,115,828 8,897,215
$44,896,512 $45,270,917
BUDGET PROPOSED
ADJUSTED Administration  Instruction Capital PROPOSED  Administration Instruction Capital
2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2011-12 2012-13 2012-13 2012-13 2012-13
29,540 29,540 0 0 29,281 29,281 0 0
386,998 386,998 0 0 376,717 376,717 0 0
601,148 601,148 0 0 591,755 591,755 0 0
153,710 153,710 0 0 155,160 155,160 0 0
2,366,459 0 0 2,366,459 2,292,740 0 0 2,292,740
600,857 485,857 0 115,000 510,792 485,792 0 25,000
4,138,712 1,657,253 0 2481459 3,956,445 1,638,705 0 2,317,740
1,753,150 1,634,171 118,979 0 1,778,139 1,659,300 118,839 0
13,064,854 0 13,064,854 0 12,890,224 0 12,890,224 0
6,673,047 171,969 6,501,078 0 6,876,959 148,493 6,728,466 0
1,312,045 50,335 1,261,710 0 1,263,088 50,335 1,212,753 0
2,338,212 218,908 2,119,304 0 2,269,800 165416 2,104,384 0
25,141,308 2,075,383 23,065,925 0 25,078,210 2,023,544 23,054,666 0
2,599,093 0 2,599,093 0 2,624,095 0 2,624,095 0
10,163,790 898,248 8,712,428 553,114 10,735,733 942,930 9,200,290 592,513
2,793,609 0 0 2,793,609 2,816,434 0 0 2816434
60,000 0 0 60,000 60,000 0 0 60,000
13,017,399 898,248 8,712,428 3,406,723 13,612,167 942,930 9,200,290 3,468,947
$44,896,512 $4,630,884 $34,377 446 $5,888,182 $45,270,917 $4,605,179 $34,879,051 $5,786,687
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The New York State School Report Card
Fiscal Accountability Supplement

for
Putnam Valley Central School District

New York State Education Law and the Commissioner's Regulations require the attachment of the NYS School
Report Card to the public school district budget proposal. The regulations require that certain expenditure ratios
for general education and special education students be reported and compared with ratios for similar districts
and all public schools. The required ratios for this district are reported below.

2009-2010 School Year General Education Special Education
This Instructional Expenditures $21,734,033 $10,715,841
School Pupils 1,793 232
District Expenditures Per Pupil $12,122 $46,189
Similar Instructional Expenditures $4,926,191,619 $1,794,488,590
District | pupils 401,187 52,039
Group Expenditures Per Pupil $12,279 $34,484
Total of All | Instructional Expenditures $30,088,158,593 $11,362,166,093
School  'pyyits 2,709,505 422,576
Districts in
NY State | Expenditures Per Pupil $11,105 $26,888
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 level administrative and instructional support expenditures. These expenditures include amounts for instruction of stu-
dents with disabilities in a general education setting. District expenditures, such as transportation, debt service, and district-wide adminis-
tration, are not included.

The pupil count for General Education is K-12 average daily membership plus K-12 pupils for whom the district pays tuition to another
school district. This number represents all pupils, including those classified as having disabilities and those not classified, excluding only
students with disabilities placed out of district. For districts in which a county jail is located, this number includes incarcerated youth to
whom the district must provide an education program.

Instructional Expenditures for Special Education are K-12 expenditures for students with disabilities (including summer special education
expenditures) plus a proration of building-level administrative and instructional support expenditures. District expenditures, such as trans-
portation, debt service, and district-wide administration, are not included.

The pupil count for Special Education is a count of K-12 students with disabilities for the 2009-10 school year plus students for whom the
district receives tuition from another district plus students for whom the district pays tuition to another district. Students attending the State
schools at Rome and Batavia, private placements, and out-of-state placements are included.

Instructional Expenditures Per Pupil is the simple arithmetic ratio of Instructional Expenditures to Pupils. The total cost of instruction for stu-
dents with disabilities may include both general and special education expenditures. Special education services provided in the general ed-
ucation classroom may benefit students not classified as having disabilities.

This School Similar District Total of All School
2009-2010 School Year District Group Districts in NY State
Total Expenditures Per Pupil $24,244 $22,124 $19,921

Total Expenditures Per Pupil is the simple arithmetic ratio of Total Expenditures to Pupils. Total Expenditures include district expenditures
for classroom instruction, as well as expenditures for transportation, debt service, community service and district-wide administration that
are not included in the Instructional Expenditure values for General Education and Special Education. As such, the sum of General Educa-
tion and Special Education Instructional Expenditures does not equal the Total Expenditures.

The numbers used to compute the statistics on this page were collected on the State Aid Form A, the State Aid Form F, the School District
Annual Financial Report (ST-3), and from the Student Information Repository System (SIRS).
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The New York State School Report Card
Information about Students with Disabilities

for
Putnam Valley Central School District

New York State Education Law and the Commissioner's Regulations require the attachment of the NYS School
Report Card to the public school district budget proposal. The regulations require reporting students with disabi-
lities by the percent of time they are in general education classrooms and the classification rate of students with
disabilities. These data are to be compared with percentages for similar districts and all public schools. The re-
quired percentages for this district are reported below.

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

80% or more 122 56.5% 63.8% 56.2%

40% to 79% 56 25.9% 16.9% 11.9%

Less than 40% 32 14.8% 11.7% 23.0%
Separate Settings 6 2.8% 4.4% 6.0%

Other Settings 0 0.0% 3.2% 2.9%

The source data for the statistics in this table were reported through the Student Information Repository System (SIRS) and
verified in Verification Report 5. The counts are numbers of students reported in the least restrictive environment categories
for school-age programs (ages 6-21) on October 6, 2010. The percentages represent the amount of time students with
disabilities are in general education class-rooms, regardless of the amount and cost of special education services they
receive. Rounding of percentage values may cause them to sum to a number slightly different from 100%.

School-age Students with Disabilities Classification Rate

2010-11 School Year This School Similar District Total of All School
District Group Districts in NY State
Special Ed Classification Rate 12.1% 11.4% 13.0%

This rate is a ratio of the count of school-age students with disabilities (ages 4-21) to the total enrollment 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. More information about this
categorization is on the Internet at: http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/accountability/2011-12/NeedResourceCapacitylndex.pdf




The New York State
District Report Card

Comprehensive
Information Report
2010-11

Regents Exams
Al Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above:
55 65 85 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive English 2010-11 138 98% 96% 53% 119 99% 98% 60% 19 89% 79% 11%

2009-10 141 94% 89% 47% 121 97% 94% 54% 20 80% 55% 5%
2008-09 142 98% 95% 44% 124 98% 98% 49% 18 94% 718% 6%
Integrated Algebra 2010-11 167 98% 93% 19% 149 99% 95% 21% 18 83% T78% 0%
2009-10 185 96% 89% 33% 167 98% 93% 37% 18 T78% 56% 0%
2008-09 152 94% 91% 27% 130 98% 95% 32% 22 73% 64% 0%

Geometry 2010-11 177 95% 84% 27% 170 95% 84% 28% 7T 86% T1% 0%
2009-10 133 92% 80% 23% 124 93% 83% 24% 9 89% 33% 0%
2008-09 0 0 0
Algebra 2/Trigonometry 2010-11 103 93% T77% 28% 102 - = = 1 = = =
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Global History 2010-11 172 95% 92% 42% 155 98% 95% 46% 17 71% 65% 6%
and Geography 2009-10 133 96% 86% 44% 116 98% 92% 50% 17 82% 47% 0%
2008-09 151 93% 86% 45% 129 96% 93% 52% 22 T7T% 45% 5%
U.S. History 2010-11 136 99% 95% 69% 118 100% 97% T75% 18 89% T78% 28%

and Government 2000-10 136 98% 96% 60% 123 99% 98% 65% 13 85% T77% 15%

2008-09 142 99% 96% T70% 124 99% 97% 75% 18 100% 89% 33%
Living Environment 2010-11 178 97% 93% 41% 154 100% 97% 46% 24 79% 63% 8%

2009-10 160 98% 92% 42% 147 99% 95% 45% 13 7% 62% 8%
2008-09 138 99% 96% 41% 119 100% 98% 45% 19 95% 79% 16%

Physical Setting/ 2010-11 147 97% 89% 48% 139 97% 90% 50% 8 88% T75% 25%
Earth Science 2009-10 116 97% 96% 60% 103 99% 98% 65% 13 85% T7% 23%
2008-09 179 97% 92% 35% 167 96% 92% 37% 12 100% 83% 8%
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2010-11 121 98% 86% 28% 118 - - - 3 - - -
2009-10 123 93% T71% 8% 120 - - - 3 - - -
2008-09 107 95% 87% 34% 101 95% 86% 35% 6 100% 100% 17%
Physical Setting/Physics 2010-11 38 92% 89% 11% 38 92% 89% 11% 0
2009-10 45 93% 93% 36% 44 = = = 1 = = =
2008-09 53 98% 91% 42% 52 = = = 1 = = =

NOTE
The — symbolindicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

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 ator above: Tested scoring ator above:
55 65 85 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive French 2010-11 13 100% 100% 85% 13 100% 100% 85% 0
2009-10 12 100% 100% 75% 12 100% 100% 75% 0
2008-09 15 100% 100% 80% 15 100% 100% 80% 0
Comprehensive Italian 2010-11 Y
2009-10 0
2008-09 0
Comprehensive Spanish 2010-11 112 97% 91% 45% 110 - = - 2 - - -
2009-10 83 99% 90% 53% 81 - - - 2 - - -
2008-09 92 98% 98% T70% 88 = = = 4 - - -
NOTE

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

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

March 17, 2012
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Regents Competency Tests

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

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

Mathematics 2010-11

2009-10

2008-09

Science 2010-11
2009-10

2008-09

Reading 2010-11
2009-10
83%

2008-09 83%

Writing 2010-11
2009-10
100%

2008-09 100%

Global Studies 2010-11
2009-10
13%

2008-09 13%

U.S. History 2010-11

and Government 2009-10

60% 60%
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2008-09

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

March 17, 2012 Page 3
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

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

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level:
Begin. Interm. Adv. Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv. Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv. Prof.
Listening 2010-11 1 - - - - 1 - - - - 0
and Speaking ;o ¢ 9 0% 11% 44% 44% 8 - — = - 1 - - -
(GradesK-1) 500 5 0% 20% 60% 20% 5 0% 20% 60% 20% O
Reading 2010-11 1 - - - - 1 - - - - 0
andWriting ;50910 9 22% 56% 11% 11% 8 - - - - 1 - - -
(GradesK-1) 809 5 60% 20% 20% 0% 5 60% 20% 20% 0% 0
Listening 2010-11 11 0% 0% 9% 91% 8 - - - - 3 - - -
and Speaking ;49 1o 5 0% 0% 0% 100% 2 - - -~ - 3 = - -
(Grades2-4) 500 5 0% 0% 40% 60% 3 . > - - -
Reading 2010-11 10 10% 30% 50% 10% I4 = = = = 3 = = =
and Writing 2009-10 5 20% 40% 40% 0% 2 - - - - 3 - - -
(Grades2-4) 5 05 5 20% 60% 20% 0% 3 - - - - 2 - - -
Listening 2010-11 5 20% 0% 20% 60% 3 - - - - 2 - - -
and Speaking 2009-10 3 _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ 2 _ _ _
(Grades 5-6) 2008-09 0 0 0
Reading 2010-11 5 20% 0% 40% 40% 3 = = = = 2 = = =
and Writing 2009-10 3 _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ 2 _ _ _
(Grades 5-6) 2008-09 0 0 0
Listening 2010-11 2 = = = - 2 - - - - 0
and Speaking 2009-10 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 2008-09 1 B B B B 1 B B . B 0
Reading 2010-11 2 = = = - 2 - - - - 0
and Writing 2009-10 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 2008-09 1 B B B B 1 B B . B 0
Listening 2010-11 6 0% 17% 50% 33% 4 = = = = 2 = = =
and Speaking  ,,00-10 5 0% 0% 20% 80% 4 - - - - 1 - - -
(Grades 9-12) 2008-09 3 B B B B 3 B B . B 0
Reading 2010-11 6 0% 83% 17% 0% 4 = = = = 2 = = =
andWriting 50010 5 0% 60% 0% 40% 4 - - - - 1 - - -
(Grades 9-12) 2008-09 3 B B B B 3 B B . B 0

NOTE
The — symbolindicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

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

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

Statewide 2010-11 NAEP Participation Rates for LEP Students

and Students with Disabilities

Participation Rate

Grade 4 Reading

Limited English Proficient 84%

Students with Disabilities 85%
Grade 8 Reading

Limited English Proficient 7%

Students with Disabilities 84%
Grade 4 Mathematics

Limited English Proficient 91%

Students with Disabilities 90%
Grade 8 Mathematics

Limited English Proficient 92%

Students with Disabilities 91%

NOTE

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), developed in 1969, is a nationally representative assessment of the performance of United States’ students in

mathematics, reading, science, writing, the arts, civics, economics, geography, and U.S. history. Teachers, principals, parents, policymakers, and researchers use NAEP results

to assess progress and develop ways to improve education in the United States.

March 17, 2012
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

2007 Total Cohort Performance on
Regents Exams After Four Years

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
1= = €
() (] ()
v E v E v £
2 5 Percentage of 2 S Percentage of 25 Percentage of
S & students scoring: S& students scoring: S & students scoring:
55-64 65-84 85-100 55-64 65-84 85-100 55-64 65-84 85-100
Global History 144 6% 41% 48% 126 0% 43% 54% 18 44% 28% 6%
and Geography
U.S. History 144 2% 33% 58% 126 1% 30% 65% 18 11% 56% 6%
and Government
Science 144 4% 40% 53% 126 1% 39% 60% 18 28% 44% 11%

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

Total Number of students scoring

Tested at Level:
1 2 3 4

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

English Language Arts 0

Mathematics o for studen'ts taking the NYSAA in English language grts,
) . mathematics, and science at the elementary and middle

Social Studies 0 levels are available in the Accountability and Overview

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

NOTE

The — symbolindicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

High School Completers

AllStudents General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Graduates of Students of Graduates of Students of Graduates
Total Graduates 2010-11 135 120 15
2009-10 140 122 18
2008-09 181 161 20
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2010-11 123 91% 118 98% 5 33%
2009-10 125 89% 115 94% 10 56%
2008-09 163 90% 155 96% 8 40%
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2010-11 64 47% 62 52% 2 13%
with Advanced Designation 2009-10 64 46% 61 50% 3 17%
2008-09 87 48% 87 54% 0 0%
Receiving an 2010-11 4 N/A 0 4 N/A
Individualized Education 2009-10 3 N/A 0 3 N/A
Program (IEP) Diploma 2008-09 9 N/A 0 5 N/A

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

High School Noncompleters

AllStudents General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students
Dropped Out 2010-11 1 0% 0 0% 1 1%
2009-10 3 0% 1 0% 2 2%
2008-09 4 1% 3 0% 1 1%
Entered Approved High School 2010-11 3 0% 3 0% 0 0%
Equivalency Preparation 2009-10 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Program 2008-09 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Total Noncompleters 2010-11 4 1% 3 0% 1 1%
2009-10 3 0% 1 0% 2 2%
2008-09 4 1% 3 0% 1 1%
Post-secondary Plans of 2010-11 Completers
AllStudents 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 75 54% 71 59% 4 21%
To 2-year College 44 32% 37 31% 7 37%
To Other Post-secondary 1 1% 1 1% 0 0%
To the Military 4 3% 3 3% 1 5%
To Employment 2 1% 0 0% 2 11%
To Adult Services 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To Other Known Plans 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Plan Unknown 13 9% 8 7% 5 26%
= —
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The New York State
District Report Card

Accountability
andOverview Report
2010-11

ThisDistrict'sReportCard

The New York State District Report Card isan important part of

the Board of Regents’ effort to raiselearning standards for all students.

It providesinformation 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 schooland district performance. Knowledge gained
from thereport card onaschool district’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

March 17, 2012

Usethisreportto:

GetDistrict
Profileinformation.

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 2011-12 accountability status.

Review an Overview

of District Performance.

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

District Profile

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

Enrollment

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Pre-K 0 0 0
Kindergarten 125 126 102
Grade 1 123 122 127
Grade 2 126 122 123
Grade 3 126 130 132
Grade 4 138 129 136
Grade 5 156 144 130
Grade 6 136 158 150
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
Grade 7 157 140 162
Grade 8 153 163 139
Grade 9 138 165 175
Grade 10 149 137 160
Grade 11 148 151 136
Grade 12 191 148 147
Ungraded Secondary 0 0 0
TotalK-12 1866 1835 1819

Average Class Size

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11

Common Branch 20 19 20
Grade 8

English 20 17 22
Mathematics 25 22 23
Science 18

Social Studies 22 22 24
Grade 10

English 19 22 24
Mathematics 15 19 21
Science 17 25 19
Social Studies 24 21 24

March 17, 2012

District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Enrollment
Information

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

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

Average Class Size
Information

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

Page 2



District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Demographic Factors Demographic Factors
Information
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price
“ % “ % “ % Lunch percentages are determined by dividing
— the number of approved lunch applicants
Eligible for Free Lunch 95 5% 128 % 142 8%

by the Basic Educational Data System (BEDS)
Reduced-Price Lunch 68 4% 71 4% 63 4% enrollment in full-day Kindergarten through
Grade 12. Eligible for Free Lunch and Limited

Student Stability* N/A N/A N/A . 2 .

English Proficient counts are used to determine
Limited English Proficient 2T 1% 22 1% 34 2% Similar Schools groupings within a Need/Resource
Racial/Ethnic Origin Capacity category.
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 0% 1 0% 1 0%
Black or African American 31 2% 52 3% 43 2%
Hispanic or Latino 214 11% 193 11% 198 11%
Asian or Native 31 2% 36 2% 42 2%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 1525 82% 1480 81% 1454 80%
Multiracial 64 3% 73 4% 81 4%

* Available only at the school level. Attendan Ce
[ 3]
and Suspensions
L]
Information

Attendance and Suspensions

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

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

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 A
4 % “ % “ % the number of students in attendance on each
day the district’s schools were open durin
Annual Attendance Rate 95% 96% 96% y P 9

the school year. Possible attendance is the sum
Student Suspensions 48 3% 40 2% 35 2% of the number of enrolled students who should
have been in attendance on each day schools
were open during the school year. Student
Suspension rate is determined by dividing

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

the school year by the Basic Educational Data
System (BEDS) day 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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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Teacher Qualifications

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Number of Teachers 146 147 141
Percent with No Valid 0% 0% 1%
Teaching Certificate
Percent Teaching Out 1% 1% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Than 5% 4% 2%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master’s Degree 14% 17% 17%
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate
Total Number of Core Classes 455 408 376
Percent Not Taught by Highly Qualified 3% 0% 1%
Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly Qualified 8% 6% 5%
in High-Poverty Schools Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly Qualified 1% 1% 0%
in Low-Poverty Schools Statewide
Total Number of Classes 572 548 527
Percent Taught by Teachers Without 3% 2% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 27% 17% 25%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 10% 6% 16%
Staff Counts

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Other Professional Staff 20 35 17
Total Paraprofessionals* 44 38 45
Assistant Principals 2 2 2
Principals 3 3 3

* Not available at the school level.

March 17, 2012

District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Teacher Qualifications
Information

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

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

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

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

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

Teacher Turnover Rate
Information

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

Staff Counts
Information

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

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

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

LANGUAGE ARTS

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

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

1 EnglishLanguageArts(ELA)

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

A Participation Criterion B PerformanceCriterion
At the elementary/middle level, 95 percent of Grades 3-8
students enrolled during the test administration period in
each group with 40 or more students must be tested on the
New York State Testing Program (NYSTP) in ELA or, if appropriate,
the New York State English as a Second Language Achievement
Test (NYSESLAT), or the New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA) in ELA. At the secondary level, 95 percent of seniors in
2010-11in 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 (PI)

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 PI of
each group in the 2007 cohort with 30 or more members must
equal or exceed its Effective AMO or the group must make Safe
Harbor. To make Safe Harbor, the Pl of the group must equal or
exceed its Safe Harbor Target and the group must qualify for Safe
Harbor using the third indicator, science or graduation rate.

2 Mathematics

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

3 ThirdIndicator

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

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

A Participation Criterion 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 2006 graduation-rate
total cohort in the All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate
Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target.

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

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12thGraders

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

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

2007 Cohort

The count of students in the 2007 accountability cohort used

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

Accountability Cohort for English and Mathematics

The accountability cohort is used to determine if a school

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

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

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

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

Annual Measurable Objective (AMO)

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

Continuous Enrollment

The count of continuously enrolled tested students used to
determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance part
of the AYP determination for elementary/middle-level ELA,
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.
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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 AnnualMeasurable 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.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

Graduation Rate

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

Graduation-Rate Total Cohort

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

2006—-07 school year, and who were enrolled in the school/
district for five months or longer or who were enrolled in the
school/district for less than five months but were previously
enrolled in the same school/district for five months or longer
between the date they first entered Grade 9 and the date they
last ended enrollment. A more detailed definition of
graduation-rate cohort can be found in the SIRS Manual at
www.p12.nysed.gov/irs.

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

Limited English Proficient

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

Non-Accountability Groups
Female, Male, and Migrant groups are not part of the AYP
determination for any measure.
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability (continued)

Participation

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

Performance Index(PI)

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

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

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

ProgressTargets

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

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

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

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

Safe Harbor provides an alternate means to demonstrate

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

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

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

Safe Harbor Qualification (%)

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

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

State Standard

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

Students with Disabilities

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

Test Performance

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

Total

The count of students enrolled during the test administration
period used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for elementary/
middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science. These are the first
numbers in the parentheses after the subgroup label on the
elementary/middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
For accountability calculations, students who were excused
from testing for medical reasons in accordance with federal
NCLB guidance are notincluded in the count.
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

E District Accountability

District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Understanding Your District Accountability Status

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

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

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

the State hierarchy. A district that does not receive Title | funding in a school year does not have a federal status in that year; however,
all districts receive a state status even if they do not receive Title | funding. Consequences for districts not in good standing can be

found at: http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/accountability/.

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

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

A\ Districtin Good Standing

W 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.

Districtin Need of Improvement(Year1)

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

Districtin Need of Improvement(Year 2)

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

Districtin Need of Improvement(Year 3)

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

Districtin Need of Improvement(Year 4)

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

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

District Requiring Academic Progress(Year1)

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

District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 2)

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

District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 3)

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

District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 4)

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

District Requiring Academic Progress (Year 5 and above)

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

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

March 17, 2012
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E District Accountability

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000
Summary
Overall Accountability A Good Standing
Status (2011-12) ELA A\ Good Standing Science #\ Good Standing
Math A\ Good Standing Graduation Rate #\ Good Standing
Title | Part A Funding Years the District Received Title | Part A Funding
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12
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 4 v (4 v v v
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native - -
B[ackorAfncan Amencan .................... e B RS SRR BRI
.l_.i |s pam C (.).r. I._.a.t.i.r{(.) ............................. ‘/ ................... ./ ................................................ R SR
As|anorNat|ve ...........................................................................................................................................................................
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander - - - -
Wh|te ........................................... ‘/ ................... ‘/ ................................................ ‘/ ................... ‘/ .........................................

Multiracial

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities

Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Student groups making
AYP in each subject ®K 304 vV 4of4 vV 10f1 Vv 20f2 V' 20f2 VvV 1of1
AYP Status Accountability Status Levels
Federal State

v/ MadeAYP r .
St . Good Standing A B Good Standing

Made AYP Using Safe Harbor Target Improvement (Year 1) Requiring Academic Progress (Year 1)
X Did not make AYP Improvement (Year 2) Requiring Academic Progress (Year 2)
— Insufficient Number of Students Improvement (Year 3) /A @ Requiring Academic Progress (Year 3)

to Determine AYP Status Improvement (Year 4) A, I Requiring Academic Progress (Year 4)

Improvement (Year 5 & Above) 4 M Requiring Academic Progress (Year 5 & Above)

Pending - Requires Special Evaluation
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E District Accountability

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status A Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

Accountability Measures 3 of 4 Student groups making AYP in English language arts
% Did not make AYP

P"OSPECtiVG Status This district will be in good standing in 2012-13. [201]

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
StudentGroup Met Percentage Met Performance  Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (851:827) (4 v 98% (4 163 118
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native _ _ _ _ _ _ _
(1:1)
Black or African American
(21:16) - - - - - - -

Hispanic or Latino (96:93)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (18:16)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

ff:g:elnlt‘s”wnh Disabilities 2 v e 2 o 112 99 102

L Eng R " R~ E
B84 s rrieereerenss S e SN . OSSO
Economically Disadvantaged

(0:0)

Final AYP Determination R3304

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (424:416) 99% 169 117

Male (427:411) 97% 157 117

” .g.r.a; - ( 6.:‘0') ...............................................................................................................................................................................
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.

X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

b3 Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
March 17, 2012 Page 10



E District Accountability

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status A Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  4of4  student groups making AYP in mathematics e
v Made AYP

P"OSPEC“VG Status This district will be in good standing in 2012-13. [201]

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
StudentGroup Met Percentage Met Performance  Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (848:828) (4 v 99% (4 174 133
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native _ _ _ _ _ _ _
(1:1)
Black or African American
(19:16) - - - - - - -

Hispanic or Latino (96:93)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (18:16)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

flt:ginlt;w'th Disabilities V/sH v 99% V/sH 115 127 112 124
e [
A8 I e B B
Economically Disadvantaged

(0:0)

Final AYP Determination v 40f 4

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (422:416) 100% 174 132

Male (426:412) 99% 175 132

- é.r.a; R R
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.

X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

b3 Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
March 17, 2012 Page 11
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Elementary/Middle-Level Science

Accountability Status A Good Standing
forThis Subject
(2011-12
Accountability Measures lof1 Student groups making AYP in science
v Made AYP
Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2012-13. [201]

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Safe Harbor Met Percentage  Met Performance State Progress Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Qualification Criterion Tested Criterion Index Standard 2010-11  2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (282:275) v/ Qualified v 99% v 187 100
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
(1:1) - - - - - - -
BlackorAfncan Ame”can ...............................................................................................................................................................
(5:5) B - B - B - -
H|span|corLat|n0(3028) ............................. R R o R " S
ASIanOrNatlveHawa“an/omerpacmc ............. _ ....................... _ .................... _ ........... _ __ ......................... _ ........
Islander (5:3)
Wh|te (241238) ........................................ Qualmed .............. ‘/ ............ 100% ........... ‘/ RPN, 137 .............. 1 OO ..................................
Mult|r ac|al .('o.;.d) ............................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities Qualified _ _ 4 139 100
(34:33)
leltedEng“ShPmﬁCIent ............................. _ ....................... _ .................... _ ........... _ __ ......................... _ ........
(8:6)
Econom|cal lyD| sadvant age‘j ............................................................................................................................................................
(0:0)
Final AYP Determination vV 10of 1
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (148:148) 100% 186 100
Male (134:127) 97% 187 100
M| gra nt . ( 00) ...............................................................................................................................................................................
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
v/ MadeAYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
b 4 Did not make AYP used on this page.

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

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Secondary-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status A Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures 2072 student groups making AYP in English language arts
(4 Made AYP

P"OSPEC“VG Status This district will be in good standing in 2012-13. [201]

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
StudentGroup Met Percentage Met Performance  Effective Safe Harbor Target
(12th Graders: 2007 Cohort) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (137:136) (4 v 100% v 193 174
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
(0:0)
Black or African American
(2:2) - - N - - N N
Hispanic or Latino (14:13) - - = - = - -

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (4:4)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities
(17:17)

Limited English Proficient
(3:2)

Economically Disadvantaged
(0:0)
Final AYP Determination V' 20f2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (64:64) 100% 197 171

Migrant (0:0)

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

X Did not make AYP

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

I Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Secondary-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status A Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures 2072 student groups making AYP in mathematics e
v Made AYP

P"OSPEC“VG Status This district will be in good standing in 2012-13. [201]

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
StudentGroup Met Percentage Met Performance  Effective Safe Harbor Target
(12th Graders: 2007 Cohort) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (137:136) (4 v 100% v 196 171
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
(0:0)
Black or African American
(2:2) - - N - - N N
Hispanic or Latino (14:13) - - = - = - _

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (4:4)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities
(17:17)

Limited English Proficient
(3:2)

Economically Disadvantaged
(0:0)
Final AYP Determination V' 20f2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (64:64) 100% 200 168

Migrant (0:0)

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

X Did not make AYP

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

I Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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E District Accountability

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000
[ ]
Graduation Rate
Accountability Status for This A Good Standing
Indicator (2011-12)
AccountabilityMeasures  1of1  student groups making AYP in graduationrate
v Made AYP
Prospective Status This district will be in good standing in 2012-13. [201]

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

Graduation Objectives
Student Group Met Graduation State Progress Target
(2006 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort) AYP Criterion Rate Standard 2010-11
Accountability Groups
All Students (154) v v 90% 80%
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0)
Black Or Afr|canA mer|can(7) ............................................................ s s B B
- |span|c Or Lat | no . (14) ..................................................................... e s R R T
As|an Or Nat|ve Hawa“an/omer Pac|f|c |slander (4) .................................. e s R R T
Wh|te (129) ................................................................................. ‘/92% ............... 80% .............................................
Mu - ac i.e;{ . (0) .......................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (24) - — —
o |tedEngl|sh Prof | c| ent (2 ) ............................................................ s s B B
Econom|cal ly D|sadvantaged (o) .................................................................................................................................................
Final AYP Determination VvV 10f1
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (71) 90% 80%
Male (83) 90% 80%
M, gra nt . ( O) ..........................................................................................................................................................................
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
v\ MadeAYpP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels
X Didnot make AYP used on this page.

— Fewer than 30 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort

Aspirational Goal

The Board of Regents has set an aspirational goal that 95% of students in each public school and school district will
graduate within five years of first entry into grade 9. The graduation rate for the 2006 total cohort through June 2011
(after 5 years) for this district is 92% and, therefore, this district did not meet this goal. The aspirational goal does not
impact accountability.
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E School Accountability Status

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

2011-12 Accountability Status of Schoolsin Your District

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

In Good Standing

2 schools identified 67% of total

PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL

Improvement (year 1) Basic

1 school identified 33% of total

PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Summaryof2010-11
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 levelis 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% SQ% 109%
Grade 3 71% I 128
.(.3 rade 4 ......................... 65% ....................................................... 135 ........
.G. rade5 ......................... 59% ... e, 1 29 ........
.(.3 rade6 ......................... 82% ... e, 1 40 ........
.G. rade? ......................... 66% ... ——— 1 55 ........
.(.3 rade8 ......................... 64% ... e ———— 1 40 ........
Mathematics
Grade 3 70% I 128
.G. rade 4 ......................... 74% ....................................................... 135 ........
.(.; rade5 ......................... 80% ... e ———— 1 30 ........
.G. rade6 ......................... 90% ... e ——— 1 40 ........
.(.; rade7 ......................... 79% ... L 1 56 ........
.G. rade8 ......................... 70% ... e —————— 1 43 ........
Science
Grade 4 90% I 135
.G. rade 8 ......................... 63% ......................................................... 35 ........
Percentage of students that 2007 Total
scored at or above Level 3 Cohort
Secondary Level 0% 50% 100%
English 90% I 144
Mat hematlcs .................. 92% ....................................................... 144 ........

March 17, 2012

District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

Aboutthe Performance
Level Descriptors

English Language Arts

Level 1: Below Standard

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

Level 2: Meets Basic Standard

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

Level 3: Meets Proficiency Standard

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

Level 4: Exceeds Proficiency Standard

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

Mathematics

Level1:Below Standard

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

Level 2: Meets Basic Standard

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

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

Level 4: Exceeds Proficiency Standard

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

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

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

needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
the high need category are subdivided into four categories
based on enrollment size and, in some cases, number

of students per square mile. More information about

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

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

This District's N/RC Category:
Low Need Districts

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

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 3 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public

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

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 668 *Range: 644-780 663-780 694-780
2010 Mean Score: 683 100%

91% 93% 87% 86%

1% 70%

B N 2010-11 28%
B 2009-10
4%

Number of Tested Students: 117 122 91 92 5 37

56% 55%
17%
5%

2009-10 School Year

2010-11 School Year

Results by

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 128 91% 71% 4% 131 93% 70% 28%
Female 71 92% 75% 4% 68 94% 75% 31%
}~;| .E; [e ............................................................ 57 ............ 91% ....... 67% ......... 4% .................... 63 ............ 92% ....... 65% ....... 25% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - - -
BlaCkorAfncanAmencan ..................................... R ooocooons oo e 1 rooocrooos oot
H|span|c0r|_at|n017 ................ TSR T ST TRTRIRY AR e e e
As|an OrNatWe Hawa“an/Other Pac|f|c|s|ander ........... 7 EESCTITE REPELPLILY SRTSLPCRPPPRR i fTEPRTTAS FETTRTT NP
Wh| te .......................................................... 1 07 ............ 92% ....... 71% ......... 5% .................. 111 ............ 94 % ....... 71% ....... 28% ........
Mumrac.a[ .......................................................................................................................... 8 ................ RIS s
Sm a“ Gro up TOta [5 ........................................... 2 1 ............ 90% ....... 71% ......... 0% .................... 11 .......... 100 % ....... 73 % ....... 55% ........
General-Bducation Students 110 ... O L — 2 S i1 ... L .
Students with Disabilities 18 50% 22% 0% 20 65% 20% 0%
S PO e 127 T, T — 128 . T R
Limited English Proficient 1 - - - 3 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
.’\.l Ot D| Sadvantaged .......................................... 1 28 ........... 91% ....... 71% ......... 4% .................. 131 ............ 93 % ....... 70 % ....... 28% ........
Migrant
.'\.l Ot M.gra ;{t ................................................... 1 28 ........... 91% ....... 71% ......... 4.1,'5/;, .................. 131 ............ 93 ;%. ....... 70 % ....... 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 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total g Total g
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 1 0
(NYSAA): Grade 3 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 3
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
the ELA NYSTP: Grade 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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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 3 Mathematics

This District NY State Public

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

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 689 *Range: 662-770 684-770 707770
2010 Mean Score: 692 100%

95% 95% 91% 91%

70%
59% 60% 59%
N 2010-11 \ .
B 2009-10 oy 23% 13% 24%
[

Number of Tested Students: 122 125 90 78 9 30
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 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 128 95% 70% 7% 132 95% 59% 23%
Female 71 93% 62% 0% 68 96% 57% 22%
.P;I .a; [e ............................................................ 57 ............ 98% ....... 81% ....... 16% .................... 64 ............ 94 ;%. ....... 61% ....... 23% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - - -
BlaCkorAfncanAmeman ..................................... R ooocooons oo o R LR - rooocrooos oot
H|spamcor|_atm017 ................ TSR T S SRR SRR e e e
As|an OrNatWe Hawa“an/Other Pac|f|c|5[ander ........... 7 EESCTITE REPELPLILY SRTSLPCRPPPRR i fTEPRTTI FETTRTT NP
Wh|te .......................................................... 1 07 ............ 95% ....... 73% ......... 7% .................. 111 ............ 95% ....... 62% ....... 23% ........
Mumrac.a[ ........................................................................................................................................... IR s
Sm au Gro up TOta [s ........................................... 2 1 ............ 95% ....... 57% ....... 10% .................... 12 .......... 100 % ....... 58% ....... 33% ........
General-Education Students 110 98% 75% 8% 111 98% 67% 27%
Studentsw|thD|sab|l|t|e518 ........... el 595 e S B e o G
English Proficient 127 = = = 129 = — —
L|m|tedEng[|shprof|c|ent ..................................... T oo coeonocnos oo R 3 ................ oo oot
ECONOMICAl DISAOVANMA0RA || oo e
Not Disadvantaged 128 95% 70% ™% 132 95% 59% 23%
Migrant
.'\.l Ot M.gra .n.t ................................................... 1 28 ........... 95% ....... 70% ......... ;(.c;/;) .................. 132 ............ 95% ....... 59% ....... 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 group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

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

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade 3 Equivalent

1 - - - 0
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 4 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 677 *Range: 637-775 671-775 722-775
2010 Mean Score: 676 100%
96% 95% 92% 92%
% 67%
65% 51 57% 57%
H N 2010-11
H 2009-10
3% 5% 2% 6%
— | |
Number of Tested Students: 129 123 88 87 4 6
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ge scoring gescoring
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 135 96% 65% 3% 130 95% 67% 5%
Female 70 99% 4% 3% 64 97% 67% 6%
Male 65 92% 55% 3% 66 92% 67% 3%
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - - -
Black or African American 2 = = - 3 = = =
Hispanic or Latino 14 - - - 20 90% 50% 0%
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 1 - - - 2 - - -
White 117 97% 66% 3% 100 96% 73% 6%
Multiracial 5 80% 40% 0%
Small Group Totals 18 89% 61% 6% 5 100% 40% 0%
General-Education Students 114 100% 5% 4% 110 100% 75% 5%
Students with Disabilities 21 71% 10% 0% 20 65% 20% 5%
English Proficient 131 = = = 129 - - =
Limited English Proficient 4 - - - 1 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
Not Disadvantaged 135 96% 65% 3% 130 95% 67% 5%
Migrant
Not Migrant 135 96% 65% 3% 130 95% 67% 5%
NOTES
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 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)t: Grade 4
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 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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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 4 Mathematics

This District NY State Public

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

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 689 *Range: 636-800 676—-800 707-800
2010 Mean Score: 692 100%

94% 96% 94% 95%

8%
4% @ 67% 64%
H N 2010-11
o, 26% 27% 26%

Number of Tested Students: 127 125 100 102 31 34
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 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 135 94% 74% 23% 130 96% 78% 26%
Female 70 94% 3% 21% 64 97% 80% 22%
Male 65 94% 5% 25% 66 95% 7% 30%
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - - -
Black or African American 2 = = - 3 = = =
Hispanic or Latino 14 - - - 20 95% 70% 15%
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 1 - - - 2 - - -
White 117 95% 4% 23% 100 97% 84% 31%
Multiracial 5 80% 40% 0%
Small Group Totals 18 89% 2% 22% 5 100% 40% 0%
General-Education Students 114 99% 82% 25% 110 100% 89% 30%
Students with Disabilities 21 67% 29% 10% 20 75% 20% 5%
English Proficient 131 = = = 129 - - =
Limited English Proficient 4 - - - 1 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
Not Disadvantaged 135 94% 4% 23% 130 96% 8% 26%
Migrant
Not Migrant 135 94% 4% 23% 130 96% 78% 26%
NOTES
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):

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

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

0 0
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 4 Science

This District NY State Public

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

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

2010 Mean Score: 86 100%

98% 100% — 96% 98% 97%

88% 88%
65% 2%
52% 55%
H W 2010-11
B 2009-10 I I I I I I

Number of Tested Students: 132 130 122 125 88 93

Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 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 135 98% 90% 65% 130 100% 96% 72%

Female 70 97% 90% 67% 64 100% 97% 70%

}~;| .E; [e ............................................................ 65 ............ 98% ....... 91% ....... 63% .................... 66 .......... 100 % ....... 95% ....... 73% ........

American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - - -

B[ackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... 5 T TSRS P Tt IRERRRE S e e

H|span|cor|_atm014 ............... TRTIBE IINUBTTY REICIEUIRRE 557 oo gus e

As|an OrNatWe Hawa“an/Other Pac|f|c|s[ander ........... PR+~ EESTTRIRY RRTRETRY JIRPIE TRPPPIPRLY 5o [TTRRaS e

Wh| te .......................................................... 1 17 ............ 97% ....... 91% ....... 66% .................. 100 .......... 100 % ....... 97% ....... 79% ........

}~;| u l.t.l.r ac I.a;l. .......................................................................................................................... 5 .......... 100 ;%. ....... 80 ;))0. ....... 40% ........

SmauGroupTota[slSloo% ....... 89% ....... 61% ...................... 5 .......... 100% ..... 100% ....... 20% ........

General-Bducation Students 114 . ESDLE L N . . 110 .8 T

Students with Disabilities 21 86% 62% 24% 20 100% 80% 35%

S PO e 131 T, T S 129 .. T, -

Limited English Proficient 4 - - - 1 = = =

Economically Disadvantaged

.’\.l Ot D| Sadvantaged .......................................... 1 35 ............ 98% ....... 90% ....... 65% .................. 130 .......... 100 % ....... 96% ....... 72% ........

Migrant

.'\.l Ot M.gra nt ................................................... 1 35 ............ 98% ....... 90% ....... 65% .................. 130 .......... 100 % ....... 96% ....... 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.

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

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

0 0
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 5 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 669 *Range: 648-795 668-795 700-795
2010 Mean Score: 680 100%
92% 94% 89% 88%
. 70%
H N 2010-11 e
M 2009-10 ’ 13%
2% — E
Number of Tested Students: 119 133 76 98 3 32
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ge scoring gescoring
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 129 92% 59% 2% 141 94% 70% 23%
Female 63 94% 65% 3% 70 96% 9% 30%
Male 66 91% 53% 2% T1 93% 61% 15%
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 4 - - = 3 - - -
Hispanic or Latino 18 89% 50% 0% 11 91% 55% 27%
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 2 - - - 5 - - -
White 105 92% 63% 3% 111 95% 68% 20%
Multiracial 11 91% 3% 18%
Small Group Totals 6 100% 17% 0% 8 100% 100% 63%
General-Education Students 111 96% 66% 3% 127 98% 6% 25%
Students with Disabilities 18 67% 17% 0% 14 64% 14% 0%
English Proficient 127 = = - 139 - - -
Limited English Proficient 2 - - - 2 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
Not Disadvantaged 129 92% 59% 2% 141 94% 70% 23%
Migrant
Not Migrant 129 92% 59% 2% 141 94% 70% 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 group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 1 _ _ _
(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
0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 5

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 5 Mathematics

This District NY State Public

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

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 696 *Range: 640-780 676-780 707-780
2010 Mean Score: 711 100%

97T% 96% 91% 94% 94%

80%
579 66% 65%
N 2010-11 38%
= 2009-10 l I I I I 23% 24%
Number of Tested Students: 126 135 104 129
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

StUdent Group Eid 2-4 ’ 3_3 ( )4 IZ::}d 2-4 ’ 3_3 ( L
All Students 130 97% 80% 38% 141 96% 91% 57%
Female 63 100% 86% 37% 70 94% 89% 61%
}\;| .E; [e ............................................................ 67 ............ 94% ....... 75% ....... 40% .................... 71 ............ 97% ....... 94 .%. ....... 54% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
B[ackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... 4 ............... o o ——— 3 ................ o o
H|span|cor|_atm019 ............ 89% ....... 79% ....... 21% .................... 11 ............ 82% ....... 82% ....... 55% ........
As|an orNatwe Hawa“an/Other Pac|f|c|5[ander ........... 5 R [ITERRETEN IRt ST o R (RTINS S
WAt . 105 98% 8O% 4% 111 96%  91%  56%
Multiracial 11 100% 100% 3%
Smau Group .ﬁ).t.a{ [s ............................................. 6 R, 100% ....... 83% ......... 0% ...................... 8 .......... 1 00 % ..... 100 % ....... 63% ........
General-Education Students 12 ... CC N RO . 127 ....» SO N T —
Students with Disabilities 18 83% 22% 0% 14 57% 36% 7%
English Proficient 127 = = - 139 - - i
L|m|tedEng[|shprof|c|ent ..................................... 3 ................ Farooocs Do R 2 ................ Secoocar S
Economically Disadvantaged
.’\.l Ot D| Sadvantaged .......................................... 1 30 ........... 97% ....... 80% ....... 38% .................. 141 ............ 96% ....... 91% ....... 57% ........
Migrant
.'\.l Ot M.gra Ht ................................................... 1 30 ........... 97% ....... 80% ....... 38% .................. 141 ............ 96% ....... 91% ....... 57% ........
NOTES

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

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

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

New York State Alternate Assessment

0 1 = = =
(NYSAA): Grade 5 Equivalent
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 6 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public

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

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 672 *Range: 644-785 662-785 694-785
2010 Mean Score: 674 100%

96% 94% 9

82% 5% 88% 89%
56% 54%
H W 2010-11 I I
= 2009-10 9% 15% I 4% T%
|| —

Number of Tested Students: 135 147 115 117 12 23
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

T Percentage scoring at level(s): T Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group T:z?(led 2-4 ’ 3_3 ( )4 TZ:&led 2-4 ’ 3_3 ( L
All Students 140 96% 82% 9% 156 94% 75% 15%
Female 69 97% 8% 6% 65 97% 85% 22%
.P;I .a; [e ............................................................ 7 1 ............ 96 % ....... 86% ....... 1 1% .................... 91 ............ 92 ;%. ....... 68 %. ....... 10% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
B[ackorAfncanAmencan ..................................... 4 ............... o o ——— 3 ................ e o
H|5pan|c0r|_at|n013 ............ 92% ....... 62% ......... .8.% .................... 16 ............ 81% ....... 63% ....... 19% ........
As|an OrNatWe Hawa“an/Other Pac|f|c|5[ander ........... e e IR ST 4 (R S
Wt . M8 OT% 83% 8% 122 96%  T5%  13%
Multiracial 11 100% 100% 36%
SmauGroupTota[s ............................................. 9 R, 100% et 100% ....... 22% ...................... 7 ............ 86% ....... 57% ......... 0 % ........
General-Education Students 123 ... EECCN L N . 131 ... ECU T N -
Students with Disabilities 17 1% 29% 0% 25 68% 20% 0%
English Proficient 136 - — = 155 = - =
L|m|tedEng[|shprof|c|ent ..................................... 4 ............... Farooocs Do Rt 1 ................ Sxcoocr S
Economically Disadvantaged
.’\.l Ot D| Sad Va ntag ed .......................................... 1 40 ........... 96% ....... 82% ......... 9% .................. 156 ............ 94 % ....... 75% ....... 15% ........
Migrant
.'\.l Ot M.gra .n.t ................................................... 1 40 ........... 96% ....... 82% ......... .9.% .................. 156 ............ 94 ;%. ....... 75% ....... 15% ........
NOTES

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

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 1 _ _ _ 4 _ _ _
(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 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 6

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

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
2011 Mean Score: 707 *Range: 640-780 674-780 700-780
2010 Mean Score: 701 100%

9 9
98% 98% 90% - 92% 92%
64% 57% 63% 61%
B N 2010-11 I I I I 26% 7%
B 2009-10

Number of Tested Students: 137 152 126 127 89 88
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 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 140 98% 90% 64% 155 98% 82% 57%
Female 69 97% 86% 61% 65 97% 83% 57%
.r;l .E; [e ............................................................ 71 ............ 99% ....... 94% ....... 65% .................... 90 ............ 99% ....... 81% ....... 57% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCkorAfncanAmencan ..................................... 4 ............... o o ——— 3 ................ o o
H|spamcor|_atm013 ............ 92% ....... 69% ....... 54% .................... 16 ............ 88% ....... 56% ....... 50% ........
As|an OrNatWe Hawa“an/omer pac|f|c|5[ander ........... e [TIEEREPN RERISINT ST A (R S
Wt . M 98% 920 6% 121 9%  83%  55%
Multiracial 11 100% 100% 82%
Sma“ GroupTota[s ............................................. 9100%100% ....... 56% ...................... 7 .......... 100 %. ....... 86% ....... 57% ........
General-Education Students 123 .. EECCN N . 131 ... CUU T N —
Students with Disabilities 17 82% 47% 18% 24 92% 25% 4%
English Proficient 136 - - - 154 - = -
L|m|tedEng[|sh Pr0f|c|ent ..................................... 4 ............... Farooocs Do R 1 ................ Secoocar S
Economically Disadvantaged
.’\.l Ot D| Sadvantaged .......................................... 1 40 ........... 98% ....... 90% ....... 64% .................. 155 ............ 98% ....... 82% ....... 57% ........
Migrant
.'\.l Ot M.gra Ht ................................................... 1 40 ........... 98% ....... 90% ....... 64% .................. 155 ............ 98% ....... 82% ....... 57% ........
NOTES
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 1 _ _ _ 4 _ _ _

(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 7 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 669 *Range: 642-790 665-790 698-790
2010 Mean Score: 676 100%
94% 98% 91% 90%
66% 65%
48% 50%
H N 2010-11
B 2009-10 17%
3% I 4% 1%
— L__| -
Number of Tested Students: 145 135 102 90 4 24
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ge scoring gescoring
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 155 94% 66% 3% 138 98% 65% 17%
Female 66 94% 3% 6% 76 100% 68% 24%
Male 89 93% 61% 0% 62 95% 61% 10%
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 2 = = = 4 = = =
Hispanic or Latino 16 5% 31% 0% 15 100% 47% %
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 4 - - - 3 - - -
White 133 96% T0% 3% 108 97% 67% 17%
Multiracial 8 100% 88% 38%
Small Group Totals 6 83% 67% 0% 7 100% 57% 29%
General-Education Students 131 98% 6% 3% 130 99% 68% 18%
Students with Disabilities 24 67% 13% 0% 8 75% 13% 0%
English Proficient 154 = = = 138 98% 65% 17%
Limited English Proficient 1 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
Not Disadvantaged 155 94% 66% 3% 138 98% 65% 17%
Migrant
Not Migrant 155 94% 66% 3% 138 98% 65% 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 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 3 _ _ _ 3 _ _ _
(NYSAA): Grade 7 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 7
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 7

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 7 Mathematics

This District NY State Public

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

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 686 *Range: 639-800 670-800 694-800
2010 Mean Score: 684 100%

96% 99% 92% 92%

79% 2309, T o
W 2010-11 40% 37% I I 30% 2 9%
= 2009-10 I
Number of Tested Students: 149 137 123 102 62 52
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):

StUdent Group I:z?(led 2-4 ’ 3_3 ( )4 Izzf(led 2-4 ’ 3_3 ( L
All Students 156 96% 79% 40% 139 99% 73% 37%
Female 66 95% 83% 39% T 100% 4% 35%
.r;l .E; [e ............................................................ 90 ........... 96% ....... 76% ....... 40% .................... 62 ............ 97% ....... 73 %. ....... 40% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCkorAfncanAmencan ..................................... 2 ................ o o ——— 5 ................ o o
H|span|c0r|_atm016 ........... 81% ....... 56% ....... 31% .................... 15 .......... 100% ....... 53% ....... 13% ........
As|an orNatwe Hawa“an/omer Pac|f|c|5[ander ........... PR [IRIREETRNE IRt SETRTE R 3 - (R S
Wt 134 OT% 82% 4% 108 98%  T6% 3%
Multiracial 8 100% 100% 5%
Smau Group .ﬁ).t.a{ [5 ............................................. 6 R, 100% ....... 67% ....... 50% ...................... 8 .......... 1 00 % ....... 50 % ....... 50% ........
General-Education Students 131 .08 CCN R . 131 .8 O N T —
Students with Disabilities 25 76% 24% 4% 8 75% 13% 0%
English Proficient 155 = = = 139 99% 3% 37%
L|m|tedEng[|sh pr0f|c|ent ..................................... 1 ................ Farooocs Do 1 e
Economically Disadvantaged
.’\.l Ot D| Sad Va ntag ed .......................................... 1 56 ........... 96% ....... 79% ....... 40% .................. 139 ............ 99 % ....... 73 % ....... 37% ........
Migrant
.'\.l Ot M.gra Ht ................................................... 1 56 ........... 96% ....... 79% ....... 40% .................. 139 ............ 99% ....... 73% ....... 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 group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.

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

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

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

3 - - - 3 - - -
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 8 English Language Arts

This District NY State Public

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

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 663 *Range: 628-790 658-790 699-790
2010 Mean Score: 664 100%

97% 96% 92% 91%

I 64% 63% I I

47% 51%
H W 2010-11
B 2009-10 . .

Number of Tested Students: 136 158 89 104 3 11
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 140 97% 64% 2% 165 96% 63% 7%
Female 78 99% 69% 3% T2 99% 2% 13%
.P;I .a; [e ............................................................ 62 ............ 95% ....... 56% ......... 2% .................... 93 ............ 94 %. ....... 56% ......... é.o./(.) ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
é [ack Or . Afnca n A mencan ..................................... 5 IS EIURET e R oo PO I
H|span|c0r|_atm015 ............ G300 TR e R R R gl e
As|an OrNatWe Hawa“an/omer Pac|f|c|5[ander ........... For RO ERTR SETPIE TR PPI P 1 [TTRRaS JE PR Rate
Wh| te .......................................................... 1 19 ............ 97% ....... 66% ......... 3% .................. 139 ............ 95% ....... 63% ......... 7% ........
Mumrac.a[ .......................................................................................................................... 4 ................ R e
Smau Group .ﬁ).t.a{ [s ............................................. 6 ceeeen 100% ....... 83% ......... 0% ...................... 5 .......... 100 % ....... 60 % ......... 0 % ........
General-Education Students 132 98% 67% 2% 145 100% 1% 8%
StUdents W|th D| sab|||t|e5 ...................................... P gl RS e B o g o S
English Proficient 138 - - - 165 96% 63% %
L|m|tedEng[|sh Pmﬂc'ent ..................................... S T oo oo B -+
OOy DO g e
Not Disadvantaged 140 97% 64% 2% 165 96% 63% 7%
Migrant
.'\.l Ot M.gra Ht ................................................... 1 40 ........... 97% ....... 64% ......... .2.% .................. 165 ............ 96% ....... 63% ......... %.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 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 3 _ _ _ 1 _ _ _
(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)t: Grade 8
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 8

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

This District's Results in Grade 8 Mathematics

This District NY State Public

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

2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: 684 *Range: 639-775 674-775 704-775
2010 Mean Score: 681 100%

97% 93% 91% 91%

70% g9, I I S
N W 2010-11 I I
® 2009-10 ﬁ’ 18% 18% 18%

Number of Tested Students: 139 154 100 108 28 30
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

T Percentage scoring at level(s): T Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group T:z?(led 2-4 ’ 3_3 ( )4 Tzzf(led 2-4 ’ 3_3 ! L
All Students 143 97% 70% 20% 165 93% 65% 18%
Female 78 100% 4% 18% 72 94% 69% 25%
.r;l .E; [e ............................................................ 65 ............ 94% ....... 65% ....... 22% .................... 93 ............ 92% ....... 62% ....... 13% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
é [ack Or . Afnca n A mencan ..................................... 3 ................ o o ——— 8 .......... 1 00 %. ....... 63% ....... 13% ........
H|span|cor|_at|n016 ........... 88% ....... 50% ......... ‘.5.% .................... 13 ............ 92% ....... 62% ......... 8% ........
As|an OrNatWe Hawa“an/Other Pac|f|c|s[ander ........... PR [IRERRETRNE RIRTEN STRIE IR 1 [IRTER S
Wh| te .......................................................... 1 20 ........... 99% ....... 73% ....... 21% .................. 139 ............ 94 % ....... 66% ....... 20% ........
Mu[t|rac|a[ .......................................................................................................................... 4 ................ R e )
Sm au Gro up TOta [s ............................................. 7 ............ 86% ....... 71% ....... 29% ...................... 5 ............ 80 % ....... 60 % ......... 0 % ........
General-Education Students 134 ... EECCRCL N - 145 ... L N T —
Students with Disabilities 9 56% 11% 0% 20 50% 10% 0%
English Proficient 139 - - - 165 93% 65% 18%
L|m|tedEng[|sh Pr0f|c|ent ..................................... 4 ............... Farooocs Do Boococo: BERRRER AR xS o
Economically Disadvantaged
.’\.l Ot D| S ad Va ntag ed .......................................... 1 43 ............ 97 % ....... 70% ....... 20% .................. 165 ............ 93 % ....... 65 % ....... 18% ........
Migrant
.'\.l Ot M|gra Ht ................................................... 1 43 ............ 97% ....... 70% ....... 20% .................. 165 ............ 93 %. ....... 65% ....... 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 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

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

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

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% 98% 94% 94%

87% 86%

72% 74%
47% 46%
H N 2010-11 30/ 33%
M 2009-10 I

Number of Tested Students: 139 159 122 140 66 75
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 35 100% 63% 11% 73 96% 70% 16%
Female 17 100% 53% 6% 28 100% 75% 7%
Ma[elgloo% ....... 72% ....... 17% .................... 45 ............ 93% ....... 67% ....... 22% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCkorAfncanAmencan ..................................... 1 ................ e oo zoccox RUTRETRIME 5 ................ S S e
.I_.' |span| CorLat mo ............................................................... e o g g 1 00 %. ....... 83% ......... O .°./c; ........
As|an Or Natwe Hawa“an/Other Pac|f|c |5[ander ........... 1 ................ e e e e
Wh|te ........................................................... 26100% ....... 65% ....... 15% .................... 60 ............ 95% ....... 70% ....... 18% ........
Mu[t|rac|a[ ........................................................................................................................................... ERERRRE e
Sma“ GroupTOtalS ............................................. 9 .. 100% ....... 56% ......... (.).% ...................... 7 .......... 100 ;%. ....... 57% ....... 14% ........
General-Bducation Students e, 28 . ECCERCCL R 3 ... CETELCR T .
Students with Disabilities T 100% 43% 14% 18 83% 33% 11%
English Proficient . 32 T, T — T3 96% ... .70% . . 16% . .
Limited English Proficient 3 - - -
OOy DO g e
Not Disadvantaged 35 100% 63% 11% 73 96% 70% 16%
Migrant
NOt M.grant .................................................... 35100% ....... 63% ....... 11% .................... 73 ............ 96% ....... 70% ....... 16% ........
NOTES
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessments Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 3 _ _ _ 1 _ _ _
A Brade B B Uy O oottt ettt
Regents Science 105 104 100 62 89 89 89 63
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

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

o 92% 94% 2@ S 83% 82% 80% 79%
47% 400, 35% 3900
Il B 2007 Cohort
2006 Cohort
Results by 2007 Cohort 2006 Cohort**
Number Percentage scoring at level(s): Number Percentage scoring at level(s):

StUdent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 144 92% 90% 47% 154 94% 91%  40%
Female e 98B EECI LT ... ... T T .
Male 76 89% 87% 34% 83 93% 89% 29%
Amerlcan Indian or Alaska NatIVE ettt e ittt ea s ereeeeeeeeue s e oAttt ek r e et et
Black or African American 2...... — ... N T —
Hispanic or Latino 13 100% 100% 31% 14 1% 1% 21%
T /Other .................................................................................................................................................
Pacific Islander 4 - - - 4 - - -
G T FET SRR R " 5 e 3o e
P
.S. mallGroupTotals ........................................... gl e R PR SR S g
General-Education Students 126 96% 95% 52% 130 97% 96% 47%
DI NIHLERRERRREEES s RS Co e S R e Ve
English Proficient 142 = = = 152 - - -
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|C|ent ................................. 2__ ............ S SEREEREE 2_ ........... e —
Economically Disadvantaged
NotDlsadvantaged ....................................... Vi SR R -+~ B sl Sl e
MIGEant e rensnsnsesoo N .. .................
Not Migrant 144 92% 90% 47% 154 94% 91% 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.

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

** 2006 cohort data are those reported in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Report.
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E Overview of District Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT District ID 48-05-03-04-0000

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 level(s):

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

100% 93% 94% 92% 90% 86% 84% 81% 79%
I I 38% 38% 5595 30%
Il B 2007 Cohort
2006 Cohort l .
Results by 2007 Cohort 2006 Cohort**
Number Percentage scoring at level(s): Number Percentage scoring at level(s):

StUdent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 144 93% 92%  38% 154 94% 90%  38%
Female e 98B EECI = RO T . . ...... ... E T T - .
Male 76 91% 89% 29% 83 92% 89% 39%
American Indian or Alaska Native = ... S . ...........
Black or African American 2...... — ... N T —
Hispanic or Latino 13 100% 100% 15% 14 79% 1% 29%
T /Other .................................................................................................................................................
Pacific Islander 4 - - - 4 - - -
G T FET REOREES B R -+~ 5o ool s
P
.S. mallGroupTotals ........................................... gl e R PR SR S g
General-Education Students 126 97% 97% 42% 130 96% 95% 42%
DI NIHLERRERRREEES s RS SR e S R O e
English Proficient 142 = = = 152 - - -
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|C|ent ................................. 2__ ............ S SEREEREE 2_ ........... e —
Economically Disadvantaged
NotDlsadvantaged ....................................... Vi SR R -+~ B sl o e
MIranE s nne s S —
Not Migrant 144 93% 92% 38% 154 94% 90% 38%
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.

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

** 2006 cohort data are those reported in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Report.
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The New York State
School ReportCard

Comprehensive
Information Report
2010-11

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

NOTE
The — symbolindicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

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

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring Total Percent of students scoring
Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level: Tested in each performance level:
Begin. Interm. Adv. Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv. Prof. Begin. Interm. Adv. Prof.
Listening 2010-11 1 - - - - 1 - - - - 0
and Speaking ;o ¢ 9 0% 11% 44% 44% 8 - — - - 1 - - - -
(GradesK-1) 500 5 0% 20% 60% 20% 5 0% 20% 60% 20% O
Reading 2010-11 1 - - - - 1 - - - - 0
andWriting ;50910 9 22% 56% 11% 11% 8 - - - - 1 - - - -
(GradesK-1) 809 5 60% 20% 20% 0% 5 60% 20% 20% 0% 0
Listening 2010-11 11 0% 0% 9% 91% 8 - - - - 3 - - - -
and Speaking ;49 1o 5 0% 0% 0% 100% 2 - — - - 3 - - - —
(Grades2-4) 500 5 0% 0% 40% 60% 3 . > - - = -
Reading 2010-11 10 10% 30% 50% 10% 4 = = = = 3 = = = =
and Writing 2009-10 5 20% 40% 40% 0% 2 - - - - 3 - - - -
(Grades2-4) 5 05 5 20% 60% 20% 0% 3 - - - - 2 - - - -
Listening 2010-11 0 0 0
and Speaking 2009-10 0 0 0
(Grades 5-6) 2008-09 0 0 0
Reading 2010-11 0 0 0
and Writing 2009-10 0 0 0
(Grades 5-6) 2008-09 0 0 0
Listening 2010-11 0 0 0
and Speaking 2009-10 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 2008-09 0 0 0
Reading 2010-11 0 0 0
and Writing 2009-10 0 0 0
(Grades 7-8) 2008-09 0 0 0
Listening 2010-11 0 0 0
and Speaking 2009-10 0 0 0
(Grades 9-12) 2008-09 0 0 0
Reading 2010-11 0 0 0
and Writing 2009-10 0 0 0
(Grades 9-12) 2008-09 0 0 0

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

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

Financial Information

2010-11 Estimated Percentage of Students 1-10%

from Families Receiving Public Assistance
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Accountability
andOverview Report
2010-11

ThisSchool'sReportCard

The New York State School Report Card isan important part
of the Board of Regents’ effort to raiselearning standards forall
students. It providesinformation 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 onaschool’s strengths 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
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Usethisreportto:

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 PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

School Profile

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

Enrollment Enrollment
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 Informatlon
Pre-K 0 0 0 Enrollment counts are as of Basic Educational
Kindergarten 125 126 102 Data System (BEDS) day, which is typically
the first Wednesday of October of the school
Grade 1 123 122 127 year. Students who attend BOCES programs
Grade 2 126 122 123 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 4 138 129 136 by the district in an out-of-district placement
are not included in a school’s enrollment.

Grade 3 126 130 132

Grade 5 0 0 0
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-12 638 629 620
H ]
Average Class Size Average Class Size
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 Information
Common Branch 20 20 20 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 PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

Demographic Factors

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
# % # % # %
Eligible for Free Lunch 39 7% 45 9% 58  11%
Reduced-Price Lunch 28 5% 24 59% 20 4%
Student Stability* 97% 97% 96%
Limited English Proficient 13 2% 14 2% 14 2%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 0% 1 0% 1 0%
Black or African American 10 2% 16 39 17 3%
Hispanic or Latino 76 12% 70 11% 61 10%
Asian or Native 13 2% 14 2% 13 2%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 506 79% 502 80% 500 81%
Multiracial 32 5% 26 4% 28 5%
* Available only at the school level.
Attendance and Suspensions
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
# % # % # %
Annual Attendance Rate 96% 97% 98%
Student Suspensions 3 0% 1 0% 0 0%
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Demographic Factors
Information

Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price

Lunch percentages are determined by dividing

the number of approved lunch applicants by

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

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

a school who were also enrolled in that school

at any time during the previous school year.

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

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

Attendance
and Suspensions
Information

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

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

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

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

School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

Teacher Qualifications

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Number of Teachers 48 50 47
Percent with No Valid

0, V) 0,

Teaching Certificate 0% 0% 0%
Percen.t jl'ea;hlng Out 0% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Than 2% 4% 2%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master’s Degree o o o
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate 1% 18% 1%
Total Number of Core Classes 66 56 50
Percent Not Taught by Highly o o o
Qualified Teachers in This School 0% 0% 0%
Percgqt Not Taught.by H_igh{y . 3% 0% 1%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 8% 6% 5%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 0%
Statewide
Total Number of Classes 90 87 79
Percent Taught by .Teat.:hers Without 0% 0% 0%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 57% 0% 20%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 13% 4% 20%
Staff Counts

2008—09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Other Professional Staff 4 0 2
Total Paraprofessionals* N/A N/A N/A
Assistant Principals 0 1 1
Principals 1 1 1

* Not available at the school level.
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District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Teacher Qualifications
Information

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

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

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

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

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

Teacher Turnover Rate
Information

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

Staff Counts
Information

Other Professionals includes administrators,
guidance counselors, school nurses, psychologists,
and other professionals who devote more than half
of their time to non-teaching duties. Teachers who
are shared between buildings within a district are
reported on the district report only.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

Understanding How Accountability

Worksin New York State

The federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act requires that states develop and report on measures of student
proficiency in 1) English language arts (ELA), in 2) mathematics, and on 3) a third indicator. In New York
State in 2010-11, the third indicator is science at the elementary/middle level and graduation rate at enoLisH

LANGUAGE ARTS

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

Yearly Progress (AYP).

For more information about accountability in New York State,

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

1 EnglishLanguage Arts(ELA)

E School Accountability

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

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

and the performance criteria.

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

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

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 2007 cohort with
30 or more members must equal or exceed its Effective AMO

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

or the group must make Safe Harbor. To make Safe Harbor, the
Pl of the group must equal or exceed its Safe Harbor Target
and the group must qualify for Safe Harbor using the third
indicator, science or graduation rate.

2 Mathematics

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

3 ThirdIndicator

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

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

A Participation Criterion
Eighty percent of students in Grades 4 and/or 8 enrolled B Performance Criterion
during the test administration period in the All Students The 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 2006 graduation-rate
total cohort in the All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate
Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target.

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

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12thGraders

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

2007 Cohort

The count of students in the 2007 accountability cohort used

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

Accountability Cohort for English and Mathematics
The accountability cohort is used to determine if a school

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

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

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

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

Annual Measurable Objective (AMO)

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

Continuous Enrollment

The count of continuously enrolled tested students used to
determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance part
of the AYP determination for elementary/middle-level ELA,
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.
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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,
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/irs.

Graduation Rate

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

Graduation-Rate Total Cohort

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

in the 2006-07 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2006-07 school year, and who were enrolled in the school/
district for five months or longer or who were enrolled in the
school/district for less than five months but were previously
enrolled in the same school/district for five months or longer
between the date they first entered Grade 9 and the date they
last ended enrollment. A more detailed definition of
graduation-rate cohort can be found in the SIRS Manual at
http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2010-11,
data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for accountability groups were
combined to determine counts and graduation rates. Groups
with fewer than 30 students in the graduation-rate total cohort
are notrequired 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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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability (continued)

Participation

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

Performance Index(PI)

A Performance Index is a value from O 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/irs.

ProgressTargets

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

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

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

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

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

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

Safe Harbor provides an alternate means to demonstrate

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

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

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

Safe Harbor Qualification (¥)

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

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

State Standard

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

Students with Disabilities

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

Test Performance

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

the table.

Total

The count of students enrolled during the test administration
period used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for elementary/
middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science. These are the first
numbers in the parentheses after the subgroup label on the
elementary/middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
For accountability calculations, students who were excused
from testing for medical reasons in accordance with federal
NCLB guidance are notincluded in the count.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

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 not in Good Standing,

see http://www.p12.nysed.gov/accountability/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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E School Accountability

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Understanding Your School Accountability Status (continued)

Phase

Phase/Category

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

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

Improvement (year 2) A school that was designated as a school in
Improvement (year 1) in the current school year and failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
or 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(year1) 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 aschool that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for every
accountability group except the All Students group for which there
are at least two, but made AYP for the All Students group; 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
aschoolyearin which itis designated as a school in Improvement

or Corrective Action shall, in the next school year, be designated as
Restructuring(year 1)/Comprehensive.
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2011—12) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA In Good Standing ELA
Math In Good Standing Math
Science In Good Standing Graduation Rate
Title I Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12
YES YES YES

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

Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level

English English
Student Groups Language Arts  Mathematics Science Language Arts  Mathematics Graduation Rate
All Students v v 4
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native - -
.B. lack .c; r Afr|can .A mencan .................... RERRURNEEE R
H |s pa m c or Latmo ............................. ‘/ ................... ‘/ ..................................................................................................................
.A. s|an Or Nat|ve Hawa“an/Ot her Pacmc ...............................................................................................................................................
Islander - -
Wh|te ........................................... ‘/ ................... ‘/ ..................................................................................................................
Multiracial
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities b 4

Limited English Proficient -

Economically Disadvantaged

Student groups making
AYP in each subject X304 v aofa V1of1

AYP Status

V' MadeAYP

v Made Avp Using Safe Harbor Target
) 4 Did not make AYP

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

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status In Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  30f4  student groups making AYP in English language arts
® Did not make AYP

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (270:262) v v 98% v 162 115
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (1:1) - - - - - - -

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

Islander (2:2) - - - - - - -

White (228:224) ] Y o LA 9% ... LA 163 A5
Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (41:41) ® v 98% ® 83 107 94 95
T AT i s Rt e
R~ B~~~ L
Final AYP Determination %304

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (144:140) 99% 171 113

Nl 28] et 98B 152 M3
Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

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

v Made AvP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

b3 Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status In Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  4of4  student groups making AYP in mathematics
v Made AYP

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (268:262) v v 99% v 168 130
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (1:1) - - - - - - -

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific

Islander (2:2) - - - - - - -

White (228:224) LA LA 9% ... LA 170 B30
Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (41:41) V/sH v 98% V/sH 112 122 107 121
T s i s R g R IZCIT PO
R~ B~~~ L
Final AYP Determination V 4ofa

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (143:140) 99% 162 128

R i OO . 98 175 e BB
Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

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

v Made AvP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

b3 Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

Elementary/Middle-Level Science

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  1of1  student groups making AYP inscience
v Made AYP

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives

StudentGroup Safe Harbor Met Percentage Met Performance  State Progress Target
(Total; Continuous Enrollment) Status  Qualification Criterion Tested Criterion Index Standard 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (136:135) v/ Qualified v 99% v 188 100
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (1:1) - - - - - - -
e (2 2) ........................... B seeeeeeee - R R eaeneeeneee S sreneeeen SO e e
; |spa ol ( 1414) .............................. R sereeeeee - R R e S e SO e e
P n/Other A~~~ I "~ L R
Islander (1:1) - - - - - _ _
T (1 18117) ........................................ Qua“ f.i.éa .............. ./ .............. 99% ........... ‘/ ............... 1 é.s' .............. 1 .0.(.) .................................
PR ( 6.;(.)') ...........................................................................................................................................................................
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (22:21) - - - - - - -
ra EngllshProfluent (44) ....................... R sereeeeee - R R raeneeeneee S e SO e e
L lyDl e aged (00) .....................................................................................................................................................
Final AYP Determination vV 1o0f1
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (70:70) 100% 187 100
e (6665) ..................................................................................... 98% ............................. 1 é.g') .............. 1 66 .................................
o grant . (oo) ..............................................................................................................................................................................

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

V' Madeavp 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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Ml Overview of School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

summary of 2010-11 About the Performance

School Performance Level Descriptors

Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics, EnglishLanguage Arts

and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean Level1:Below Standard
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2, e
l d ) P h . d understanding of the English language arts knowledge

Level 3, an. Level 4. Performance on‘t e State a.ssessments in ELA an and skills expected at this grade level.

mathematlchs atthe second.ary levelis reported in terms of the percentage Level 2: Meets Basic Standard

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels. Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Level 3: Meets Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
scored at or above Level 3 Tested the English language arts knowledge and skills expected
at this grade level.

Percentage of students that Total

English Language Arts O% SQ% 109% Level 4:Exceeds Proficiency Standard
Grade 3 71% I 128 Student performance demonstrates a thorough
.............................................................................................................. understanding of the English language arts knowledge
| ; :

Grade 4 65% 135 and skills expected at this grade level.
Grade 6 - 1 .

Mathematics
Mathematics Level1:Below Standard

Student performance does not demonstrate an
Grade s e, [ rrrerrrreesreeesreeersrerer R 128 .. understanding of the mathematics content expected at
Grade 4 T4% 135 this grade level.

Level 2: Meets Basic Standard

Student performance demonstrates a partial

. understanding of the mathematics content expected at
Science this grade level.

|
Grade 4 90% I 135 Level 3:Meets Proficiency Standard
Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
the mathematics content expected at this grade level.

Grade 6 -

Level 4: Exceeds Proficiency Standard

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

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

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

needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
the high need category are subdivided into four categories
based on enrollment size and, in some cases, number

of students per square mile. More information about

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

In this section, this school’s performance is compared with
that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

This School's Results in Grade 3 English Language Arts

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

2011 Mean Score: 668 *Range:644-780 663-780 694-780
2010 Mean Score: 683 100%

91% 93% 91% 93% 87% 86%
EENE 2010-11 1% T0% o 0% 56% 55%
| 2009-10

Number of Tested Students: 117 122 91 92 5 37 117 122 91 92 5 37
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Stu d ent G rou p Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 128 91% 71% 4% 131 93% 70% 28%
Female 71 92% 75% 4% 68 94% 75% 31%
.r;l a[ é ............................................................. 57 ............ 91% ....... 67% ......... 4% .................... 63 ............ 92% ....... 65% ....... 25% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - - -
BlaCk Or Amcan Amencan ......................................... 5 IS EIURET s L NIRRT e
H|5pan|cor|_at|n017 ................ TATIBE TINUBTTY RUTICIEURRRY B e e e
A5|an Or NatweHawa||an/0therpac|f|c |s[ander ................... PR [EESTTRIRY ERTETRY SRR UTRPPPIPRLS 1 [TTRRae B PR Rate
.V.V h|te ........................................................... 1 07 ............ 92% ....... 71% ......... 5% .................. 111 ............ 94 % ....... 71% ....... 28% ........
Mumrac.a[ ............................................................................................................................ 8 ................ e e
Sma“ Gr oup TOta [5 ............................................... 2 1 ............ 90% ....... 71% ......... 0% .................... 11 .......... 100 % ....... 73 % ....... 55% ........
General-Education Students 110 98% 79% 5% 111 98% 79% 33%
StudentswnhD.sab.[.t.es18 ........... SOREE STORERTE e R S O Son S
English Proficient 127 = = - 128 - - -
lelted Eng“Sh Prof|c|ent .......................................... " oo oo e 3 ................ oo oo
B DS O oo
Not Disadvantaged 128 91% 1% 4% 131 93% 70% 28%
Migrant
.'\i Ot M|gr ;n.t ..................................................... 1 28 ........... 91% ....... 71% ......... 4.1,'6/;, .................. 131 ............ 93 ;%. ....... 70 % ....... 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 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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 0
(NYSAA): Grade 3 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
K 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 3
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 3

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

This School's Results in Grade 3 Mathematics

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

2011 Mean Score: 689  *Range:662-770 684-770 T707-770
2010 Mean Score: 692 100%

95% 95% 95% 95% 91% 91%
70%
MmN 2010-11 . 59% 60% 59%
B = 2009-10
23%
7%
|

Number of Tested Students: 122 125 90 78 9 30 122 125 90 78 9 30
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 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 128 95% 70% T% 132 95% 59% 23%
Female 71 93% 62% 0% 68 96% 57% 22%
Male 57 98% 81% 16% 64 94% 61% 23%
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - = =
Black or African American 3 - - - - = -
Hispanic or Latino 17 - - - 78% 22% 0%
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 1 - - - 1 - - -
White 107 95% 73% ™% 111 95% 62% 23%
Multiracial = = =
Small Group Totals 21 95% 57% 10% 12 100% 58% 33%
General-Education Students 110 98% 5% 8% 111 98% 67% 27%
Students with Disabilities 18 78% 39% 0% 21 76% 19% 0%
English Proficient 127 = = = 129 = — —
Limited English Proficient 1 - - - 3 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
Not Disadvantaged 128 95% 70% % 132 95% 59% 23%
Migrant
Not Migrant 128 95% 70% % 132 95% 59% 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 group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments " fevels] P fevels)

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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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

This School's Results in Grade 4 English Language Arts

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

2011 Mean Score: 677  *Range:637-775 671-775 T722-775
2010 Mean Score: 677 100%

96% 95% 96% 95% 92% 92%

o 67% % 67%
EEE 2010-11 65% 67% 65% o5l 57% 57%

B ™ 2009-10
2% 6%
Number of Tested Students: 129 122 88 87 4 6 129 123 88 87 4 6
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ge scoring ge scoring
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 135 96% 65% 3% 129 95% 67% 5%
Female 70 99% 4% 3% 64 97% 67% 6%
Male 65 92% 55% 3% 65 92% 68% 3%
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - - -
Black or African American 2 = = - 3 = = =
Hispanic or Latino 14 - - - 20 90% 50% 0%
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 1 - - - 2 - - -
White 117 97% 66% 3% 99 96% 4% 6%
Multiracial 5 80% 40% 0%
Small Group Totals 18 89% 61% 6% 5 100% 40% 0%
General-Education Students 114 100% 5% 4% 110 100% 5% 5%
Students with Disabilities 21 71% 10% 0% 19 63% 21% 5%
English Proficient 131 = = = 128 — — —
Limited English Proficient 4 - - - 1 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
Not Disadvantaged 135 96% 65% 3% 129 95% 67% 5%
Migrant
Not Migrant 135 96% 65% 3% 129 95% 67% 5%
NOTES
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total 9 Total g
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
. 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 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 4

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

This School's Results in Grade 4 Mathematics

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

2011 Mean Score: 689 *Range:636-800 676—-800 T707-800
2010 Mean Score: 692 100%

94% 97% 94% 96% 94% 95%

74% (9% 749 8%

H NN 2010-11

B = 2009-10
23% 26% 239% 26% 27% 26%
Number of Tested Students: 127 125 100 102 5 34 127 125 100 102 31 34
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 135 94% 74% 23% 129 97% 79% 26%
Female 70 94% 73% 21% 64 97% 80% 22%
.r;l a[ é ............................................................. 65 ............ 94% ....... 75% ....... 25% .................... 65 ............ 97% ....... 78% ....... 31% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - - -
BlaCkor Amcan Amencan ......................................... 5 T TSRS P Tt IRERRRE S e e
H|5pan|cor|_at|n014 ............... TRTIBE IINUBTTY REICIEUIRRE o g o T
A5|an Or NatweHawa||an/0therpac|f|c |5[ander ................... PR+~ EESTTRIRY RRTRETRY JIRPIE TRPPPIPRLY 5o [TTRRTaS e
.V.V h|te ........................................................... 1 17 ............ 95% ....... 74% ....... 23% .................... 99 ............ 98% ....... 85% ....... 31% ........
.r;l u[nr ac |a[ ............................................................................................................................ 5 ............ 30 ;%. ....... 40 ;))0. ......... 0 % ........
Sma[[GroupTota[518 ........... 89% ....... 72% ....... 22% ...................... 5 .......... 100% ....... 40% ......... 0 .0./(.) ........
General-Education SWANtS e 114 ... T . 110 .8 CL TR
Students with Disabilities 21 67% 29% 10% 19 79% 21% 5%
g T ent e 131 T, T S 128 . T, -
Limited English Proficient 4 - - - 1 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
.’\i otD|sadvantaged ............................................. 1 35 ............ 94% ....... 74% ....... 23% .................. 129 ............ 97% ....... 79% ....... 26% ........
Migrant
NotM|gr ;n.t ..................................................... 1 35 ............ 94% ....... 74% ....... 23% .................. 129 ............ 97% ....... 79% ....... 26% ........
NOTES

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

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

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

This School's Results in Grade 4 Science

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

2011 Mean Score: 84 Range: 45-100 65-100 85-100
2010 Mean Score: 86 100%

% 100% % 100% 9
98% 0 90% 96% 98% 0 90% 96% 98% 97% 88% 88%
EEN 2010-11 65% 1% 65% (2%
B = 2009-10 st 22
Number of Tested Students: 132 129 122 124 88 92 132 130 122 125 88 93
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 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 135 98% 90% 65% 129 100% 96% 71%
Female 70 97% 90% 67% 64 100% 97% T0%
Male 65 98% 91% 63% 65 100% 95% 2%
American Indian or Alaska Native 1 - - -
Black or African American 2 = = - 3 = = =
Hispanic or Latino 14 - - - 20 100% 95% 55%
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 1 - - - 2 - - -
White 117 97% 91% 66% 99 100% 97% 79%
Multiracial 5 100% 80% 40%
Small Group Totals 18 100% 89% 61% 5 100% 100% 20%
General-Education Students 114 ECCEENE RN 110 .8 CHUCHN O .
Students with Disabilities 21 86% 62% 24% 19 100% 79% 32%
English Proficient 131 = = - 128 - - =
Limited English Proficient 4 - - - 1 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
Not Disadvantaged 135 98% 90% 65% 129 100% 96% 1%
Migrant
Not Migrant 135 98% 90% 65% 129 100% 96% 71%
NOTES
The — symbol indicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

This School's Results in Grade 6 English Language Arts

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: — *Range:644-785 662-785 694-785
100%
EENE 2010-11
M ¥ 2009-10
Number of Tested Students: - = =
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ge scoring ge scoring
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 1 - - -
Female 1 = = =
Male
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 1 - - -

White

Mu[t|rac|a[ .................................................................................................................................................................................
Sma“ Gr oup TOta l.s ................................................. 1 ................ e Etaty B -+~
General-Education Students 1 = = =

Students with Disabilities

English Proficient 1 = - -

Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Not Disadvantaged 1 = = -
Migrant
.'\i otM|gr ;n.t ........................................................ 1 ................ [EREIEREE ERRRIREE B <+~~~ <~~~ - E R R R
NOTES

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

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

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total 9 Total g
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 0
(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
K 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 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 6

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0003

This School's Results in Grade 6 Mathematics

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
2011 Mean Score: — *Range:640-780 674-780 T700-780
100%
EEBNE 2010-11
B ™ 2009-10
Number of Tested Students: - = =
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ge scoring ge scoring
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 1 - - -
Female 1 = = =
Male
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 1 - - -

White

Mu[t|rac|a[ .................................................................................................................................................................................
Sma“ Gr Oup TOta l.s ................................................. 1 ................ e Etaty B -+~
General-Education Students 1 = = =

Students with Disabilities

English Proficient 1 = - -

Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Not Disadvantaged 1 = = -
Migrant
.'\i otM|gr ;n.t ........................................................ 1 ................ [EREIEREE ERRRIREE B <+~~~ <~~~ - E R R R
NOTES

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

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

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

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent
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The New York State
School ReportCard

Comprehensive
Information Report
2010-11

Regents Exams
Al Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above:
55 65 85 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive English 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Integrated Algebra 2010-11 28 100% 100% T71% 28 100% 100% T71% 0
2009-10 48 100% 100% 83% 48 100% 100% 83% 0
2008-09 31 100% 100% 87% 31 100% 100% 87% 0
Geometry 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Algebra 2/Trigonometry 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Global History 2010-11 0 0 0
and Geography 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
U.S. History 2010-11 0 0 0
and Government 2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Living Environment 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Physical Setting/ 2010-11 105 99% 95% 59% 105 99% 95% 59% 0
Earth Science 2009-10 89 100% 100% 71% 89 100% 100% 71% 0
2008-09 98 97% 93% 40% 98 97% 93% 40% 0
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0
Physical Setting/Physics 2010-11 0 0 0
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 0 0 0

NOTE
The — symbolindicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

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

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

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

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

Listening 2010-11
and Speaking ;o ¢
(Grades K-1)

2008-09
Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10
(Grades K-1)

2008-09
Listening 2010-11

and Speaking o o
(Grades 2-4)

2008-09
Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10
(Grades 2-4)
2008-09
Listening 2010-11 20% 0% 20% 60% - - - - - - - -

and Speaking o ¢
(Grades 5-6)

2008-09
Reading 2010-11 20% 0% 40% 40%
and Writing 2009-10 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - -
(Grades 5-6)

2008-09
Listening 2010-11 - - - - - - - -
and Speaking 2009-10
(Grades 7-8)

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

2008-09 = = = = - - - -
Listening 2010-11

and Speaking 2009-10
(Grades 9-12)

O O OO0 O O O NP ODNMNO W ULo W uwumio OO0 O oo o ojo o o
O O O O Ok O N[k ODNIO RF WO P wWo OO0l O oo o oo o o
|
|
|
|
O O OO0 O OO0 O OO O OO N NIO M NO OO0 OOjO O OO O O
|
|
|
|

2008-09
Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10
(Grades 9-12)

2008-09

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

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

Financial Information

2010-11 Estimated Percentage of Students 1-10%

from Families Receiving Public Assistance
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Accountability
andOverview Report
2010-11

ThisSchool'sReportCard

The New York State School Report Card isan important part
of the Board of Regents’ effort to raiselearning standards forall
students. It providesinformation 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 onaschool’s strengths 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

March 17, 2012

Usethisreportto:

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 PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

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
o
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 Informatlon
Pre-K 0 0 0 Enrollment counts are as of Basic Educational
Kindergarten 0 0 0 Data System (BEDS) day, which is typically
the first Wednesday of October of the school
Grade 1 0 0 0 year. Students who attend BOCES programs
Grade 2 0 0 0 on a part-time basis are included in a school’s
Grade 3 enrollment. Students who attend BOCES on
0 ° ° a full-time basis or who are placed full time
Grade 4 0 0 0 by the district in an out-of-district placement
Grade 5 156 144 130 are not mclude_q in a school'’s enrellmer_ﬂ. )
Students classified by schools as “pre-first
Grade 6 136 158 150 are included in first grade counts.
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
Grade 7 157 140 162
Grade 8 153 163 139
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-12 602 605 581
Average Class Size L i
Average Class Size
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 Information
Common Branch 20 Average Class Size is the total registration
Grade 8 in specified classes divided by the number
- 5 5 > of those classes with registration. Common
English 0 ° Branch refers to self-contained classes in
Mathematics 25 25 23 Grades 1-6.
Science
Social Studies 22 22
Grade 10
English

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies
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School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

Demographic Factors

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
# % # % # %
Eligible for Free Lunch 37 6% 50 8% 49 8%
Reduced-Price Lunch 23 4% 22 4% 20 3%
Student Stability* 100% 93% 96%
Limited English Proficient 8 1% 2 0% 1 2%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Black or African American 6 1% 20 3% 12 2%
Hispanic or Latino 62 10% 57 9% 68 12%
Asian or Native 9 1% 12 2% 14 2%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 496 82% 480 T9% 449  TT%
Multiracial 29 5% 36 6% 38 1%
* Available only at the school level.
Attendance and Suspensions
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
# % # % # %
Annual Attendance Rate 96% 97% 96%
Student Suspensions 10 2% 19 3% 10 2%

March 17, 2012

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Demographic Factors
Information

Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price

Lunch percentages are determined by dividing

the number of approved lunch applicants by

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

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

a school who were also enrolled in that school

at any time during the previous school year.

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

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

Attendance
and Suspensions
Information

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

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

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

of whether the student was suspended one or more
times during the school year.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

Teacher Qualifications

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Number of Teachers 45 44 43
Percent with No Valid

0, V) 0,

Teaching Certificate 0% 0% 2%
Percen.t jl'ea;hlng Out 0% 0% 0%
of Certification
Percent with Fewer Than 7% 7% 5%
Three Years of Experience
Percentage with Master’s Degree o o o
Plus 30 Hours or Doctorate 16% 18% 19%
Total Number of Core Classes 173 160 159
Percent Not Taught by Highly o o o
Qualified Teachers in This School 0% 0% 1%
Percgqt Not Taught.by H_igh{y . 3% 0% 1%
Qualified Teachers in This District
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in High-Poverty Schools 8% 6% 5%
Statewide
Percent Not Taught by Highly
Qualified in Low-Poverty Schools 1% 1% 0%
Statewide
Total Number of Classes 225 217 222
Percent Taught by .Teat.:hers Without 1% 1% 1%
Appropriate Certification
Teacher Turnover Rate

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 14% 33% 33%
than Five Years of Experience
Turnover Rate of All Teachers 13% 9% 20%
Staff Counts

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Total Other Professional Staff 4 17 3
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 PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Teacher Qualifications
Information

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

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

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

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

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

Teacher Turnover Rate
Information

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

Staff Counts
Information

Other Professionals includes administrators,
guidance counselors, school nurses, psychologists,
and other professionals who devote more than half
of their time to non-teaching duties. Teachers who
are shared between buildings within a district are
reported on the district report only.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

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

LANGUAGE ARTS

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

Yearly Progress (AYP).

For more information about accountability in New York State,

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

1 EnglishLanguage Arts(ELA)

E School Accountability

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

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

and the performance criteria.

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

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

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 2007 cohort with
30 or more members must equal or exceed its Effective AMO

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

or the group must make Safe Harbor. To make Safe Harbor, the
Pl of the group must equal or exceed its Safe Harbor Target
and the group must qualify for Safe Harbor using the third
indicator, science or graduation rate.

2 Mathematics

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

3 ThirdIndicator

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

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

A Participation Criterion
Eighty percent of students in Grades 4 and/or 8 enrolled B Performance Criterion
during the test administration period in the All Students The 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 2006 graduation-rate
total cohort in the All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate
Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target.

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

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12thGraders

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

2007 Cohort

The count of students in the 2007 accountability cohort used

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

Accountability Cohort for English and Mathematics
The accountability cohort is used to determine if a school

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

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

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

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

Annual Measurable Objective (AMO)

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

Continuous Enrollment

The count of continuously enrolled tested students used to
determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance part
of the AYP determination for elementary/middle-level ELA,
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.

March 17, 2012

Continuously Enrolled Students

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

Effective Annual Measurable Objective

(Effective AMO)

The Effective Annual Measurable Objective is the Performance
Index (P1) value that each accountability group within a school
or district is expected to achieve to make AYP. The Effective
AMO is the lowest Pl that an accountability group of a given size
can achieve in a subject for the group’s Pl not to be considered
significantly different from the AMO for that subject. 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/irs.

Graduation Rate

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

Graduation-Rate Total Cohort

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

in the 2006-07 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2006-07 school year, and who were enrolled in the school/
district for five months or longer or who were enrolled in the
school/district for less than five months but were previously
enrolled in the same school/district for five months or longer
between the date they first entered Grade 9 and the date they
last ended enrollment. A more detailed definition of
graduation-rate cohort can be found in the SIRS Manual at
http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2010-11,
data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for accountability groups were
combined to determine counts and graduation rates. Groups
with fewer than 30 students in the graduation-rate total cohort
are notrequired 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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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability (continued)

Participation

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

Performance Index(PI)

A Performance Index is a value from O 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/irs.

ProgressTargets

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

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

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

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

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

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

March 17, 2012

Safe Harbor Targets

Safe Harbor provides an alternate means to demonstrate

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

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

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

Safe Harbor Qualification (¥)

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

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

State Standard

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

Students with Disabilities

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

Test Performance

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

the table.

Total

The count of students enrolled during the test administration
period used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for elementary/
middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science. These are the first
numbers in the parentheses after the subgroup label on the
elementary/middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
For accountability calculations, students who were excused
from testing for medical reasons in accordance with federal
NCLB guidance are notincluded in the count.
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

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
(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 not in Good Standing,

see http://www.p12.nysed.gov/accountability/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

E School Accountability

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Understanding Your School Accountability Status (continued)

Phase

Phase/Category

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

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

Improvement (year 2) A school that was designated as a school in
Improvement (year 1) in the current school year and failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
or 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(year1) 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 aschool that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for every
accountability group except the All Students group for which there
are at least two, but made AYP for the All Students group; 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
aschoolyearin which itis designated as a school in Improvement

or Corrective Action shall, in the next school year, be designated as
Restructuring(year 1)/Comprehensive.
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

Summary
Overall Accountability Improvement (year 1) Basic
Status (2011—12) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA Improvement (year 1) Basic ELA
Math In Good Standing Math
Science In Good Standing Graduation Rate
Title I Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12
YES YES 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 4
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native
.B. lack .c; r Afr|can .A mencan .................... RERRURNEEE R
H |s pa m c or Latmo ............................. ‘/ ................... ‘/ ..................................................................................................................
.A. s|an Or Nat|ve Hawa“an/Ot her Pacmc ...............................................................................................................................................
Islander - -
Wh|te ........................................... ‘/ ................... ‘/ ..................................................................................................................
Multiracial
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities b 4

Limited English Proficient -

Economically Disadvantaged

Student groups making
AYP in each subject % 30f4 % 30f4 V' 1of1

AYP Status

V' MadeAYP

v Made Avp Using Safe Harbor Target
) 4 Did not make AYP

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

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status Improvement (year 1) Basic

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  30f4  student groups making AYP in English language arts
® Did not make AYP

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (573:560) v

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (15:13)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (69:68) b 4

Economically Disadvantaged (0:0)

Final AYP Determination

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (279:275) 99% 167 115

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

‘:SH 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

b3 Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status In Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

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

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (572:560) v

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (15:13)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (68:68) b 4

Economically Disadvantaged (0:0)

Final AYP Determination

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (278:275) 100% 180 130

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

‘:SH 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

b3 Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

Elementary/Middle-Level Science

Accountability Status In Good Standing

for This Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  1of1  student groups making AYP inscience
v Made AYP

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives

StudentGroup Safe Harbor Met Percentage Met Performance  State Progress Target
(Total; Continuous Enrollment) Status  Qualification Criterion Tested Criterion Index Standard 2010-11 2011-12

Accountability Groups

AllStudents (141:137) (74
Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (3:2)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (7:7)

Economically Disadvantaged (0:0)

Final AYP Determination vV 1of1

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (78:78) 100% 185 100

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
V' Madeavp for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

X Did not make AYP used on this page.
- Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30

Continuous Enrollment
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l Overview of SchoolPerformance

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

summary of 2010-11 About the Performance

School Performance Level Descriptors

Performance on the State assessments in English language arts, mathematics, EnglishLanguage Arts

and science at the elementary and middle levels is reported in terms of mean Level1:Below Standard
scores and the percentage of tested students scoring at or above Level 2, e
l d ) P h . d understanding of the English language arts knowledge

Level 3, an. Level 4. Performance on‘t e State a.ssessments in ELA an and skills expected at this grade level.

mathematlchs atthe second.ary levelis reported in terms of the percentage Level 2: Meets Basic Standard

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels. Student performance demonstrates a partial
understanding of the English language arts knowledge
and skills expected at this grade level.

Level 3: Meets Proficiency Standard

Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
scored at or above Level 3 Tested the English language arts knowledge and skills expected
at this grade level.

Percentage of students that Total

English Language Arts O% SQ% 109% Level 4: Exceeds Proficiency Standard
Grade 5 59% I 129 Student performance demonstrates a thorough
.............................................................................................................. understanding of the English language arts knowledge
| ) ;
Grade® . 82 139 . and skills expected at this grade level.
Grade 7 66% I 154 .
......................................... S etrnrassssrnnnasssrrsnaasssrrrnanaiiiieeesiiiieeenninnenee.. Mathematics
|
Grade 8 64% 139 Level 1: Below Standard
. Student performance does not demonstrate an
Mathematics understanding of the mathematics content expected at
Grade 5 80% 130 WIS ALETE
Grade 6 90% 139 Level 2:Meets Basic Standard .
.............................................................................................................. Student performance demonstrates a partial
Grade 7 80% I 154 understanding of the mathematics content expected at
Grade 8 71% 141 this grade level.
Level 3: Meets Proficiency Standard
Science Student performance demonstrates an understanding of
the mathematics content expected at this grade level.
Grade 8 63% I 35

Level 4: Exceeds Proficiency Standard

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

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

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

needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
the high need category are subdivided into four categories
based on enrollment size and, in some cases, number

of students per square mile. More information about

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

In this section, this school’s performance is compared with
that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

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

2011 Mean Score: 669  *Range:648-795 668-795 T700-795
2010 Mean Score: 680 100%

92% 94% 92% 94% 89% 88%
70%
23%
2%
Number of Tested Students: 119 133 76 98 3 32 119 133 76 98 3 32
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 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 129 92% 59% 2% 141 94% 70% 23%
Female 63 94% 65% 3% 70 96% 9% 30%
Male 66 91% 53% 2% T1 93% 61% 15%
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 4 - - = 3 - - -
Hispanic or Latino 18 89% 50% 0% 11 91% 55% 27%
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 2 - - - 5 - - -
White 105 92% 63% 3% 111 95% 68% 20%
Multiracial 11 91% 3% 18%
Small Group Totals 6 100% 17% 0% 8 100% 100% 63%
General-Education Students 111 96% 66% 3% 127 98% 6% 25%
Students with Disabilities 18 67% 17% 0% 14 64% 14% 0%
English Proficient 127 = = = 139 = = =
Limited English Proficient 2 - - - 2 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
Not Disadvantaged 129 92% 59% 2% 141 94% 70% 23%
Migrant
Not Migrant 129 92% 59% 2% 141 94% 70% 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 group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
* These ranges are for 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.
Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts Total Number scoring at level(s): Total Number scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 0 1 _ _ _
(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
0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 5

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

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

2011 Mean Score: 696  *Range:640-780 676-780 T707-780
2010 Mean Score: 711 100%

97% 96% 91% 97% 96% 91% 94% 94%
80% 80%
NN 2010-11 I 57% 9 B3
B = 2009-10 38%
23% 24%
Number of Tested Students: 126 135 104 129 50 81 126 135 104 129 50 81
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group I:z?éd 2-49 g3_4 . 4 IZ::}d 2_4g g3_4 . 4
All Students 130 97% 80% 38% 141 96% 91% 57%
Female 63 100% 86% 37% 70 94% 89% 61%
.r;l a[ ‘.3 ............................................................. 67 ............ 94% ....... 75% ....... 40% .................... 71 ............ 97% ....... 94 % ....... 54% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
B[ackor Amcan Amencan ......................................... 4 ............... o o ——— 3 ................ o o
H.span.corLat.nolg ............ 89% ....... 79% ....... 21% .................... 11 ............ 82% ....... 82% ....... 55% ........
As|an Or NatweHawa||an/0therpac|f|c |s[ander ................... 5 R [ITERRETEN IRt ST o R (RTINS S
W . 105 98% 8O% 4% 111 96%  91%  56%
Multiracial 11 100% 100% 73%
Sma“ Gr Oup Tota[s ................................................. 6 R, 100% ....... 83% ......... 0% ...................... 8 .......... 1 00 % ..... 100 % ....... 63% ........
e O S e 12 ... CC N RO . 127 ....» SO N T —
Students with Disabilities 18 83% 22% 0% 14 57% 36% 7%
English Proficient 127 = = - 139 - - i
lelted Engush Pmﬂc'ent .......................................... 3 ................ Farooocs Do R 2 ................ Secoocar S
Economically Disadvantaged
NotD|sadvantaged ............................................. 1 30 ........... 97% ....... 80% ....... 38% .................. 141 ............ 96% ....... 91% ....... 57% ........
Migrant
NotM|gr ;n.t ..................................................... 1 30 ........... 97% ....... 80% ....... 38% .................. 141 ............ 96% ....... 91% ....... 57% ........
NOTES

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

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

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

This School's Results in Grade 6 English Language Arts

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

2011 Mean Score: 671  *Range:644-785 662-785 694-785
2010 Mean Score: 675 100%

9 9 9
96% 95% 82% s 96% 94% 829 o 88% 89%
EENE 2010-11 56% 54%
| 2009-10
8% 15% 9% 15%

Number of Tested Students: 134 147 114 117 ? 23 135 147 115 117 12 23
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Stu d ent G rou p Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 139 96% 82% 8% 155 95% 75% 15%
Female 68 97% 78% 4% 65 97% 85% 22%
.N.I a[ é ............................................................. 7 1 ............ 96 % ....... 86% ....... 11% .................... 90 ............ 93 %. ....... 69 %. ....... 10% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCk Or Amcan Ame”can ......................................... 5 IS EIURET s S e e
H|5pan|cor|_at|n013 ............ SRR U Co— T P e e
A5|an Or NatweHawa||an/0therpac|f|c |slander ................... g R RTTRNY ERTR SRR TRP PRI PR [TPRRaS fE PR
W e MIBL 9T 83% 8% 121 97%  T6%  13%
Multiracial 11 100% 100% 36%
Smau(‘,roup TOtalS ................................................. 8 ceeeen 100% e 100% ....... 13% ...................... 7 ............ 86% ....... 57% ......... 0 % ........
General-Education SWANtS 122 ... DN . e S 131 ... S e e
Students with Disabilities 17 1% 29% 0% 24 71% 21% 0%
English Proficient 135 - - - 154 - = -
lelted Eng“Sh Pmﬂc'ent .......................................... e oo oo i T R oo B
B DS O oo
Not Disadvantaged 139 96% 82% 8% 155 95% 5% 15%
Migrant
NotM|gr ;n.t ..................................................... 1 39 ............ 96% ....... 82% ......... éc;/;) .................. 155 ............ 95% ....... 75% ....... 15% ........
NOTES

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

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

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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 3
(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
K 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 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 6

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

This School's Results in Grade 6 Mathematics

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

2011 Mean Score: 70T  *Range:640-780 674-780 T700-780
2010 Mean Score: 701 100%

98% 98% 98% 98%
92% 92%
90% 829% 90% 8505 o
EENE 2010-11 63% 57% 64% 57% 63% 61%
B = 2009-10
26% 27%

Number of Tested Students: 136 152 125 127 88 88 137 152 126 127 89 88
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Stu d ent G rou p Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 139 98% 90% 63% 155 98% 82% 57%
Female 68 97% 85% 60% 65 97% 83% 57%
Male 71 99% 94% 66% 90 99% 81% 57%
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 3 = = = 3 = = =
Hispanic or Latino 13 92% 69% 54% 16 88% 56% 50%
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 5 - - - 4 - - -
White 118 98% 92% 65% 121 99% 83% 55%
MUEBCEL | reeeeeereeereensesneeeresneneeseseresessenener T, 11 100% . 100%  82%
Small Group Totals 8 100% 100% 50% 7 100% 86% 57%
General-Education Students 122 ..100% .96% . .T0% ... 131 99% ....92% . .668% .
Students with Disabilities 17 82% 47% 18% 24 92% 25% 4%
English Proficient 135 = = = 154 - - -
Limited English Proficient 4 - - - 1 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
Not Disadvantaged 139 98% 90% 63% 155 98% 82% 57%
Migrant
Not Migrant 139 98% 90% 63% 155 98% 82% 57%
NOTES

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

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

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

New York State Alternate Assessment
(NYSAA): Grade 6 Equivalent
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

This School's Results in Grade 7 English Language Arts

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

2011 Mean Score: 670  *Range:642-790 665-790 698-790
2010 Mean Score: 676 100%

949, 99% 949 98% 91% 90%

EEHNE 2010-11 66% 66% 66% 65%

B = 2009-10 48% 50%
Number of Tested Students: 145 134 102 90 4 24 145 135 102 90 4 24
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year

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

StUdent Group T:z?(led 2-49 g3_4 . 4 ngtled 2_4g g3_4 . 4
All Students 154 94% 66% 3% 136 99% 66% 18%
Female 66 94% 3% 6% 76 100% 68% 24%
.r;l a[ é ............................................................. 88 ........... 94% ....... 61% ......... 0% .................... 60 ............ 97 ;%. ....... 63 %. ....... 10% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCkor Amcan Amencan ......................................... 2 ................ o o —— 4 ................ e o
H|span|cor|_at|n016 ........... 75% ....... 31% ......... (.).% .................... 15 .......... 100% ....... 47% ......... 7% ........
As|an Or Nat|veHawauan/OtherPacmc |slander ................... PR [IRISEER IR ST 5 (RTINS S
.V.V h|te ........................................................... 1 32 ............ 97% ....... 70% ......... 3% .................. 107 ............ 98% ....... 67% ....... 17% ........
.r;l umr ac |a[ ............................................................................................................................ 8 .......... 1 00 % ....... 88% ....... 38% ........
Sma“ Gr oup TOta [s ................................................. 6 ........... 83% ....... 67% ......... 0% ...................... 6 .......... 1 00 % ....... 67% ....... 33% ........
General-Education Students 131 98% 76% 3% 130 99% 68% 18%
Stu dent swnh D|sab|[|t |es ........................................ 53 Zow T3 T R R Tre e
English Proficient 153 = = = 136 99% 66% 18%
.L | m|ted Eng[ i.s h Proﬂuent .......................................... 1 ................ Farooocs Do Beococo: SRR IR xS
Economically Disadvantaged
NotD|sadvantaged ............................................. 1 54 ........... 94% ....... 66% ......... .3.% .................. 136 ............ 99% ....... 66% ....... 18% ........
Migrant
NOt M| gr ;n.t ..................................................... 1 54 ........... 94% ....... 66% ......... .3.% .................. 136 ............ 99 ;%. ....... 66 ;))0. ....... 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 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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 2 2
(NYSAA): Grade 7 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
K 0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A
Achievement Test (NYSESLAT)t: Grade 7
Total Total
Recently Arrived LEP Students NOT Tested on
0 N/A N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 7

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

This School's Results in Grade 7 Mathematics

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

2011 Mean Score: 686  *Range:639-800 670-800 694-800
2010 Mean Score: 686 100%

96% 99% 96% 99% 92% 92%
79% 739,

80% 740

B E N 2010-11 65% 62%

B = 2009-10 40% 38% 40% 379% 30% 29%

Number of Tested Students: 148 136 123 102 62 52 149 137 123 102 62 52
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Stu d ent G rou p Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):

Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 154 96% 80% 40% 137 99% 74% 38%
Female 66 95% 83% 39% T 100% 74% 35%
.r;l a[ é ............................................................. 88 ........... 97% ....... 77% ....... 41% .................... 60 ............ 98% ....... 75% ....... 42% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCk Or Amcan Amencan ......................................... 5 ooocooons oo e S ooocroos oot
H.gpamcorLatmolG ........... i el s SRR R ToowT Sy e
A5|an Or NatweHawa||an/0therpac|f|c |5[ander ................... P [ETTTR et SELTSTPCRPPPRRR 5o fTTPRTTA e
W e 132 98% 83% 1% 07 | 99%  TT% 3%
Multiracial 8 100% 100% 5%
Sma“ Gr Oup TOtalS ................................................. 6 . 100% ....... 67% ....... 50% ...................... 7 .......... 100 % ....... 57% ....... 57% ........
General-Education SWANtS 131 ... T ., 131 .8 ES TS T —
Students with Disabilities 23 78% 26% 4% 6 83% 17% 0%
g PO e 153 T, T — 137 . 99% ... .T4% . . 38% . .
Limited English Proficient 1 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
.’\i Ot D|sadvantaged ............................................. 1 54 ........... 96% ....... 80% ....... 40% .................. 137 ............ 99 % ....... 74 % ....... 38% ........
Migrant
NOt M| gr ant ..................................................... 1 54 ........... 96 % ....... 80% ....... 40% .................. 137 ............ 99 % ....... 74 % ....... 38% ........
NOTES

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

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

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

This School's Results in Grade 8 English Language Arts

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

2011 Mean Score: 663  *Range:628-790 658-790 699-790
2010 Mean Score: 664 100%

97% 96% 97% 96% 92% 91%
EEBNE 2010-11 64% 63% 64% 63%
B W 2009-10 479 1%
2% % I 205 8%
Number of Tested Students: 135 158 89 104 3 11 136 158 89 104 3 11
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 139 97% 64% 2% 164 96% 63% 7%
Female 78 99% 69% 3% 71 100% 73% 13%
.r;l a[ é ............................................................. 61 ............ 95% ....... 57% ......... 2% .................... 93 ............ 94 ;%. ....... 56% ......... é.o./(; ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
B[ack Or Amcan Amencan ......................................... 5 IS EIURET e R oo PO I
H|span|cor|_at|n015 ............ G300 TR e R R AR gl e
As|an Or Nat|veHawauan/OtherPacmc |slander ................... PR RO ERTR SETPIE TR PPI P 1 [TPRRaS e
.V.V h|te ........................................................... 1 19 ............ 97% ....... 66% ......... 3% .................. 138 ............ 96% ....... 64 % ......... 7% ........
Mu[t|rac|a[ ............................................................................................................................ 4 ................ e e
Sma“Group Totals ................................................. 5 ceeeen 100% e 100% ......... 0% ...................... 5 .......... 100% ....... 60% ......... 0 % ........
General-Education SWANtS 132 ... L — 2 e S 145 .8 CST L T Cc—.
Students with Disabilities T 1% 0% 0% 19 68% 5% 0%
English Proficient 137 = = = 164 96% 63% 7%
.L | m|ted Eng[ i.s h Proﬂuent .......................................... AR oo oo s R - oo icicl oot oo
Economically Disadvantaged
NotD|sadvantaged ............................................. 1 39 ............ 97% ....... 64% ......... .2.% .................. 164 ............ 96% ....... 63% ......... 7% ........
Migrant
.'\i Ot M|gr ;n.t ..................................................... 1 39 ............ 97% ....... 64% ......... .2.6/;) .................. 164 ............ 96% ....... 63 ;))0. ......... f.ok; ........
NOTES

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

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

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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 8 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
K 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 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 8

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

This School's Results in Grade 8 Mathematics

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

2011 Mean Score: 686  *Range:639-775 674-775 T704-775
2010 Mean Score: 681 100%

99% 949 97% 939 91% 91%
N E N 2010-11 1% 66% 0% 659
B = 2009-10
20% 18% 20% 18% 18% 18%
Number of Tested Students: 139 154 100 108 28 30 139 154 100 108 28 30
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 141 99% 71% 20% 164 94% 66% 18%
Female 78 100% 4% 18% 71 96% 70% 25%
.r;l a[ é ............................................................. 63 ............ 97% ....... 67% ....... 22% .................... 93 ............ 92% ....... 62% ....... 13% ........
American Indian or Alaska Native
BlaCk Or Amcan Amencan ......................................... 5 IS EIURET s SR oo R I
H|5pan|cor|_at|n015 ............ R Sy T R oo gl ey
A5|an Or NatweHawa||an/0therpac|f|c |5[ander ................... For ROTTe ERTRP SETRIETRPPP PR 1 [TTRRaS JE PR Rae
.V.V h|te ........................................................... 1 20 ........... 99% ....... 73% ....... 21% .................. 138 ............ 94 % ....... 67% ....... 20% ........
Mu[t|rac|a[ ............................................................................................................................ 4 ................ R e
Sma“ Gmup Tmals ................................................. 6 ceeeen 100% ....... 83% ....... 33% ...................... 5 ............ 80 % ....... 60 % ......... 0 % ........
General-Education SWANtS 134 ... DL NG N . . 145 ... 8 R R -
Students with Disabilities T 1% 14% 0% 19 53% 11% 0%
English Proficient 137 - = = 164 94% 66% 18%
.L | m|ted Eng[ i.s h Pmﬂc'ent .......................................... R oo oo B -+ e
Economically Disadvantaged
.’\i otD|sadvantaged ............................................. 1 41 ............ 99% ....... 71% ....... 20% .................. 164 ............ 94 ;%. ....... 66% ....... 18% ........
Migrant
NotM|gr ;n.t ..................................................... 1 41 ............ 99% ....... 71% ....... 20% .................. 164 ............ 94 %. ....... 66% ....... 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 2010—11 data only. Ranges for the 2009-10 data are available in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Reports.

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0002

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% 98% 99% 98%
" 87% 86% . 87% 86% 94% 94%
2% 14%
EENE 2010-11 :
. . 2009_10 47% 46% 47% 46%
Number of Tested Students: 139 159 122 140 66 75 139 159 122 140 66 75
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Stu d ent G rou p Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4

All Students 35 100% 63% 11% 73 96% 70% 16%
Female g 100% 53% 6% 28 100% 5% %
Male 18 100% 2% 17% 45 93% 67% 22%
American Indian or Alaska Native
Black or African American 1 = = = 5 = = =
Hispanic or Latino - - - 100% 83% 0%
Asian or Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 1 - - -
White 26 100% 65% 15% 60 95% T0% 18%
Multiracial — — =
Small Group Totals 9 100% 56% 0% 7 100% 57% 14%
General-Education Students 28 ...100%  68% AL . 55 100% .B2%  18% .
Students with Disabilities 7 100% 43% 14% 18 83% 33% 11%
English Proficient @ e, 32 T T . 3 96% ... .10% .. 16% ..
Limited English Proficient 3 - - -
Economically Disadvantaged
Not Disadvantaged 35 100% 63% 11% 73 96% T0% 16%
Migrant
Not Migrant 35 100% 63% 11% 73 96% 70% 16%
NOTES

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

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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 8 Equivalent
Regentssc,ence105 ............. 104 ......... 100 .......... 62 .................... 8939 ........... 89 .......... 53 .......
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The New York State
School ReportCard

Comprehensive
Information Report
2010-11

Regents Exams
Al Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students Total Percentage of students
Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above: Tested scoring at or above:
55 65 85 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive English 2010-11 135 99% 96% 53% 119 99% 98% 60% 16 94% 81% 6%

2009-10 141 94% 89% 47% 121 97% 94% 54% 20 80% 55% 5%
2008-09 142 98% 95% 44% 124 98% 98% 49% 18 94% 78% 6%
Integrated Algebra 2010-11 139 97% 92% 9% 121 99% 94% 10% 18 83% T78% 0%
2009-10 137 95% 85% 15% 119 97% 90% 18% 18 78% 56% 0%
2008-09 121 93% 88% 12% 99 97% 94% 14% 22 73% 64% 0%

Geometry 2010-11 177 95% 84% 27% 170 95% 84% 28% 7T 86% T1% 0%
2009-10 133 92% 80% 23% 124 93% 83% 24% 9 89% 33% 0%
2008-09 0 0 0
Algebra 2/Trigonometry 2010-11 103 93% T77% 28% 102 - = = 1 = = =
2009-10 0 0 0
2008-09 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Global History 2010-11 172 95% 92% 42% 155 98% 95% 46% 17 71% 65% 6%
and Geography 2009-10 133 96% 86% 44% 116 98% 92% 50% 17 82% 47% 0%
2008-09 151 93% 86% 45% 129 96% 93% 52% 22 T7T% 45% 5%
U.S. History 2010-11 134 99% 96% T70% 118 100% 97% T75% 16 94% 81% 31%

and Government 2000-10 136 98% 96% 60% 123 99% 98% 65% 13 85% T77% 15%

2008-09 142 99% 96% T70% 124 99% 97% 75% 18 100% 89% 33%
Living Environment 2010-11 177 97% 93% 41% 154 100% 97% 46% 23 78% 61% 9%

2009-10 160 98% 92% 42% 147 99% 95% 45% 13 7% 62% 8%
2008-09 138 99% 96% 41% 119 100% 98% 45% 19 95% 79% 16%

Physical Setting/ 2010-11 42 90% T4% 21% 3 91% T4% 21% 8 88% T75% 25%
Earth Science 2009-10 27 89% 81% 26% 14 93% 86% 29% 13 85% T77% 23%
2008-09 81 96% 90% 30% 69 96% 91% 33% 12 100% 83% 8%
Physical Setting/Chemistry 2010-11 121 98% 86% 28% 118 - - - 3 - - -
2009-10 123 93% T71% 8% 120 - - - 3 - - -
2008-09 107 95% 87% 34% 101 95% 86% 35% 6 100% 100% 17%
Physical Setting/Physics 2010-11 38 92% 89% 11% 38 92% 89% 11% 0
2009-10 45 93% 93% 36% 44 = = = 1 = = =
2008-09 53 98% 91% 42% 52 = = = 1 = = =

NOTE
The — symbolindicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

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 ator above: Tested scoring ator above:
55 65 85 55 65 85 55 65 85
Comprehensive French 2010-11 13 100% 100% 85% 13 100% 100% 85% 0
2009-10 12 100% 100% 75% 12 100% 100% 75% 0
2008-09 15 100% 100% 80% 15 100% 100% 80% 0
Comprehensive Italian 2010-11 Y
2009-10 0
2008-09 0
Comprehensive Spanish 2010-11 112 97% 91% 45% 110 - = - 2 - - -
2009-10 83 99% 90% 53% 81 - - - 2 - - -
2008-09 92 98% 98% T70% 88 = = = 4 - - -
NOTE

The — symbolindicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Regents Competency Tests

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

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

Mathematics 2010-11

2009-10

2008-09

Science 2010-11
2009-10

2008-09

Reading 2010-11
2009-10
83%

2008-09 83%

Writing 2010-11
2009-10
100%

2008-09 100%

Global Studies 2010-11
2009-10
13%

2008-09 13%

U.S. History 2010-11

and Government 2009-10

60% 60%

O U N O WU O PO KB RPN O MO B W
o O 0O O OO O R,rO O PRPRIOO OO o O
O U N O Wl O OO B Ol O MO & W

2008-09

NOTE
The — symbolindicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

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

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities

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

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

Listening 2010-11
and Speaking ;o ¢
(Grades K-1)

2008-09
Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10
(Grades K-1)

2008-09
Listening 2010-11

and Speaking o o
(Grades 2-4)

2008-09
Reading 2010-11
and Writing 2009-10
(Grades 2-4)

2008-09
Listening 2010-11

and Speaking o ¢
(Grades 5-6)

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

2008-09
Listening 2010-11
and Speaking 2009-10
(Grades 7-8)

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

2008-09
Listening 2010-11 0% 17% 50% 33% = = = = = = = =

and Speaking 2009-10
(Grades 9-12)

0% 0% 20% 80%

w U O|Ww U OO O OO0 O Ol O O O ol ool O oo o oo o o
w s~ bW B O O OO OO0 OOjO OOlO ODO|lO O O|lO O O|O O O
O B NO P MO O OO OOlO OOO OO0 OO0 O OO ©O OO O ©

2008-09 - - - - - - - -
Reading 2010-11 0% 83% 17% 0% = = = = = = = =
andWriting ;50910 0% 60% 0% 40% - - - - - - - -
(Grades 9-12)

2008-09 = = = = = = = =

NOTE
The — symbolindicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

2007 Total Cohort Performance on
Regents Exams After Four Years

All Students General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
1= = €
() (] ()
v E v E v £
2 5 Percentage of 2 S Percentage of 25 Percentage of
S & students scoring: S& students scoring: S & students scoring:
55-64 65-84 85-100 55-64 65-84 85-100 55-64 65-84 85-100
Global History 143 6% 41% 48% 126 0% 43% 54% 17 47% 29% 6%
and Geography
U.S. History 143 2% 34% 58% 126 1% 30% 65% g 12% 59% 6%
and Government
Science 143 4% 40% 54% 126 1% 39% 60% 17 29% 47% 12%

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

Total Number of students scoring

Tested at Level:
1 2 3 4

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

English Language Arts 0

Mathematics o for studen'ts taking the NYSAA in English language grts,
) . mathematics, and science at the elementary and middle

Social Studies 0 levels are available in the Accountability and Overview

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

NOTE

The — symbolindicates that data for a group of students have been suppressed. If a group has fewer than five students,
data for that group and the next smallest group(s) are suppressed to protect the privacy of individual students.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

High School Completers

AllStudents General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Graduates of Students of Graduates of Students of Graduates
Total Graduates 2010-11 135 120 15
2009-10 140 122 18
2008-09 181 161 20
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2010-11 123 91% 118 98% 5 33%
2009-10 125 89% 115 94% 10 56%
2008-09 163 90% 155 96% 8 40%
Receiving a Regents Diploma 2010-11 64 47% 62 52% 2 13%
with Advanced Designation 2009-10 64 46% 61 50% 3 17%
2008-09 87 48% 87 54% 0 0%
Receiving an 2010-11 0 0 0
Individualized Education 2009-10 3 N/A 0 3 N/A
Program (IEP) Diploma 2008-09 9 N/A 0 5 N/A
NOTE Students receiving Regents diplomas and Regents diplomas with advanced designation are considered graduates; recipients of IEP diplomas are not.
High School Noncompleters
AllStudents General-Education Students Students with Disabilities
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students of Students
Dropped Out 2010-11 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
2009-10 2 0% 1 0% 1 1%
2008-09 4 1% 3 1% 1 1%
Entered Approved High School 2010-11 3 0% 3 1% 0 0%
Equivalency Preparation 2009-10 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Program 2008-09 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Total Noncompleters 2010-11 3 0% 3 1% 0 0%
2009-10 2 0% 1 0% 1 1%
2008-09 4 1% 3 1% 1 1%
Post-secondary Plans of 2010-11 Completers
AllStudents 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 75 56% 71 59% 4 27%
To 2-year College 44 33% 37 31% 7 47%
To Other Post-secondary 1 1% 1 1% 0 0%
To the Military 4 3% 3 3% 1 7%
To Employment 1 1% 0 0% 1 %
To Adult Services 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
To Other Known Plans 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Plan Unknown 10 7% 8 7% 2 13%
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More Information about the School

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Financial Information

2010-11 Estimated Percentage of Students 1-10%

from Families Receiving Public Assistance
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Accountability
andOverview Report
2010-11

ThisSchool'sReportCard

The New York State School Report Card isan important part
of the Board of Regents’ effort to raiselearning standards forall
students. It providesinformation 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 onaschool’s strengths 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

March 17, 2012

Usethisreportto:

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 PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL

School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

School Profile

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

and teacher qualifications.

Enrollment

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Pre-K 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 0 0 0
Ungraded Elementary 0 0 0
Grade 7 0 0 0
Grade 8 0 0 0
Grade 9 138 165 175
Grade 10 149 137 160
Grade 11 148 151 136
Grade 12 191 148 147
Ungraded Secondary 0 0 0
Total K-12 626 601 618
Average Class Size

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Common Branch
Grade 8
English
Mathematics
Science
Social Studies 24
Grade 10
English 19 19 24
Mathematics 15 15 21
Science 17 17 19
Social Studies 24 24 24

March 17, 2012

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Enrollment
Information

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

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

Average Class Size
Information

Average Class Size is the total registration
in specified classes divided by the number
of those classes with registration. Common
Branch refers to self-contained classes in
Grades 1-6.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Demographic Factors

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
# % # % # %
Eligible for Free Lunch 19 3% 33 5% 35 6%
Reduced-Price Lunch 17 3% 25 4% 23 4%
Student Stablllty* 97% 100% 1%
Limited English Proficient 6 1% 6 1% 9 1%
Racial/Ethnic Origin
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Black or African American 15 2% 16 39 14 29
Hispanic or Latino 76 12% 66 11% 69 11%
Asian or Native 9 1% 10 2% 15 29%
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander
White 523 84% 498 83% 505 82%
Multiracial 3 0% 11 2% 15 2%
* Available only at the school level.
Attendance and Suspensions
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
# % # % # %
Annual Attendance Rate 92% 93% 94%
Student Suspensions 35 6% 20 3% 25 4%

March 17, 2012

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Demographic Factors
Information

Eligible for Free Lunch and Reduced-Price

Lunch percentages are determined by dividing

the number of approved lunch applicants by

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

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

a school who were also enrolled in that school

at any time during the previous school year.

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

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

Attendance
and Suspensions
Information

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

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

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

of whether the student was suspended one or more
times during the school year.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Teacher Qualifications Teacher Qualifications
Information
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 The Percent Teaching Out of Certification is the
Total Number of Teachers percent doing so more than on an incidental basis;
52 52 50 . 5 .
that is, the percent teaching for more than five

Percent with No Valid

9 9 9 eriods per week outside certification.
Teaching Certificate 0% 0% 0% P P
Percen.t Tea;hmg Out 4% 2% 0% Core Classes are primarily K-6 common branch,
of Certification . X : X )
- English, mathematics, science, social studies,
Percent with FewerThan 8% 2% 0% art, music, and foreign languages. To be Highly
Three Years of Experience R 0
- Qualified, a teacher must have at least a Bachelor’s
Percentage with Master’s Degree 12% 15% 16% 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
Percgpt Not Taught_by H.ighly 6% 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 208 184 166

Percent Not Taught by Highly 3% 0% 1% 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 8% 6% 5% 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% 0% Independent of Highly Qualified Teacher status,
Statewide any assignment for which a teacher did not hold
Total Number of Classes 249 236 224 a valid certificate still registers as teaching out of
Percent Taught by Teachers Without 6% - 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
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 Information
Turnover Rate of Teachers with Fewer 13% 17% 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 6% 6% 10% 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
2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 Information

Total Other Professional Staff 7 7 7 Other Professionals includes administrators,
guidance counselors, school nurses, psychologists,

Total Paraprofessionals* N/A N/A N/A .

i and other professionals who devote more than half
Assistant Principals 1 1 1 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 school level.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Understanding How Accountability

Worksin New York State

The federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act requires that states develop and report on measures of student
proficiency in 1) English language arts (ELA), in 2) mathematics, and on 3) a third indicator. In New York
State in 2010-11, the third indicator is science at the elementary/middle level and graduation rate at enoLisH

LANGUAGE ARTS

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

Yearly Progress (AYP).

For more information about accountability in New York State,

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

1 EnglishLanguage Arts(ELA)

E School Accountability

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

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

and the performance criteria.

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

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

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 2007 cohort with
30 or more members must equal or exceed its Effective AMO

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

or the group must make Safe Harbor. To make Safe Harbor, the
Pl of the group must equal or exceed its Safe Harbor Target
and the group must qualify for Safe Harbor using the third
indicator, science or graduation rate.

2 Mathematics

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

3 ThirdIndicator

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

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

A Participation Criterion
Eighty percent of students in Grades 4 and/or 8 enrolled B Performance Criterion
during the test administration period in the All Students The 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 2006 graduation-rate
total cohort in the All Students group earning a local or Regents diploma by August 31, 2010 must equal or exceed the Graduation-Rate
Standard (80%) or the Graduation-Rate Progress Target.

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

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

12thGraders

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

2007 Cohort

The count of students in the 2007 accountability cohort used

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

Accountability Cohort for English and Mathematics
The accountability cohort is used to determine if a school

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

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

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

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

Annual Measurable Objective (AMO)

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

Continuous Enrollment

The count of continuously enrolled tested students used to
determine the Performance Index for the Test Performance part
of the AYP determination for elementary/middle-level ELA,
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.

March 17, 2012

Continuously Enrolled Students

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

Effective Annual Measurable Objective

(Effective AMO)

The Effective Annual Measurable Objective is the Performance
Index (P1) value that each accountability group within a school
or district is expected to achieve to make AYP. The Effective
AMO is the lowest Pl that an accountability group of a given size
can achieve in a subject for the group’s Pl not to be considered
significantly different from the AMO for that subject. 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/irs.

Graduation Rate

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

Graduation-Rate Total Cohort

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

in the 2006-07 school year, and all ungraded students with
disabilities who reached their seventeenth birthday in the
2006-07 school year, and who were enrolled in the school/
district for five months or longer or who were enrolled in the
school/district for less than five months but were previously
enrolled in the same school/district for five months or longer
between the date they first entered Grade 9 and the date they
last ended enrollment. A more detailed definition of
graduation-rate cohort can be found in the SIRS Manual at
http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/sirs/.

For districts and schools with fewer than 30 graduation-rate
total cohort members in the All Students group in 2010-11,
data for 2009-10 and 2010-11 for accountability groups were
combined to determine counts and graduation rates. Groups
with fewer than 30 students in the graduation-rate total cohort
are notrequired 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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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability (continued)

Participation

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

Performance Index(PI)

A Performance Index is a value from O 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/irs.

ProgressTargets

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

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

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

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

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

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

March 17, 2012

Safe Harbor Targets

Safe Harbor provides an alternate means to demonstrate

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

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

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

Safe Harbor Qualification (¥)

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

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

State Standard

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

Students with Disabilities

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

Test Performance

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

the table.

Total

The count of students enrolled during the test administration
period used to determine the Percentage Tested for the
Participation part of the AYP determination for elementary/
middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science. These are the first
numbers in the parentheses after the subgroup label on the
elementary/middle-level ELA, mathematics, and science pages.
For accountability calculations, students who were excused
from testing for medical reasons in accordance with federal
NCLB guidance are notincluded in the count.
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

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 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 not in Good Standing,

see http://www.p12.nysed.gov/accountability/APA/Differentiated_Accountability/DA_home.html.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

E School Accountability

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Understanding Your School Accountability Status (continued)

Phase

Phase/Category

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

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

Improvement (year 2) A school that was designated as a school in
Improvement (year 1) in the current school year and failed to make
AYP on the same accountability measure for which it was identified;
or 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(year1) 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 aschool that failed to make AYP in ELA and/or math for every
accountability group except the All Students group for which there
are at least two, but made AYP for the All Students group; 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
aschoolyearin which itis designated as a school in Improvement

or Corrective Action shall, in the next school year, be designated as
Restructuring(year 1)/Comprehensive.
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Summary
Overall Accountability In Good Standing
Status (2011—12) Elementary/Middle Level Secondary Level
ELA Pending ELA In Good Standing
Math Pending Math In Good Standing
Science Pending Graduation Rate In Good Standing
Title I Part A Funding Years the School Received Title | Part A Funding
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12
YES YES 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 .c; r Afncan .A mencan ............................................................................................. ERRARE R
H |s pa m C or Latmo ...................................................................................................... _ ..................... _ ...........................................
.A. s|an Or Nat|ve Hawa“an/Ot her Pacmc ...............................................................................................................................................
Islander - -
Wh|te ........................................... R E R R ‘/ ................... ‘/ .........................................
Multiracial
Other Groups
Students with Disabilities - - - -
le |ted E ngl|shProf|c|ent ............................................................................................. IR S
Econ om |cal ly D| sadvantag ed ...........................................................................................................................................................
Student groups making
AYP in each subject - 00f0 - 00f0 - 00f0 Vv 20f2 VvV 20f2 VvV 1of1

AYP Status

V' MadeAYP

v Made Avp Using Safe Harbor Target
) 4 Did not make AYP

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

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Elementary/Middle-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status Pending

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

Accountability Measures 0of0 Student groups making AYP in English language arts

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (2:3) -

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

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

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (2:3) -

Economically Disadvantaged (0:0)

Final AYP Determination

- 0of 0O
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (0:0)
Male (2:3) — _ _
Migrant (0:0)
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
V' Madeavp for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

v Made AvP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

b3 Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Elementary/Middle-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status Pending

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

Accountability Measures 0of0 Student groups making AYP in mathematics

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(Total: Continuous Enrollment) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (2:3) -

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

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

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups
Students with Disabilities (2:3) -

Economically Disadvantaged (0:0)

Final AYP Determination

- 0of 0O
Non-Accountability Groups
Female (0:0)
Male (2:3) — _ _
Migrant (0:0)
Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
V' Madeavp for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

v Made AvP Using Safe Harbor Target
X Did not make AYP

— Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30
Continuous Enrollment

b3 Did not qualify for Safe Harbor

used on this page.
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Elementary/Middle-Level Science

Accountability Status Pending

for This Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  0of0  student groups making AYP inscience

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives

StudentGroup Safe Harbor Met Percentage Met Performance  State Progress Target
(Total; Continuous Enrollment) Status  Qualification Criterion Tested Criterion Index Standard 2010-11 2011-12

Accountability Groups

AllStudents (2:3) -

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)

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

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (2:3)

Economically Disadvantaged (0:0)

Final AYP Determination - 0of0

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (0:0)

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
V' Madeavp for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

X Did not make AYP used on this page.
- Fewer Than 40 Total/Fewer Than 30

Continuous Enrollment
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Secondary-Level English Language Arts

Accountability Status In Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

Accountability Measures 202 Student groups making AYP in English language arts
v Made AYP

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

AYP Participation Test Performance Performance Objectives
Student Group Met Percentage Met Performance Effective Safe Harbor Target
(12th Graders: 2007 Cohort) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (137:135) v
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
Black Or A fncan Ame ncan (22) ............. B~~~ R+~~~ R
H |spa m c Or Lat|no (14 1 3) .................... B+~~~ R~~~ R iy
.A. s| an or Nat|ve Hawa“a n/Other Pacmc ................................................................................................................................................

Islander (4:4)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (17:16) -

Economically Disadvantaged (0:0)

Final AYP Determination vV 20f2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (64:64) 100% 197 171

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

v MadeAwr 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 12th Graders/
Fewer Than 30 Cohort

i Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Secondary-Level Mathematics

Accountability Status In Good Standing

forThis Subject

(2011-12)

AccountabilityMeasures  20f2  student groups making AYP in mathematics
v Made AYP

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: 2007 Cohort) Status Criterion Tested Criterion Index AMO 2010-11 2011-12
Accountability Groups
AllStudents (137:135) v
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native (0:0)
Black Or A fncan Ame ncan (22) ............. B~~~ R+~~~ R
H |spa m c Or Lat|no (14 1 3) .................... B+~~~ R~~~ R iy
.A. s|an or Nat|ve Hawa“a n/Other Paaﬂc ................................................................................................................................................

Islander (4:4)

Multiracial (0:0)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (17:16) -

Economically Disadvantaged (0:0)

Final AYP Determination vV 20f2

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (64:64) 100% 200 168

Migrant (0:0)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability

v MadeAwr 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 12th Graders/
Fewer Than 30 Cohort

i Did not qualify for Safe Harbor
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E School Accountability

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Graduation Rate
Accountability Status for This In Good Standing
Indicator (2011-12)
Accountability Measures 1o0f1 Student groups making AYP in graduation rate
‘/ ........... MadEAYP .............................................................................................................

How did students in each accountability group perform
on graduationrate accountability measures?
Graduation Objectives

Student Group Met Graduation State Progress Target
(2006 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort) AYP Criterion Rate Standard 2010-11

Accountability Groups

All Students (152) 4

Ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native (Q)

Multiracial (Q)

Other Groups

Students with Disabilities (22)

Economically Disadvantaged (0)

Final AYP Determination VvV 10f1

Non-Accountability Groups

Female (70) 91% 80%

Migrant (Q)

Symbols NOTE: See Useful Terms for Understanding Accountability
V' MadeAYP for explanations and definitions of terms and table labels

X Didnot make AYP used on this page.

— Fewer than 30 Graduation-Rate
Total Cohort

Aspirational Goal

The Board of Regents has set an aspirational goal that 95% of students in each public school and school
district will graduate within five years of first entry into grade 9. The graduation rate for the 2006 total cohort
through June 2011 (after 5 years) for this school is 95% and, therefore, this school did meet this goal. The
aspirational goal does not impact accountability.
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School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

Summaryof 2010-11
School Performance

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

of students in a cohort scoring at these levels.

Percentage of students that 2007 Total
scored at or above Level 3 Cohort
Secondary Level O% 5Q% 109%
English 90% I 143
Mathematlcs .................. 93% ....................................................... 143 ........

March 17, 2012

Ml Overview of School Performance

District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

Aboutthe Performance
Level Descriptors

EnglishLanguage Arts

Level1:Below Standard

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

Level 2: Meets Basic Standard

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

Level 3: Meets Proficiency Standard

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

Level 4: Exceeds Proficiency Standard

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

Mathematics

Level 1: Below Standard

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

Level 2: Meets Basic Standard

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

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

Level 4: Exceeds Proficiency Standard

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

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

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

needs of their students with local resources. Districts in
the high need category are subdivided into four categories
based on enrollment size and, in some cases, number

of students per square mile. More information about

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

In this section, this school’s performance is compared with
that of the school district and public schools Statewide.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

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
*Range:
100%
EEBNE 2010-11
M ¥ 2009-10
Number of Tested Students:
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ge scoring ge scoring
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students
Female
Male

Small Group Totals

General-Education Students

Students with Disabilities

English Proficient

Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Not Disadvantaged

Migrant

Not Migrant

NOTES

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

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

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Number scoring at level(s): Number scoring at level(s):
Assessments Total 9 Total g
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
New York State Alternate Assessment 2 1
(NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
New York State English as a Second Language
K 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 0 N/A N/A N/A

the ELA NYSTP: Grade 8

t These counts represent recently arrived LEP students who used the NYSESLAT to fulfill the English language arts participation requirement.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

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
*Range:
100%
EENE 2010-11
B = 2009-10
Number of Tested Students:
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ge scoring ge scoring
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students
Female
Male

Small Group Totals

General-Education Students

Students with Disabilities

English Proficient

Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Not Disadvantaged

Migrant

Not Migrant

NOTES

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

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

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

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%
EENE 2010-11
M ¥ 2009-10
Number of Tested Students:
Results by 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Total Percentage scoring at level(s): Total Percentage scoring at level(s):
Student Group ge scoring ge scoring
Tested 2-4 3-4 4 Tested 2-4 3-4 4
All Students
Female
Male

Small Group Totals

General-Education Students

Students with Disabilities

English Proficient

Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Not Disadvantaged

Migrant

Not Migrant

NOTES

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

Other 2010-11 School Year 2009-10 School Year
Assessme nts 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 2 _ _ _ 1 _ _ _
(NYSAA): Grade 8 Equivalent
Regentssaenceo .................................................................. 0 ...................................................
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

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

This School School District NY State Public
Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s): Percentage scoring at level(s):
2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4 2-4 3-4 4
93% 95% ggy 92% 92% 94% 90% 91%

83% 82% 80% T9%

B B E 2007 Cohort 47% 499
M @ 2006 Cohort

Results by 2007 Cohort 2006 Cohort**

Number Percentage scoring at level(s): Number Percentage scoring at level(s):
StUdent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 143 93% 90% 47% 152 95% 92% 41%
Female e enssenrerenens S R CICONCL . n... ELC R R
Male 76 89% 87% 34% 82 94% 90% 29%
American INdIan OF Alaska NatIVe | e et th e vaseseseeeeaeeese s e ARt E koA e e
Black or African American 2...... I— . [ M —
Hispanic or Latino 13 100% 100% 31% 13 7% 7% 23%
MR -~~~ <o e R st
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander . t .. I _— * . T —
White 124 92% 89% 48% 128 97% 94% 43%
a0 e e e e e e e e
Small Group Totals 6 100%  100% 67% 11 91% 91% 36%
General-Education Students 126 96% 95% 52% 130 97% 96% 47%
Studentswnthsabllltles17 ........... 71% ....... 53% ......... 6% .................... 22 ............ 82% ....... 68% ......... 5% ........
English Proficient 141 = = = 150 = - T
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|C|ent ....................................... 2__ ............ oo R 2_ ........... TR —
Economically Disadvamtaged e ORI . oo O e
Not Disadvantaged 143 93% 90% 47% 152 95% 92% 41%
MR s rensnsnsesos o ... .................
Not Migrant 143 93% 90% 47% 152 95% 92% 41%
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.

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

** 2006 cohort data are those reported in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Report.
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E Overviewof School Performance

School PUTNAM VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL District PUTNAM VALLEY CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT
School ID 48-05-03-04-0001

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
94% 95% 93% 919% 93% 94% 92% 9o

86% 84%

81% 79%

N B W 2007 Cohort 38% 38% 38% 38%

W @ 2006 Cohort l
Results by 2007 Cohort 2006 Cohort**

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

StUdent Group of Students 2-4 3-4 4 of Students 2-4 3-4 4
All Students 143 94% 93% 38% 152 95% 91% 38%
Female e enssenrerenens S R CICONNCIG . n... EUE LR
Male 76 91% 89% 29% 82 93% 90% 39%
American INdIan OF Alaska NatIVe | e et th e vaseseseeeeaeeese s e ARt E koA e e
Black or African American 2...... I— . [ M —
Hispanic or Latino 13 100% 100% 15% 13 85% 7% 31%
e R <~~~ << o R v e
Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander . t .. I _— * . T —
White 124 93% 92% 40% 128 96% 93% 39%
a0 e e e e e e e e
Small Group Totals 6 100%  100% 33% 11 91% 91% 36%
General-Education Students 126 97% 97% 42% 130 96% 95% 42%
StudentSWItthsabllltIES17 ........... 71% ....... 65% ......... 6% .................... 22 ............ 86% ....... 68% ....... 18% ........
English Proficient 141 = = = 150 = - T
L|m|tedEngl|shProf|C|ent ....................................... 2__ ............ oo R 2_ ........... TR —
Economically Disadvamtaged e ORI . oo O e
Not Disadvantaged 143 94% 93% 38% 152 95% 91% 38%
MR s rensnsnsesos o ... .................
Not Migrant 143 94% 93% 38% 152 95% 91% 38%
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.

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

** 2006 cohort data are those reported in the 2009-10 Accountability and Overview Report.
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NYS - Real Property System
County of Putnam .

212000 Calmel

School District - 372803 Putnam Valley Cent

Exemption Exemption

Code Name

25230 NONPROF CORP - MORAL/MENTAL IM
41730 AGRIC LAND-INDIV NOT IN AG DIS

Total Exemptions Exclusive of
System Exemptions:

Total System Exemptions:
Totals:

Assessor's Report - 2012 - Current Year File
5495 Exemption Impact Report . -
School District Summary

Equalized Total Assessed Value 6,743,892

Statutory Number of
Authority Exemptions
RPTL 420-a 1
AG MKTS L 306 2

3

0

3

- RPS221/V04/L001
Date/Time - 4/30/2012 08:17:39
Total Assessed Value 4,046,335

Total Equalized Value Percent of Value

of Exemptions Exempted
87,500 1.30
263,193 3.90
350,693 5.20
0 ) 0.00
350,693 5.20

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:




NYS - Real Property System
County of Putnam

372600 @L,AW\QMJ@{/%

Schoo! District - 372803 Putnam Valley Cent

Exemption
Code

13100
13500
13800
13870
14100
25110
25130
25230
25300
26050
26100
26400
27350
28540
41400
41690
41700
41720
41730
41800
41834
41854
41930

Exemption
Name

CO - GENERALLY

TOWN - GENERALLY

SCHOOL DISTRICT

SPEC DIST USED FOR PURPOSE EST
USA - GENERALLY

NONPROF CORP - RELIG(CONST PRO
NONPROF CORP - CHAR (CONST PRO
NONPROF CORP - MORAL/MENTAL IM
NONPROF CORP - SPECIFIED USES
AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY

VETERANS ORGANIZATION

INC VOLUNTEER FIRE CO OR DEPT
PRIVATELY OWNED CEMETERY LAND
NOT-FOR-PROFIT HOUS CO - HOSTE
CLERGY

VOLUNTEER FIREFIGHTERS AND AME
AGRICULTURAL BUILDING
AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT

AGRIC LAND-INDIV NOT IN AG DiS
PERSONS AGE 65 OR OVER
ENHANCED STAR

BASIC STAR 1999-2000

DISABILITIES AND LIMITED INCOM

Assessor's Report - 2012 - Current Year. File

$495 Exemption impact Report
School District Summary

Equalized Total Assessed Value 1,322,528,100

Statutory Number of
Authority Exemptions
RPTL 406(1) 14
RPTL 406(1) 94
RPTL 408 3
RPTL 410 74
RPTL 400(1) 2
RPTL 420-a 15
RPTL 420-a 2
RPTL 420-a 2
RPTL 420-b 5
RPTL 450 1
RPTL 452 1
RPTL 464(2) 3
RPTL 446 6
RPTL 422 1
RPTL 460 1
RPTL 466-c,d.e f,g,h&i 19
RPTL 483 1
AG-MKTS L 305 2
AG MKTS L 306 1
RPTL 467 97
RPTL 425 358
RPTL 425 2,437
RPTL 459-¢ 10

RPS221/V04/L001.
Date/Time - 4/30/2012 09:38:24
Total Assessed Value 1,322,528,100

Total Equalized Value
of Exemptions

1,971,000
7,126,900
15,032,200
6,964,600
1,600,200
8,862,800
3,248,700
7,024,200
1,088,200
329,000
470,000
1,402,200
4,065,500
524,400
1,500
57,000
5,000
445,401
119,318
13,424,770
41,917,585
138,595,570
1,015,035

Percent of Value
Exempted

0.15
0.54
1.14
0.53
0.12
0.68
0.25
0.53
0.08
0.02
0.04
0.11
0.31
0.04
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.03
0.01
1.02
3.17
10.48
0.08



NYS - Real Propgrty System ) ) ‘ . Assessor's Report - 2012 - Current Year File N . RPS221/V04/L.001

County of Putnam ' $495 Exemption Impact Report . - : : Date/Time - 4/30/2012 09:38:24
School District Summary Total Assessed Value 1,322,528,100

Equalized Total Assessed Value 1,322,528,100

School District - 372803 Putnam Valley Cent

Exemption Exemption Statutory . Number of Total Equalized Value Percent of Value

Code Name Authority Exemptions of Exemptions Exempted

47616 BUSINESS INVESTMENT PROPERTY F RPTL 485-b 1 425,000 0.03

Total Exemptions Exclusive of

System Exemptions: 3,150 255,816,779 ' 19.34

Total System Exemptions: 0 0 0.00

Totals: 3,150 255,816,779 19.34

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:




65.

|
Salary: Administrative Compensation Information 2011-2012 - Page 1 66. | ” || ||
480503 - PUTNAM VALLEY CSD Official - as of 05/02/2012 11:21 AM 67. | I I I
Submittal Form for Estimated Salaries in the Budget for the 2012-2013 School Year 68. | ” || H
(Form Due - May 7, 2012) 69. I ” || “
Sections 1608 and 1716 of the Education Law 70. | I | I
(Please read the instructions and definitions before completing this form.) Salary: Administrative Compensation Information 2011-2012 - Page 3
480503 - PUTNAM VALLEY CSD Official - as of 05/02/2012 11:21 AM
Title Salary Employee Benefits Other
Remuneration Other Supervisory and Administrative Employees Scheduled to Receive $123,000 or More in Salary
1. [Superintendent of Schools |[221,500 |[53,874 |[4,800 | 71. [HIGH SCHOOL PRINCIPAL |[166,356 |
, ) ) 72. [ASST HIGH SCHOOL PRINCIPAL |[154,330 |
Associate, Assistant and Deputy Superintendents
(Example Titles: Associate Superintendent for Instruction, Deputy Superintendent, Assistant Superintendent for 73. [MIDDLE SCHOOL PRINCIPAL |[174,625 |
Business, etc.) 74. [ASST MIDDLE SCHOOL PRINCIPAL [[143,141 |
2. [ASSIST SUPERINTENDENT FOR FINANCE & (201,338 |[51,092 [ | 75. [ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PRINCIPAL |[165.860 |
3| I I I | 76. |[DIRECTOR OF SPECIAL EDUCATION |[149,016 |
4| I | I | i : H :
5 | | | | v | i |
6. | | | | | w0 | i |
7. | | | | :
8 | I | I | o | I |
o | I | I | 82| I |
0. | I | I | 8. | | |
| I | I | 8. | I |
2. | | | I | 8. | | |
. | | | I | 8. | I |
ta. | I | I | 7. | I |
5. | I | I | 8. | I |
6. | I | I | 8. | | |
7. | | | | | %. | I |
8. | | | I | o l ” I
19. | | | | | :
20. | I | I | % | I |
21, | I [ I | o | I |
2. | I | I | %. | | |
2. | | | | | %. | I |
2. | | | I | or. | | |
25. | I | I | %. | I |
9. | | |
26. | | | | | 100. | I |
| |

27. | | | | | 101.
11 11 1T 1

ao



Property Tax Report Card 2011-2012 - Page 1
480503 - PUTNAM VALLEY CSD Official - as of 05/02/2012 11:31 AM

Important Note: Chapter 97 of the Laws of 2011 requires school districts to report data
elements necessary to calculate a Property Tax Levy Limit. Data elements for the Property Tax
Report Card have been renamed and redefined in accordance with these changes. Please see

http://www.p12.nysed.gov/mgtserv/propertytax/taxcap/ for additional guidance.

Form Due - April 21, 2012

School District Contact Person: |PAUL LEE
School District Telephone Number: 845 528 8125
Budgeted Proposed Percent
2011-12 Budget 2012-13 Change
(A) B) ©)
Total Proposed Spending |44,896,512 ||45,270,917 | 0'83;/
'0
School Tax Levy Limit! 33,397,779
Permissible Exclusions to the School Tax L.
.en.n1|55| e Exclusions to the School Tax Levy 1714.640
Limit
Proposed School Year Tax Levy
(not including Permissible Exclusions to the 33.194.962

School Tax Levy Limit)?

Proposed School Year Tax Levy

(including Permissible Exclusions to the 34.234.184 234,909,602 1.97

School Tax Levy Limit 1) %

Public School Enroliment [1,792 |[1,797 | 0.280/
'0
Consumer Price Index

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

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

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

Adjusted Restricted Fund Balance [3,121,555 (3,223,800

Assigned Appropriated Fund Balance

Adjusted Unrestricted Fund Balance

Adjusted Unrestricted Fund Balance as a
Percent of the Total Budget

[925,000 |[875,000 |
[1,482,650 |[1,358,038 |
3.30 % 3.00 %



