Office of School Performance



The New School Quality Reports

Middle School of New York (99A999)

Middle School
Quality
Snapshot

The School Quality Snapshot provides a summary

of some key information. For more, please see:
School Quality Guide: | =
Queality Review: 't ol yC OV/OA/Sch pOrts/2013-34/CQualty e
NYC School Survey: 1 /et g v wy_2034_A%9.pdf

Foe more ndormation about this doosment, phease s6e the Famdy Guida to the School Quality Snapshat

2013-2014

NVC:==-

School Quality Guide
2013-2014

School Middle School of New York
DEN: 99A999
Principal Jane Doe

School Type: Middle School
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Overview of School Quality Report

Sections

* Neither report includes an overall rating.

 Instead, they include information about key areas of
school quality:

* Quality Review

Student Progress

Student Achievement

School Environment

College & Career Readiness (high school only)
Closing the Achievement Gap
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e
Overview of the School Quality Snapshot

« Designed specifically for families

NYG:== « Concise, user-friendly summary of

Cruncelsr Carven Fove

Middle School of New York (99A999) SChOO| qua“ty

Mlddle SChOOI * Multiple measures (of school’s
Quqlii’y practices, environment, and

S h i' performance)
na ps o * No overall or section ratings;
To Schoo usty Saphot provies sy Includes comparisons to citywide
St b b i i and district averages
e e * New information about where
students go after leaving the
school

2013-2014
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Snapshot — Quality Review

QUALITY REVIEW

An evaluation of the school by an experienced
educator based on a formal school visit where
the educator observed classrooms and spoke
with parents, students, and school leaders.

This tells us about the school’s potential for
improvement in the future, in contrast to the rest
of the School Quality Snapshot, which focuses on
how the school is doing now.

Most Recent Quality Review:
April 4-5, 2013

Principal at Time of Review:
Jane Doe

How interesting and challenging
is the curriculum?

How effective is the teaching
and learning?

How well does the school assess
what students are learning?

How clearly are high expectations
communicated to students and staff?

How well do teachers work
with each other?

=
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Reports will include only the five indicators
(as displayed in the samples).

For charter schools, there will be links to
reports written by the authorizers

Only Quality Reviews that were conducted
In 2010-11 or later will be included in these
reports.

Schools that have never had a Quality
Review or have not had one since before
2010-11 will include an explanatory note Iin
that section.
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Snapshot — Student Progress

« Shows student improvement on

State math and ELA tests.

How much students at this school are learning each

year. It is determined by comparing each student’s e Based on median adjusted growth

test score in 2014 to the test scores of other .
students with the same test score in 2013 to see pe rce n‘“ Ie .

how much the student has grown academically.
« Compares each student’s 2014 test

Improvement on the State English test performance to other students in

All Students [ | H

Lowest Performing Students I T | the Clty Who Started at the Same
orovement on the State math tes level (i.e. others who scored at the
All Students T same level as the student in 2013).

Lowest Performing Students NN |

« “Lowest performing students”

e Students who scored in the lowest
third in the school (in each grade)
on 2013 State tests.

) Department of
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Snapshot — Student Achievement

« Performance on State math and ELA tests
Student fi the State tests in English
and math; and achievement in high school fter . Percentage of students at Level 3 or 4

leaving this school

« Average score (on 1.0 — 4.5 scale)

32% met State standards on the State English

test; the average score at this school was ° For mlddle SChOOIS, paSS|ng courses |n
2.6 out of 4.5 .
core subjects

City Average: 27% | District Average: 30%

3% Mot State standards on the State math * Next-level readiness for both elementary

test; the average score at this school was

2.5 out of 4.5 and middle schools:

City Average: 29% | District Average: 32% ° The SChOOI,S former 5th graders
passing their 61" grade core courses

« The school’s former 8™ graders
City Average: 89% | District Average: 91% earnlng enough Credlts In 9th grade to
78% of this school’s former 8th graders earn be on traCk for gradua‘“on

enough high school credit in 9th grade to be
on track for high school graduation

93(y is the average pass rate for courses in math,
0 . . . .
English, social studies, and science

City Average: 85% | District Average: 87%

) Department of
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Snapshot — School Environment

. NYC School Survey

What it is like to be at this school. Parent, student, and

teacher satisfaction based on the NYC School Survey. ° Admlnlstered annua”y to a”
parents, all teachers, and students

0/ students feel that their school offers
78%

enc?u_g_h variety of progr.ams, classo.?s and | n g rad eS 6_ 1 2 .

activities to keep them interested in

e - Measures satisfaction with various

City Average: 78% | Borough Average: 81% e|ementS Of SChOOI,S enViron ment
93% o' parents aresatisfed with the education * Snapshot presents responses from

parents, students, and teachers to
specific questions from the survey

City Average: 95% | Borough Average: 96%

of students feel safe in the hallways, .
85% batltlr:orr::s, Ioclkerroor‘r::,a:d"caf:teria ® For mOSt QUEStIOnS, the percent
City Average: 79% | Borough Average: 83% satisfied is the percent that answered

agree or strongly agree to the question

86(y of teachers would recommend this
0
school to parents

City Average:81% | Borough Average: 89%

) Department of
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Snapshot — Closing the Achievement Gap

CLOSING THE ACHIEVEMENT GAP

ow well schools are serving English Language - . -
Eearners, Students with Spe?:ifal ﬁleedl;, aﬁd siudents e R e CO g n I Z eS SC h O O I S fO r S | g n |f| Cant
with low past performance. This is based on progress . . .
ontthe staie :eit: comparing the 2014 test sczreffor g al n S Wlth h | g h e r' n eed StU d e ntS
each student to other students with the same test .
score ihn 2023 toseqle how much each student has ° Eng“Sh Language Learners
growth academically. . . L
 Students with disabilities
Improvement by student group on the State English ]
';:;t}:c')::l:?red to other students who scored at the ° Stu d e ntS Wh O SCO red N th e IOWeSt
English Language Learners [ th I rd CItyWide On State teStS I n 20 13

Students with Special Needs I
Lowest Performing Students [

« Shows movement of students with

Improvement by student group on the State math

';:sr:leclc::;\eplaredto other students who scored at the dlsabllltles to IeSS restrlctlve
English Language Learners I enV|r0nmentS tha.t InCIUde more
A ——— class time with non-disabled peers

Movement of Students with Special Needs
to less restrictive environments BEl 1 [ |
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Overview of the School Quality Guide

M WEII of In this report:
Carmen Favia Charcedor School m”l" 1
School Quality Guide Summary
- - Quality Review e
School Quahty Guide Graphs Walk-Through s
Student Progress 6
20132014 t Acks £=
School E 1
School Middle School of New York losi hievement Gap e
UON: .. (AT itional Information "
Principal Jane Doe Peer Group aols 15
School Type: Middle School Metric Targets for 2014-15 1%
School Overview ‘
Grade 2011-201 012-2013 2013201
© Grade 83 181 18
™ Grage 2 172 74
& Grage 57 1% 18
¥ Stugents 2 &= a8

Student Population Characteristics | an-12 21205 2132014
% English Language Leamaers ™ X %
% Students with =Py 1% % ™
% Stugents with IEPs spending Mes than 20% time with non. » 3\ »
Cleadiec poern
% Fres Lunch Elgidle % =% ™
% Temporary Housing ™ £ 2
Overage ™ % %
Astan » 10% 10%
Black £ o~ LY
Hispanic 0% =% 8%
e ™~ = EY
% Other % (-3 %
Average Incoming ELA Proficiency (based on 4th grade) 27 2% 2%
Average incoming Math Proficlency (Dased on &tn grade) 297 a0t 328

) Department of
Education

Designed primarily for
educators, also publicly
available for anyone who wants
to look deeper

Includes multiple years of data
to show trends over time

No overall rating

Includes a rating for each
section based on meeting
school-specific targets that take
Into account historical
performance of similar schools
and all schools citywide
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School Quality Guide — Targets

* The last page of the School Quality Guide includes realistic and rigorous
targets, customized for each school based on historical peer and city
results.

Example:

_- Values Needed for Each Rating in 2014-15

This
School’s Approaching Exceeding
2013-14 Target Target
Results

Metric Name

Percent of Students

Scoring at Level 3 79 204 64.3% 64.4% to 73.9% to 83.1% or

or 4 on State math <70 or lower 73.8% 83.0% higher
exams

« The targets found in the 2013-14 Guides will be used to determine ratings in both
2013-14 and 2014-15 Guides. The 2014-15 Guides will also include new targets
that will be used to determine ratings for the 2015-16 Guides.

« Because the targets are set in advance, starting with the release of the 2014-15
Guides, schools will not compete for a fixed pool of ratings

) Department of
Education 11




School Quality Guide — Left Side Graphs

For each metric, there are two graphs (one for peers
and one for city) on an absolute scale:
100 100% of range

80 Average value among

similar schools or city
60

40 0% of range

20
This school's result
0
2012

2013 204

* The bars and numbers represent the school’'s own
performance

» The lines represent the performance of the other schools in
the group (peer or city). The middle line is the average and
about 95% of schools fall between the top and bottom lines.

) Department of
Education
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School Quality Guide — Right Side Graphs

For each metric, there are two graphs (one for peers and one for city)
on a relative scale:

Far Above Average —> 100% <—— Exceeding Target

80%
56%

60% 49% «—— Meeting Target
Equal to the Average —> 36%

40% <«—— Approaching Target

20% <—— Not Meeting Target

Far Below Average — g%
2012 2013 204

« This graph shows how the school's score compares to the other schools
in the peer (or city) group

Fine Print: One standard deviation = 25% of this range

) Department of
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Interpreting the Graphs Example

ELA — Percentage of Students at Level 3 or 4

100 100%
80 80%
56%
60 | = 60% 43%
. 36%
40 40%
0 L] - 0%
2012 2013 204 2012 2013  20%
School and Peer Values Percent of Peer Range

Q: These two graphs go in opposite directions: what does that mean?

) Department of
Education 14




Interpreting the Graphs Example

ELA — Percentage of Students at Level 3 or 4

100

80

60

40

20

100%
80%
— 60%
. 40%
] l . 20%
- 0%

202 2013 204

School and Peer Values

56%
49%
3:%/1/'
o«

2012 2013 2

Percent of Peer Range

Q: These two graphs go in opposite directions: what does that mean?

A: This school’s percent proficient in ELA went down over this period,
however because the peer results actually went down more, this school is
now above the peer average instead of below it.

) Department of
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Questions/Feedback?

SchoolPerformance@schools.nyc.gov
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