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Instructional C
ost D

rivers 
0 

Instructional program
: 

O
perational 

literacy curriculum
 and 

C
ost D

rivers 
assessm

ent m
aterials 

C
ontractual 

P
rogram

 O
fferings and 

O
bligations 

S
upports: S

pecial education, 
U

pgrading security 

B
O

C
E

S
 services, and E

LL. 
and entry access 

P
rofessional D

evelopm
ent 

T
ransportation

' 
M

ental H
ealth S

upports 
B

O
C

E
S

 (off-cam
pus 

A
cadem

ic Intervention (A
IS

) - 
P

rogram
s) 

m
aterials and curriculum

 
m

m
 

T
echnology Integration: 

Lam
 

E
xpanding chrom

e book 

access and D
istance Learning 

F
ocus on prim

ary education: 

P
K

-
1



A
ppropriations 

2015/16 
2016/17 

2017/18 
D

ifference 
%

 D
ifference 

G
eneral O

perations and 
$ 

3,239,814 
$ 

3,262,984 
$ 

3,287,745 
$ 

24,761 
0.76%

 
C

entral A
dm

in 

Instruction 
$ 12,104,536 

$ 12,534,228 
$ 13,039,625 

$ 
505,397 

4.03%
 

T
ransportation 

$ 
2,097,100 

$ 
2,161,245 

$ 
2,229,973 

$ 
68,728 

3.18%
 

B
enefits 

$ 
6,441,453 

$ 
6,553,111 

$ 
6,969,469 

$ 
416,358 

6.35%
 

D
ebt S

ervice 
33 

2,121,500 
$ 

2,206,360 
$ 

2,679,068 
$ 

472,708 
21.42%

 

Interfund T
ransfer 

$ 
5,000 

$ 
5,000 

$ 
5,000 

$ 
- 

0.00%
 

T
otal 

$ 26,009,403 
$ 26,722,928 

$ 28,210,880 
$ 

1,487,952 
5.57%
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D
istrict Level 

R
estructuring of buildings and grounds to increase 

$15K
 per year 

E
fficiencies 

ability to m
eet facility and grounds needs. 

R
eduction in overall printing costs due to new

 
$15K

 a year 
copier lease agreem

ent. 
for 5 years 

M
andated C

ost 
C

ost savings stem
m

ing from
 reduction in the 

$60K
 

C
hanges 

T
eacher’s R

etirem
ent R

ate. 

E
xpanding 

A
lternative to sending 

students to outside 
$150K

 per year 
Instructional 

program
s 

P
rogram

s 

T
otal S

avings 
$240K



1.0 F
T

E
 S

pecial E
ducation T

eacher: 
C

reating a life skills program
 to ensure a consistent educational 

experience through high school com
pletion. 

$65K
 (includes 

salary, benefits, and 
retirem

ent costs) 

C
D

O
S

 C
oordinator: 

D
eveloping a C

areer D
evelopm

ent and O
ccupational S

tudies P
athw

ay 
to support the N

Y
S

 C
D

O
S

 C
om

m
encem

ent C
redential 

T
his position w

ill coordinate w
ork based learning experiences through 

school and com
m

unity business partnerships. 

$3-5K
 

M
ental H

ealth S
ervices 

—
 increasing school based counseling support by 

partnering w
ith com

m
unity agencies, ie C

atholic C
harities/F

am
ily 

C
ounseling C

enter 

$15K
 

T
otal R

einvestm
ent 

$90K
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School District Budget Notice 

Capital Component $ 4,002,478 

Budget Adopted Budget Proposed Contingency 
Overall Budget Proposal for the 2016-17 for the 2017-18 Budget for the 2017- 

School Year School Year 18 School Year * 

Total Budgeted Amount, Not Including Separate Propositions $ 26,722,928 $ 28,210,880 $ 28,018,127 

Increase/Decrease for the 2017-18 School Year 
I I I / 

S 1,487,952 $ 1,295,199 

Percentage Increase/Decrease in Proposed Budget 5.57 % 4.85% 

Change in the Consumer Price Index 1.26% 

A. Proposed Levy to Support the Total Budgeted Amount $ 10,116,807 $ 10,309,451 

B. Levy to Support Library Debt, if Applicable $ 28,089 $ 28,198 

C. Levy for Non-Excludable Propositions, if Applicable ** $ 0 $ 0 

D. Total Tax Cap Reserve Amount Used to Reduce Current Year Levy $ 0 $ 0 

E. Total Proposed School Year Tax Levy (A + B + C — D) $ 10,144,896 $ 10,337,649 $ 10,144,896 

F. Total Permissible Exclusions $ 141,717 $ 134,860 

I V V I 

G. School Tax Levy Limit, Excluding Levy for Permissible Exclusions $ 10,068,640 $ 10,254,530 

*342:52:):2:2?szzvsgzruzzx:(:ezg—95x:':ds2 
m 

$ $ 

'- Eel-03‘, $ $ 

Administrative Component $ 1,734,060 $ 1,835,588 $ 1,806,368 

Program Component $ 21,243,635 $ 22,372,814 $ 22,242,814 

$ 3,745,233 $ 3.968.945 

pursuant to Section 2023 of the Education Law. 

" Provide a statement of assumptions made in projecting a contingency budget for the 2017-18 school year, should the proposed budget be defeated 

Description Amount ** List Separate Propositions that are not included in the 
Total Budgeted Amount: (Tax Levy associated with 
educational or transportation services propositions are 
not eligible for exclusion and may affect voter approval 
requirements) 

NOTE: Please submit an electronic version (Word or PDF) of this completed form to: emscmgtsQnysedgov Under the Budget Proposed 
for the 2017-18 School Year 

Estimated Basic STAR Exemption Savings‘ $ 510 

The annual budget vote for the fiscal year 2017-18 by the qualified voters of the Fonda-Fultonville Central School District, Montgomery County, New 
York, will be held at High school in said district on Tuesday, May 16, 2017 between the hours of 12:00 pm and 9:00pm, prevailing time in the Fonda- 
Fultonville Central School, at which time the polls will be opened to vote by voting ballot or machine. 

1. The basic school tax relief (STAR) exemption is authorized by section 425 of the Real Property Tax Law.



These enrollment data are collected as part of NYSED‘s Student Information Repository System (SIRS) These counts are as of ”BEDS Day" which is typically the first Wednesday in 
October. Available are enrollment counts for public and charter school students by various demographics far the 2015 . 16 school year. For nonpublic school enrollment data please 
see the Non-Public School Enrollment and Staff information on our Information and Reporting Services webpage. 

FONDA-FULTONVILLE CSD ENROLLMENT (2015 - 16) 
“'12 E”’°”"‘e“t L335 

ENROLLMENT BY GENDER 

677 51% O O 

658 49% 

ENROLLMENT BY ETHNICITY 

AMERICAN INDIAN ORALASKA NATIVE 

1 5M} 

0% 

BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN

E 

HISPANIC OR LATINO 

3% 
1530 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC ISLANDER 

13 1% 

403 

OTHER GROUPS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ECONOMlCALLY DISADVANTAGED 

12 1 165 1 605 % 2% 45% 

Q “mu—w...“— m 
{In Papas: : as? La! no W: is 
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ENROLLMENT BY GRADE 

PKI‘Ham Ki’Full) isXGrude 2ndGrade SrdGrade 4thGrade Smarada sz'rIGradu UGE 7UxGrada 815‘Grude Serxemde 10th 11m 12m UGS 
Gradc- Grade (313(k) Wm 

3RD GRADE 4TH GRADE 5TH GRADE 6TH GRADE 

9TH GRADE 

112 8% 6% 127 10% 

UNGRADED ELEMENTARY 7TH GRADE 8TH GRADE 

0% 108 8%I 111 8% 

10TH GRADE 11TH GRADE 12TH GRADE 

127 10% ' 6% 97 7% 

@J COPYRIGHTNEWYORKSTATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, ALL RIGHTSRESERVED. 

THISDOCUMENTWASCREATEDONAPRILZS. 2017, 403 PM EST 
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FONDA—FULTONVILLE CSD - SCHOOL REPORT CARD DATA [2015 - 16] 

FONDA—FULTONVILLE CSD ENROLLMENT (2015 - 16) 

ENROLLMENT BY GENDER 

ENROLLMENT BY ETHNICITY 

AMERICAN INDIAN ORALASKA NATIVE 4 0% 

BLACKOR AFRICANAMERICAN 9 1% 

HISPANICOR HMO 
- 

41 3% 

ASIANORNATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC mNDER 13 1% * 
1,246 93% 

22 2% 

OTH ER GROU PS 
ENGLlSH LANGUAGE LEARNERS STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

‘12 1% 165 12% 605 45% 

ENROLLMENT BY GRADE 
GROUP TOTAL PERCENT 

PRE—KlHALF DAY} 36 3% 

}{FULLDAY) as 7% 

15TGRADE 94 7% 

2ND GRADE 

___.__ 
96 7% 

3RDGRADE 112 3% 

4THGRADE 

— 

36 6% 

swamp: 127 10% 

61‘1-‘YRADE 
-*__. d~‘ 

107 5% 

2 0% 

103 8% 

8THGRADE 

__ < V ‘ 
111 8% 

fia?a§£“"mm” ' ‘ ' 
93 7% 

was: ‘”“”Hfi" "WW—""— 
127 10% EEEéEATSF”“"“_—””W‘m‘w'w“ 
as 6% 

12m GRADE 97 79s 

UNGRADEDSECONDARY 1 0% 
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AVERAGE CLASS SIZE (2015 - 16) 
GROUP’ ClASSSIZE 

COMMON BRANCH 22 —W _ -Wfl 
27 

GRADEB MATHEMA’HCS 27 

EESSCIENCE 
‘ 7—— "—' -‘-“~— *'~‘—‘*'—“'—-‘—'—~—- ”WM—W- ———-— _- 

23 EASEsocmfsr’fiEsZ’m"”*_"“M—#_’MW 
29 

GRADE 10 ENGLISH 23 
ems1nWrATnaifiéTw“WWM—M_“MM‘~"_"— 

12 

GRADE IOSCIENCE 22 

as 

FREE AND REDUCED-PRICE LUNCH (2015 - 16) 
ELIGIBLE FOR FREE LUNCH ELIGIBLE FOR REDUCED-PRICE LUNCH 

444 33% 1 14 9% 

ATTENDANCE (2014 - 15) 

STUDENT SUSPENSIONS (2014 — 15) 
37 3% 

STAFF COUNTS (2015 - 16) 
GROUP STAFF 

PR‘NCWALS 3 

ASSI$ANT PRINCIPALS 0 

OTHER FROFMDNALSTAFF 4 

PAWROFESS’DNMS 19 

TEACHER QUALIFICATIONS (2015 - 16) 
TOTAL TEACHERS 101 

PERCENTWITH NO VAl [D TEACHING CERTIFICATE 0?» 

PERCENTTEAC‘HINGOUTOF CERTIFICATE 2": 

PERCENT WITH FEWFRTHAN THREE YEARS OF EXPEWENC E 3‘5 

PEEK ENTAGE WITH MAETI'ERSDEGREEFLUS 30 HOUPSOR DOCTORATE 4a: 

TOTALNUMEEROF CORE CLASSES 213 

FERCEN T NOTTAUOHT BY HIGHLY QUALIFIED TEACHERS IN THIS DISTRICT 218 

TOTAL NUMEEROF CLASSES 405 

PERCENTTAUGHT BVTEACHEP‘S \WTHOUT APPROPRSATE CERTIFICATION 3”. 

20f33



HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETERS (2015 v 16) 
GROUP COMPLETERS (GRADUATES + COMMENCEMENT CREDENTIALS) GRADUATES (REGENTS * LOCAL D IPLOMAS) REGENTS DIPLOMA 

ALL STUDENTS 103 100 95 95% 

GENERALEDUCATION 88 EB 88 100% 

STUDENTS WnH DISABILITIES 15 12 7 53% 

GROUP REGENTS WITH ADVANCED DEslGNATIQN REGENTS WITH CTE ENDOfSEMENT LOCAL DIPLOMAS COMMENCEMENTCREDENTIA‘LS 

ALL STUDENTS 58 58% 19 19% 5 5% 3 3% 

GENERAL EDUCATION 55 66% 15 17% O 0% 0 0% 

STUDENTS WITH D ISAEILITIES 0 0% 4 33% 5 42% 3 20% 

HIGH SCHOOL NON-COMPLETERS (2015 - 16) 
GROUP DROPPED OUT ENTERED APPROVED HIGH SCHOOL EQUIVALENCYPREPARATION TOTAL NGNCOMPLETEI’G 

PROGRAM 

ALL STUDENTS ‘ 15 4% 0 0% 15 4%
I 

GENERAL EDUCATION 
‘ 

10 3% 0 0% 10 3% 

STUDENTSWITH DISABILITIES 5 1096 D 0% 5 10% 

GRADE 3 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 2015—16 grades 3-3 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015—16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates‘ 

60 - Dismal 

45 2016 
44% - Statewde. 

so 
57w » 

2016 

15 6?; 7?: 

1 2 3 4 

MEAN SCORE: 310 
1 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL4 

101 50% 27 27% 24 24% 44 44% 6 6% 

91 55% 18 20% 23 25% 44 48% 6 7% 

10 0% 9 90% 1 10% O 0% O 0% 

101 50% 27 27% 24 24% 44 44% 6 6% M 50 64% 7 14% 11 22% 28 56% 4 8% _ 51 35% 20 39% 13 25% 16 31% 2 4% 

101 50% 27 27% 24 24% 44 44% 6 6% 

46 35% 20 43% 10 22% 15 33% 1 2% 

55 62% 7 13% 14 25% 29 53% 5 9% 

10 1 50% 27 27% 24 24% 44 44% 6 6% 

GRADE 4 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 2015—16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 
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50.0 - District 

37.5 2015 - Statewnde 
25 0 2015 

125 

0‘0 - 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

76 43% 14 18% 29 38% 16 21% 17 22% 

GENERALEDUCAnaN 69 48% 10 14% 26 35% 16 23% 17 25% 

SVUDEN'I’BWHH DISABILmEs 7 0% 4 57% 3 43% o 0% o 0% _ 69 42% 12 17% 25 41% 14 20% 15 22% 

MULTIRACIAL 2 _% _ _ ‘ _ _ - _ _ 

SMAILGROUPTOTAL 7 57% 2 29% 1 14% 2 29% 2 29% 

FEMALE 42 57% 5 12% 13 31% 12 29% 12 29% 

a4 26% 9 26% 16 47% 4 1296 5 15% 

NON‘ENGLW LANGUAGE LEARNERS 75 _% _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

31 16% 11 35% 15 43% 2 6% 3 10% 

45 62% 3 7% 14 31% 14 31% 14 31% 

NOTMIGRANT 76 43% 14 13% 29 38% 16 21% 17 22% 

GRADE 5 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams. the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

50.0 - Mm“ 
375 2015 

25.0 29% 285, 
33"“ - Sailgmde II II III E 0'0 

1 2 
' ' 

3 4 
H 

374
‘ 

MEAN SCORE: 302 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

102 42% 30 29% 29 25% 34 33% 9 9% 

GiNERALEDUCATmN 91 46% 21 23% 28 31% 34 37% a 9% 

stENTswm-IDISABIUTIES 11 9% 9 32% 1 9% o 0% 1 9% '_ 98 -% - - - - - - - - 

102 42% 30 29% 29 22% 34 33% 9 9%. 

FEMME. so 44% 12 24% 16 32% 16 32% a 12% 

52 40% 1a 35% 13 25% 1e 35% a 6% 

45 29% 17 33% 15 33% 11 24% 2 4% 

57 53% 1a 23% 14 25% 23 40% 7 12% 
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GRADE 6 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 201516 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparabie to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

40 - DISUiCl. 

30 ' 201 G - Statewtde; 
20 2016 

10 
1% 

0 . ._ “h , ,. 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

70 29% 26 37% 24 34% 15 21% 5 7% 

61 33% 18 30% 23 38% 15 25% 5 8% 

WWW 67 .96 _ _ w _ _ _ _ _ 

70 29% 26 37% 24 34% 15 21% 5 7% 

32 41% 10 31% 9 28% 9 28% 4 13% 

38 15% 16 42% 15 39% 6 16% 1 3% 

70 29% 26 37% 24 34% 15 21% 5 7% 

29 24% 17 59% 5 17% 7 24% O 0% 

NOTECONOMICALLYDISADVANTAGED 41 32% 9 22% 19 46% 8 20% 5 12% 

70 29% 26 37% 24 34% 15 21% 5 7% 

GRADE 7 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

50.0 - District 

37.5 419. 2016 

33% - Slatewxde 
25-0 

02:»; 
2m 5 

12.5 4% MII‘IIII*_ e 

1 2 3 4 3 »4 

MEAN SCORE: 296 

GROUP TOTALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 

Ausruomrs 82 26% 27 33% a4 41% 1a 22% 3 4% 

GWLEDUCATION 7o 30% 17 24% 32 46% 1a 25% a 4% 

mDENISWITHmSABILmEs 12 0% 1o 53% 2 17% o 0% o 0% 

6 0% 5 33% 1 17% o 0% o 0% 

71 25% 21 30% 32 45% 16 23% 2 3% 

, SMALLGROUPTOTAL 5 60% 1 20% 1 20% 2 40% 1 20% 

4o 30% s 20% 20 50% 9 23% 3 8% 

MALE 42 21% 19 45% 14 33% 9 21% o 0% 
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ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 1 56 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGEO 34 9% 16 47% 15 44% 3 9% o 0% 

NOTECONDWCALLY DISADVANTAGED 48 38% 11 23% 19 40% 15 31% 3 6% 

NOTMIGW 82 26% 27 33% 34 41% 1a 22% a 4% 

GRADE 8 ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams. the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

50.0 - District 

375 4““ 201s I. I. - 00 .. . 

1 2 
37 

., ,_ W“ .A,.._ 

MEAN SCORE: 302 

TO L TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 

7o 37% 13 19% 31 44% 21 30% 5 7% 

62 42% 6 10% 30 46% 21 34% 5 8% 

a 0% 7 m 1 13% o 0% o 0% 

7o 37% 13 19% 31 44% 21 30% 5 7% 

29 41% 1 3% 16 55% a 28% 4 14% 

41 34% 12 29% 15 37% 13 32% 1 2% 

7o 37% 13 19% 31 44% 21 30% 5 7% 

so 27% 9 30% 1a 43% 7 23% 1 3% 

4o 45% 4 10% 1a 45% 14 35% 4 10% 

GRADE 3 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3—8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

50.0 - Dvslnct 

37.5 2016 

32% - Statemde 
25.0 25% em 2015 I. I n- 00 A , , . . / . . , 

1 2 3 4 

MEAN SCORE: 304 

GROUP 
I 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL2 LEVEL3 LEVEL4 

ALLSI‘UDEN‘IE 
I I I 

97 42% 25 26% 31 32% 26 27% 15 15% 
' 

GENERALEOUCATION as 45% 1a 20% 30 34% 25 23% 15 17% 

srubsmswn'u DISABILITIES 9 11% 7 78% 1 11% 1 11% o 0% 

MANOR NATNE HAWAIIAN/omnmcmc. 1 

WWW: on LATINO 2 

wm’a 94

I I l I I I I I 1 
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97 42% 25 26% 31 32% 26 27% 15 15% 

48 50% 9 19% 15 31% 16 33% 8 17% _ 49 35% 16 33% 16 33% 10 20% 7 14% 

97 42% 25 26% 31 32% 26 27% 15 15% 

42 24% 17 40% 15 36% 7 17% 3 7% 

NOTECQMOMICALLY DISADVAM'AGED 55 56% B 15% 1e 29% 19 35% 12 22% 

NOTMIGRANT 97 42% 25 26% a1 32% 26 27% 15 15% 

GRADE 4 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015—16 grades 38 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015—16 are not directly comparable to the 2015~16 proficiency rates. 

60 - DiSQHCI 

45 2016 - S‘awwidg 
30 2015 a." 

0 ,_A ”,7.“ V , 

1 Z 3 

MEAN SCORE: 311 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL2 LEVELS 

77 52% 16 21% 21 27% 23 30% 17 22% 

70 57% 10 14% 20 29% 23 33% 17 24% 

7 0% a m 1 14% o 0% o 0% 

7O 51% 13 19% 21 30% 20 29% 16 23% 

2 _% _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

7 57% 3 43% 0 0% 3 43% 1 14% 

41 54% 7 17% 12 29% 13 32% 9 22% 

36 50% 9 25% 9 25% 10 28% 8 22% 

31 29% 12 m m 32% 9 29% o 0% 

46 67% 4 9% 1 1 24% 14 30% 17 37% 

NDTM'GRANT 77 52% 16 21% 21 27% 23 30% 17 22% 

GRADE 5 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015—16 are not directly comparable to the 2015.16 proficiency rates‘ 

60 - DISNiCL 

45 ems 

30 
- :ga‘tgwnde 

1s I I i- 1 3% 

MEAN SCORE: 314 

GROUP 
7 

TOTALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVELl LEVEL2 LEVEL3 LEVEL4 

Ausmoams 
V I 

95 45% 16 17% 36 38% 31 33% 12 13% 

GENERALEDUCATION 52 50% 9 11% 32 39% so 37% 11 13% 
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sruDENTSWITHDISABlUTlEs 13 15% 7 54% 4 31% 1 8% 1 8% 

ASMNOR NATWE MWMIAN/OWER PACIFIC“. 1 _% _ _ _ _ , _ _ _ 

HISPANIC OR “TING 1 _% _ < , _ _ _ _ _ 

WHITE 92 _% _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

MULTIMCIAL 1 _% _ _ _ a - _ _ _ 

SMALLGROUP TOTAL 95 45% 16 17% 36 38% 31 33% 12 13% ”’ 
47 45% 6 13% 20 43% 16 34% 5 11% 

48 46% 10 21% 16 33% 15 31% 7 15% 

39 28% 11 23% 17 44% 9 23% 2 5% 

56 57% 5 9% 19 34% 22 39% 10 18% 

GRADE 6 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3~B ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from exams prior to 201546 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

60 - DtStIlCIi 

45 2015 - Statewvda 
30 2016 

15 m- i- -— n- 0 .V A 

1 

,. 

2 
,. .V . .. 

3 

. ,m, V, M 

4 
..... . , . .. 

M EAN SCORE: 310 

TO ALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL2 LEVEL3 

75 39% B 11% 38 51% 15 20% 14 19% 

GENERALEDUCAT‘ON 66 44% 3 5% 34 52% 15 23% 14 21% 

STUDENTSWITH DMBILmEs 9 0% 5 56% 4 44% O 0% 0 0% 

SMALLGRWPTOVAL 75 39% 8 11% 38 51% 15 20% 14 19% 

FEMALE 36 42% 2 6% 19 53% 8 22% 7 19% 

39 36% 6 15% 19 49% 7 18% 7 18% 

NON‘ENGUSH LANGUAGELEARNERS 75 39% B 11% 38 51% 15 20% 14 19% 

ECONOMICALLY D'WVANTKGED 3 1 35% 6 19% 14 45% 6 19% 5 16% 

NO’XEONOM'CALLYDISADVANTAGED 44 41% 2 5% 24 55% 9 20% 9 20% 

75 39% B 11% 38 51% 15 20% 14 19% 

GRADE 7 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015-16 grades 3—8 ELA and math exams. the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

Mean scores and data in the table for grade 7 math include only those for grade 7 students who took the Grade 7 New York State Testing Program Assessment (NYSI’P) in Mathematics. 
For 2015 and forward, data in the bar charts include those for grade 7 students who took the Grade 7 NYSTP in Mathematics and grade 7 students who took a Regents math test in lieu 

of the NYSTP. For 2014 and earlier, data in the bar charts inctude onlythose for grade 7 students who took the Grade 7 NYSTP. 
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60 - Dismct 

45 

, 

MEAN SCORE: 314 ’4 

~ 
201s - Statewxde' 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL2 LEVEL3 LEVEL4 

1 n a A a gun m a v Hknun 

73 45% 14 19% 26 36% 21 29% 12 16% 

64 52% 8 13% 23 36% 21 33% 12 19% 

62 48% 11 18% 21 34% 18 29% 12 19% 

S 60% O 0% 2 40% 3 60% 0 0% _ 37 46% 7 19% 13 35% u 30% .5 16% _ 36 44% 7 19% 18 36% 10 28% 6 17% 

30 20% 11 37% 13 43% 3 10% 3 10% 

43 63% 3 7% 13 30% 18 42% 9 21% 

73 45% 14 19% 26 36% 21 29% 12 16% 

GRADE 8 MATHEMATICS 
Due to changes in the 2015—16 grades 3-8 ELA and math exams. the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015-16 proficiency rates. 

Mean scores and data in the table for grade 8 math include only those for grade 8 students who took the Grade B New York State Testing Program Assessment (NYSTP) in Mathematics 
For 2015 and forward. data in the bar charts include those for grade 8 students who tookthe Grade 8 NYSTP in Mathematics and grade 8 students who took a Regents math test in lieu 
of the NYSI’P. For 2014 and earlier. data in the bar charts include only those for grade 8 students who took the Grade 8 NYSI'P. 

50.0 - Dlsmct 

37 5 2015 - Statewuie‘ 
25.0 2016 

12 5 
MIA N/A NCA - N/‘A N/A 

00 _ WM”. v, 7,7. “W“. W A W,“ M , ,, .. .. ..- . 7‘ r. ,. A 4, W ., 7 “w. _ ,. A. , 4H. 4 , 
1 2 3 4 & above 3 & above 

MEAN SCORE: 309 

GROUP TOTALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL2 LEVELS LEVEL4 

ALLSTUDENTS 55 42% 15 27% 17 31% 14 25% 9 16% 

GENfiRALEDUCATION 52 .56 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - 

STUDENTSWWDISABILWES 3 _% _ _ _ _ _ ‘ _ _ 

SMALLGROUP TOTAL 55 42% 15 27% 17 31% 14 25% 9 16% 

NON'ENGIJSH LANGUAGELEARNERS 55 42% 15 27% 17 31% 14 25% 9 16% 

ECONCWCALLYDISADVANTAGED 20 30% 7 35% 7 35% 3 15% 3 15% 

NOT ECONOM’CAUN DISADVANTAGED 35 49% 8 23% 10 29% 11 31% 6 17% 

GRADE 8 STUDENTS TAKINGA REGENTS MATH TEST 

Accelerated grade 8 students who took a Regents math test in lieu of the Grade 8 NYSTP in Mathematics. 
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GROUP 
; 

TOTAL TESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 4 & ABOVE 3 & ABOVE 
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GRADE 4SC|ENCE 
Due to changes in the 2015—16 grades 3—8 ELA and math exams. the proficiency rates from exams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 201546 proficiency rates. 

100 - s ttrict 
75 2015 - Statewide: 
50 201 s

3 1 : 

MEAN SCORE: 87 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL4 

ASVANOR NJmVE HAWAMN/OTHER mam”. 2 as 

Bucxomrmmmsmcm 1 _% 

HISPANICOR LATINO 2 _% - ._ _ _ _ - _ _ 

73 96% O 0% 3 4% 19 26% 51 70% 

MULTIRACIAL 2 % . 

SMALLGROUP TOTAL 7 100% o 0% o 0% 1 14% 6 86% 

43 95% O 0% 2 5% 12 28% 29 67% 

NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 79 _% _ _ _ _ - a _ 

ENGUSH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 1 ._.% 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 33 91%

I I l I I 9 I x 

D 0% 3 9% 15 45% 15 45% 

NOTECONOMK'ALLV DISADVANTAGED 47 100% O 0% 0 0% 5 11% 42 89% 

NOTMIGRANT 80 96% 0 0% 3 4% 20 25% 57 71% 
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GRADE 8 SCIENCE 
Due to changes in the 2015~16 grades 3—8 ELA and math exams, the proficiency rates from aams prior to 2015-16 are not directly comparable to the 2015—16 proficiency rates. 

Data in the bar charts include those for grade 8 students who took the New York State Grade 8 ScienceTest and grade 8 students who took a Regents science test in lieu of this test. 

Mean scores and data in the table for grade 8 science include only those for grade 8 students who took the New York State Grade 8 Science Test 

100 - D‘sluct 

75 2016 - Statewvde 
50 201B 

0,: 
; 

‘ 
5% 

h V 

1 2 3 4 3 4 

MEAN SCORE: 81 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 

61 95% o 0% 3 5% 31 51% 27 44% 

61 95% o 0% 3 5% 31 27 m 
23 96% o 0% 1 4% 1a 64% 9 32% 

33 94% o 0% 2 6% 13 39% 1a 55% 

61 95% o 0% a 5% :41 51% 27 44% 

ECONOWCNLVOWVANTAGED 19 100% o 0% o 0% 13 68% 6 32% 

Norzcommauvmswvmmsn 42 93% o 0% 3 7% 1s 43% 21 50% 

MIGRANT 1 as

8 n a! I I l I I I l I upmucm 

STATEWIDE RESULTS ON THE NATIONAL ASSESSMENT OF EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS: NAEP (2014 — 15) 

GRADE: 4 
READI N G 

GROUP BELOW BASIC BASIC PROFICIENT ADVANCED PARTICIPATION RATE 

MATH E MAT I C S 

GROUP BELOW BASIC BASIC PROFICIENT ADVANCED PARTICIPATION RATE 
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12% 31% 42% 15% 

m 51% m 1% 

12% 41% 40% 7% 

49% 39% 10% 2% 98 

56% 35% 9% '96 91 

29% 48% 2196 2% 

GRADE: 8 

READI NG 

GROUP BELOW BASIC BASIC PROFICIENT ADVANCED 

42% 41% 1% 

18% 39% m 5% 

59% 33% 8% ’96 98 

78% 19% 3% '96 89 

36% 42% 21% 1% 

MATH E MATI CS 

GROUP BELOW BASIC BASIC PROFICIENT ADVANCED 

31% 38% 24% 7% 

18% m m 
48% 37% 13% 2% 

41% 40% 16% 3% 

20% 40% 31% 9% 

64% 27% 8% 1% 99 

72% 21% 6% 1% 94 

40% 39% 17% 4% 
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TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL ENGLISH LANGUAGE 
ARTS AFTER FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION 

100 - Dusmct 

75 2012 
Cohon 

50 - Slatevnde 

0 .. mmmmmmm .__,..._.,. _W__L_.WL,.,._— . .7 V, V M, 
1 2 3 4 

GROUP 
‘ 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL3 

108 90% 1 1% 2 2% 24 22% 73 68% 

91 96% o 0% 1 1% 16 18% 71 78% 

17 59% 1 6% 1 6% a 47% 2 12% _ 99 92% 1 2 2% 23 23% as 

9 67% 0 0% O 0% 1 11% 5 56% M 53 94% O 0% 1 2% 11 21% 39 74% _ 55 85% 1 2% 1 2% 13 24% 34 62% 

52 87% 1 2% 1 2% 17 33% 28 54% 

56 93% 0 0% 1 2% 7 13% 45 80% 

TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL MATHEMATICS AFTER 
FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION 

100 - Dismcx 

75 2012 
Cuhan 

50 
48% - :éitgwlde 

25 
15:, 3% 2% 53:, - Cohan 

0 V - - WW~L.....~———L,-,— _ A .. MW < . < ,, , , _ , ,, . 

2 a 41 

TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL2 LEVELS 

108 91% 1 1% 2 2% 46 43% 52 48% 

91 97% D 0% 0 0% 36 40% 52 57% 

17 59% 1 6% 2 12% 10 59% O 0% _ 99 93% 1 1% 2 2% 43 43% 49 49% 

9 67% 0 0% 0 0% 3 33% 3 33% _ 53 96% O 0% 0 0% 26 49% 25 47% _ 55 85% 1 2% 2 4% 20 36% 27 49% 
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mufiufléwéémww 1 as 

ECONOWWYDISADVANTAGED 52 87% 1 2% 2 4% 26 50% 19 37% 

NOTECONOM’ICALLY DMDNANTAGED 56 95% o 0% o 0% 20 36% 33 59% 

MIGRANT 2 % 

NOTMIGRAM 
‘ 

106 % 

TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL GLOBAL HISTORY AND 
GEOGRAPHY AFTER FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION 

100 - Dvslncl‘ 

75 2012 
Cohen 

50 56% - Statemda 

as n- I- am 
1 2 a 4 3—4 

GROUP TOTALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL2 LEVELS 

105 88% 3 3% 2 2% 34 31% 61 56% 

91 95% 0 0% 1 1% 26 29% 60 66% 

17 53% a 1 6% a 47% 1 6% _ 99 90% 3 3% 2 2% 32 32% 57 58% 

9 67% 0 0% o 0% 2 22% 4 44% _ 53 96% o 0% 0 0% 19 36% 32 60% _ 55 80% a 5% 2 4% 15 27% 29 53% 

52 83% 2 4% 2 4% 21 40% 22 42% 

56 93% 1 2% o 0% 13 23% 39 70% 

TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL U.S. HISTORY AND 
GOVERNMENT AFTER FOUR YEARS OF INSTRUCTION 

100 - Dlsmct 

75 2012 

66% Canon 
50 - Statemde. 

2012 

1 2 3 4 3.4 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED PROFICIENT LEVEL 1 LEVEL2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL4 

ALI-STUDENTS 

I V I 

108 88% 2 2% 2 2% 24 22% 71 66% 

GENERALEDUCATION 91 95% 0 0% 1 1% 18 20% 68 75% 

STUDENTSWWH DBABXLmFs 17 53% 2 12% 1 6% 6 35% a 18% 

ASIAN ORNATWE mwmmwomaa name. 1 , _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

BLACKORAFRICAflAMERICAN 2 _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ 

HISPANICORLATINO 5 _ _ _. _ _ - _ w 

WHITE , V V , 99 89% 2 2% 2 2% 22 22% 66 67% 
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SMALLGROUPTOTAL 

FEMAtE 

NDN~ENGUSH LANGUAGE LEARNERSM 
53 

55 

107 

52 

56 

106 

78% 

94% 

82%

% 

81% 

95% 

,% 

0 0% 

O 0% 

2 4% 

2 4% 

O 0% 

0% 

2% 

2% 

4% 

0% 

22% 

25% 

20% 

31% 

14% 

37 

34 

26 

45 

56% 

70% 

62% 

50% 

80% 

TOTAL COHORT RESULTS IN SECONDARY-LEVEL SCIENCE AFTER FOUR 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

SWDENT'SWI‘fl-I DISABILITIES 

ASMN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/0W5! PACIFIC... 

DE 
NON-ENGW LANGUAGE: LEARNERS 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DMDVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISAQVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

108 

91 

17 

53 

55 

107 

52 

56 

106 

1 

TOTAL TESTED 

YEARS OF INSTRUCTION 

PROFICIENT LEVELl 

91% 1 1% 

97% o 0% 

59% 1 6% 

.96 _ _ 

‘96 - - 

.98 _ _ 

93% 1 1% 

.95 _ _ 

67% 0 0% 

96% o 0% 

85% 1 2% 

.96 _ _ 

_% _ _ 

88% 1 2% 

93% o 0% 

.96 -

% 

LEVEL 2 

3% 

0% 

18% 

3% 

0% 

0% 

5% 

4% 

2% 

- District 
2012 
Cohort - Statewnje, 
2012 
Cohen 

LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 

41 

32

9 

38% 

35% 

53% 

39% 

22% 

42% 

35% 

48% 

29% 

57 

56

1 

53

4 

29 

28 

21 

36 

53% 

62% 

64% 

Regents Examination Results (2015 - 16) 

COMPREHENSIVE ENGLISH 

REGENTS COMPREHENSIVE ENGLISH 

TOTAL TESTED 

AILSNDENTS 26 26 100% 22 85% 11 42% 

GENERALEDUCATION 23 

STUDENTSWITH DISABILH’IES 3 

HISPANICOR [ATNO 1 

WHITE 25l mu. GROUP TOTAL 26 25 100% 22 85% 11 42% 
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FEMALE 10 10 100% 9 90% 6 60% 

NDNVENGW LANGUAGE LEARNERS 26 26 100% 22 85 % 1 1 42% 

£CONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 
' 

14 14 100% 1 1 79% 4 29% 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 12 12 100% 11 92% 7 58% 

NOT MIGRANT 26 26 100% 22 85% 11 42% 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS (COMMON CORE) 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS (COMMON CORE) 

TESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL4 LEVEL 5 

ALLSTUDENTS 
I 

102 3 3% 2 2% 34 33% 17 17% 46 45% 

MLEWCATION 85 1 1% 1 1% 23 26% 17 19% 46 52% 

SNDENTSWH‘H DISABILmES 14 2 14% 1 7% 11 79% 0 0% O 0% 

AMERICAN iNDlAN ORALASKA NATWE 1 

BLACKORAFRICANAMERICAN 2 - _ ‘ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

HISPANICOR LATINO 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

95 2 2% 2 2% 34 36% 17 18% 40 42% 

1 _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ 

7 1 14% O 0% O 0% O 0% 6 86% 

FEMALE 43 1 2% 0 0% 14 33% 5 12% 23 53% 

59 2 3% 2 3% 20 34% 12 20% 23 39% 

102 3 3% 2 2% 34 33% 17 17% 46 45% 

47 2 4% 1 2% 20 43% 11 23% 13 28% 

55 1 2% 1 2% 14 25% 6 11% 33 60% 

NOTMIGRANT 102 3 3% 2 2% 34 33% 17 17% 46 45% 
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ALLSI'UDENTS 

STUDENTSWITH DisABILITIES

3 
WALLGROUP YOTAL 

NON-ENGW LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY UtSADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

GROUP 

ALL STUDENTS 

GENEML EDUCATION 

HISPANICOR LATINO 

WHlTE 

SMAB. GROUP YOTAL 

éilllll 
NON-£NGUSH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMWAHY DISA {WW AGED 

MIGRANT 

NOT MIGMNT 

INTEGRATED ALGEBRA 

ALGEBRA 2/TRIGONOMETRY 

REGENTS ALGEBRAZ/TRIGONOMETRY 

; 
TOTAL TESTED 

84% 

84% 

84% 

B 5% 

83% 

84% 

85% 

84% 

O- 

\l

I 

#me-l 
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ALGEBRA I (COMMON CORE) 

ALGEBRAI (COMMON CORE) 

TOTAL TESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 
I 

LEVEL 5 

MIGRANT 1 

NOT‘MIGRANT 101 

102 9 9% 4 4% 38 37% 25 25% 26 25% 

81 3 4% 0 0% 29 36% 23 28% 26 32% 

21 6 29% 4 19% 9 43% 2 10% 0 0% 

SMALLGROUP TGTAL 102 9 9% 4 4% 38 37% 25 25% 26 25% 

45 4 9% O 0% 18 40% 10 22% 13 29% 

57 5 9% 4 7% 20 35% 15 26% 13 23% 

102 9 9% 4 4% 38 37% 25 25% 26 25% 

51 7 14% 1 2% 26 51% 12 24% 5 10% 

51 2 4% 3 6% 12 24% 13 25% 21 41%—— 
GEOMETRY (COMMON CORE) 

GEOMETRY (COMMON CORE) 

1 

TOTAL TESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL4 

86 2 2% 1 1 13% 5 5 64% 10 12% 8 9% 

81 2 2% 9 11% 52 64% 10 12% B 10% 

STUDENTSWiTH DISABILITIES 5 0 0% 2 40% 3 60% O 0% 0 0% 

BMWORAFMCANAMER'CAN 2 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

86 2 2% 11 13% 55 64% 10 12% 8 9% M 5 1 2 4% 7 14% 30 59% 5 10% 7 14% _ 35 0 0% 4 1 1% 25 71% 5 14% 1 3% 

86 2 2% 11 13% 55 64% 10 12% 8 9% 

33 1 3% 6 13% 2 1 64% 2 6% 3 9% 

53 1 2% 5 9% a4 64% a 15% 5 9% 

86 2 2% 11 13% 55 64% 10 12% B 9% 
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ALGEBRA II (COMMON CORE) 

VALVGEBR'AII (COMMON CORE) 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL 4 LEVEL 5 

MLSTUDENTS 36 0 0% 1 3% 3 8% 18 50% 14 39% 

GENERAL EE‘JMTION 36 0 0% 1 3% 3 8% 18 50% 14 39% 

SMALL GROUP TOTAL 36 0 0% 1 3% 3 8% 18 50% 14 39% 

MALE 2 1 0 0% 1 5% 2 10% 9 43% 9 43% 

36 o 0% 1 3% 3 3% m 50% 14 m 
m o 0% 1 10% 1 m 6 m 2 m 
26 0 0% 0 0% Z 8% 12 46% 12 46% 

36 O 0% 1 3% 3 8% 18 50% 14 39% 

GLOBAL HISTORY AND GEOGRAPHY 

REGENTS GLOBAL HISTORY AND GEOGRAPHY
I 

T AL TESTED 

ALLsmnENfs 153 143 93% 137 90% 62 41% 

GENERALEDUCAWON 130 123 95% 119 92% 62 48% 

moamwnuommmss 23 20 87% 18 78% o 0% 

8M6KORAFRICANAMEMCAN 1 _ _ _ , _ _ 

HISPANIC ORLATINO a _ , _ _ _ . 

145 138 93% 132 39% 60 41% 

MULTIKACML 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ 

MLLGRDUP 101M 5 5 100% s 100% 2 40% 

77 74 96% 73 95% 31 40% 

76 69 91% 64 84% 31 41% 

NON-ENGLKSH MNGUAGE mums 151 _ - _ _ _ 

MUS-9 LANGUAGE LEARNERS 2 , _ _ - - 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 83 76 92% 72 87% 23 28% 

NOTECONOMICALLYDISADVANTAGED 7o 67 96% as 93% 39 56% 

MIGRANT 2 _ _ _ _ _ _ 

NOTMIGW 151 
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GROUP 

ALLSTUDENIS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDENTSWWH DISABIIJTIES 

AMERICAN INDIAN ORALASKA NATIVE 

BLACKOR AFRICAN AMERICAN 

HISPRNIC OR lATINO 

MULTIRACIAL 

SMALLGRCMP TOTAL 

NOMENGUSH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NDT ECONO MICALLY UISADVANTAGED 

MOT MIGRANT 

ALLSIUDEN‘ES 

GENERAL EDUCAYION 

SWDEN'I’SWITH DISABILITIES 

BLACKORAFRICANAMERKAN 

ga 
SMALL GROUP 301M. 

FEMALE 

NON'ENGIJSH MNGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT MIGRANT 

Illliillillllll 

U.S. HISTORY & GOVERNMENT 

REGENTS U.S, HISTORY & GOVERNMENT 

TOTAL TESTED 

LIVING ENVIRONMENT 

100% 

99% 

100% 

100% 

98% 

99% 

100% 

99% 

REGENTS LIVING ENVIRONMENT 

TOTAL TESTED 55 

100% 

99% 

98% 

100% 

99% 

65 

95% 

96% 

91% 

98% 

99% 

87% 

97% 

98% 

98% 

71% 

83% 

74% 

69% 

72% 

5 1% 

88% 

72% 

46% 

13% 

42% 

36% 

50% 

42% 

32% 

53% 

42% 
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GROUP 

ALLSTUDENTS 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

STUDEMSWtW DIWILITIES 

ASIAN OR NATWE HAWAI’AWOTHER PACIFQC... 

HlSPANK. OR LATINO 

WHITE 

MULTIRACML 

SMALLGROUP TOTAL 

FEMALE 

NOMENGUSH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ENGUSH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONOWCALLY DISADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMWY DISADVANTAGED 

MIGRANT 

.- 

NOTM‘GRANT 

Aumms 
GENERALEDUCAWON 

mnzmwsm DEARFFE 

AMEMCANINDIAN ORALASKANATWE 

auwonmummmuu 
HISPANIC OR LATWO 

SMALL GROUP TOTAL 

NONENGUSH IANGUAGE LEARNERS 

ECONDWCALLV DEADVANTAGED 

NOT ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

PHYSICAL SETTING/EARTH SCIENCE 

REGENTS PHYSICAL SETTING/EARTH SCIVENC‘E 

TOTAL TESTED 

132 

112 

130 

55 

77% 

82% 

50% 

79% 

43% 

81% 

74% 

70% 

86% 

PHYSICAL SETTING/CHEMISTRY 

REGENTS PHYSICAL SETTING/CHEMISTRY 

TOTAL TESTED 55 

97% 

65 

58% 

63% 

25% 

58% 

43% 

57% 

58% 

46% 

70% 

89% 

25% 

24% 

0% 

31% 

24% 
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PHYSICAL SETTING/PHYSICS 

REGENTS PHYSICAL SETTING/PHYSICS 

GROUP TOTAL TESTED 55 65 85 

18 18 100% 18 100% 11 61% 

18 18 100% 18 100% 11 61% 

18 18 100% 18 100% 11 61% _ 13 13 100% 13 100% B 62% 

18 m 100% 18 100% u m M 18 1a 100% m 100% 11 

NEW YORK STATE ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT (NYSAA) RESU LTS (2015 - 16) 

TOTALTESTED PROFICIENT LEVELl LEVEL2 LEVEL3 

$CON§MY¢EYELSOCMLSTUDIE§ 1 56I I I I I 

NEWYORK STATE ENGLISH ASA SECOND LANGUAGE ACHIEVEMENT TEST (NYSESLAT) RESULTS (2015 - 16) 

KIN DERGARTEN 
\' 

? TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSlTlONING EXPANDING COMMANDING 

Mumpsm 
'

1 

GWWEDUMWON
>

H 

I 

TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING COMMANDlNG 

MWDEN‘I‘S a 

ammgmmm 3 

GROUP TOTALTESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING COMMANDING 

mmoems 1 

mnmwmnmmms 1 
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GRADE 5 

TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGING TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

TOTAL TESTED ENTERING EMERGlNG TRANSITIONING EXPANDING 

ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE—LEVEL ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: NO 
GROUP MADE AYP TESTED 95% STUDENTS PERCENTOF Pl>= EAMOORSAFE YESTPD STUDENTS , SAFE HARBOR 

ENROLlED DURING ENROLLED HARBORTARGET ENROUED ON BEDS TARGET 
THE TEST STUDENTSWIFH DAY 

ADMDNISTRATSON VALID Tngfii'DI-IES 
PERIOD 

NO NO 1.303‘ 7396' YES 495 113 99 99 

WORMWEMWAMWWPACWKL —~ — 3 — —- a — _ NO NO 1.229’ 73%' YES 463 114 114 111 

NO NO 187' 66%“ NO 641' 361 61 51 

”MUEDWGLISI-W‘ROFIGW — — 3 —-— _ 3 _ 

mummmmvmmm 
. 

N0 N0 567‘ 7196‘ YES 210 as as 82 

RESULTS FOR THE FOLLOWING GROUPS ARE NOT USED TO 
DETERMINE AYP. 

GROUP 
3 

STUDENTSENRQLLED DURINGTHETEST PERCENTOv- ENROUEDSTUDENTSWIIH TESTEDSTUDENTSENRD‘LEDON BEOSDAY 
ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VAL ID TESTSCORE‘; 

NOTWCAN INDIAN DRAM NATWE 1,300‘ 73%' 495 113 

mmmmoauamm‘mcm . 1295* 7396’ 491 113 

' mvmnmmmmwwmmmmpm‘ 1,287‘ 73%‘ 437 113 

GWEDUCATION 1,116“ 7496‘ 438 124 
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-There were fewer than 40 students enrolled during the test administration period, so the Percent of Enrolled Studentswith Valid Test Scores data are suppressed OR there were fewer than 30 tested students enrolled 
on BEDSdayand during thetest administration period, so the PI, EAMO, and Safe HarborTargetdata are supprased. 
‘The percentage of students tested In the currentyear fell below 95 percent. so the numbers of enro lied and tested students In the currentyear and prevlous year were combined to pruvlde the schnal/dish’ictwlth 
another opporhmitytn meet the participation rate criterion. 
1‘ Includes former students with disabilities because the number of students with disabilities in the currentyear ls equal to or greater than 30. 

ELEMENTARY/MlDDLE-LEVEL MATHEMATICS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: NO 
MADEAVP 1ESTED9596 STUDENTS PERCENTOF Pl>= EAMOORSAFE TESTED SEUDENTS 

ENROLLED DURING ENROllED HARBORTARGET ENROUED ON BEDS 

THETEST STUDENTSWITH DAY 

SAFE HARBOR 

TARGET 

ADMiN ISTRATION VALID TE 51’ SCORES 

PERIUD 

NO NO 1,301' 6856‘ YES 475 126 96 96 

NO NO 1227' 6596' YES 446 127 110 110 

NO NO 187‘ 5996' NO 591' 541' 61 61 

NO NO 565‘ 62%‘ YES 193 96 83 83 

RESULTS FOR THE FOLLOWING GROUPS ARE NOT USED TO 
DETERMINE AYP. 

STUDENTS ENROLLED DURINGTHE TEST PERCENTCF ENROLLED STUDENTSWITH TESTED STUDENTS ENROLLED 0N BEDS DAY ‘ 

ADMINISTRATION PERIOD VA‘LID TEST SC URES 

‘NOTAMERICANXWIANORWNATWE 1.298' 6856' 475 126 

NOTELAmakaCANAMEmCAN 1.293’ 6896‘ 472 126 

NUTHSSPAMCORMTINO 1,270‘ 6896‘ 462 127 

NOTMANOR MWEHAWNIAWNERPAC.“ 1,285‘ 6896‘ 467 125 

NWWHITE 38 — 29 — 

NDTMUL‘I‘IRACIAL 1.285‘ 6896‘ 470 126 

GENERAL EDUCAWQN 1.114‘ 7096‘ 423 136 

ENGLISH PRoFtCtENT 1,295‘ 6896‘ 472 126 

NOTECONOMICALLYNSADVANTAGED 736‘ 7396‘ 282 146 

686‘ 6796‘ 243 121 

615‘ 7096‘ 232 131 

2 .. 2 __ 

1,298‘ 6896’ 473 126 

—-There were fewer than 40 students enrolled during thetestadmlnistratlon period, so the Percentnf Enrolled Students with Valid TestScoresdam are supprased OR there were fewer than 30 tested students enrolled 
on BEDS day and durindg the testadministration period. so the Pl, EAMO. and Safe Harbor Targetdata are suppressed. 
‘The percentage of stu em: tested in the currentyear fell below 95 percent so the numbers ofenrolled and tested students in the current year and previous year were combined to provide the school/dlstrict with 
anotheropporhmityto meet fileparflci aflon rate criterlnn. 
1‘ Includa formersmdents with disabilities because the number ofstudenfswith dlsabllities In the currentyearisequa| to orgreater than 30. 
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ELEMENTARY/MlDDLE-LEVEL SCIENCE RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: NO 
GROUP MADEAYP YESTED 80% STUDENTS PERCENTOF PIm EAMDCR TESTEDSTUDENTS 

ENROLLED DUR|NG ENROlLED PROGRESSTARGET ENROLLED ON BEDS 

THE TEST STUDENTSWITH DAY 

PRDGRE SS TARGET 

ADMlNISTRATlON VALID TESY SCORES 

pERlflD 

NO NO 415‘ 7196‘ YES 141 196 178 178 

NO NO 395' 7196‘ YES 131 195 185 185 

EQONOMCALLYDWVANTAW No No 173‘ 6296‘ YES 51 194 167 167 

RESULTS FOR THE FOLLOWING GROUPS ARE NOT USED TO 
DETERMINE AYP. 

i STUDENTSENROUED DURINGTHE TEST PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS WWH TE‘ETED STUDENTS ENROLLED 0N BEDS DAV 
L 

ADMINISIRATIGN PERIOD VALID TESTSCORES 

Mimicmmnmu onmmmws 415- 7196‘ 141 m 

215‘ 70%’ 70 196 

200‘ 7396‘ 71 196 

1 —- 1 .. 
413' 7196' 140 196 

-—There were fewer than 40 students-enrolled during the test administration period, so the Percent of En rolled Students with Valid Test Scores data are supprased OR there were fewer than 30 tested studentsenrclled 
on BEDSday and during the testadmlnlsh’an'on period. so the Pl, EAMO, and Progress Target data are suppressed. 
'The percentage of students tested in thecu rrentyear fell below 80 percent, so the numbers of en rolled and tated studens in the currentyear and previous year were combined to providethe schoonistrict with 
another opportu nity to meet the participation rate criterion. 

SECONDARY-LEVEL ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: YES 
GROUP MADE AYP TESTED 95% 12TH GRADES PERCENTOF i2TH Pl >x FAMO OR SAFE 2012 

GRADERSWITH HARBORTARGET ACFOUNTABILUY 
VALID TEST SCORE St (.OHORT MEMBERS 

SAFE HARBOR 

TARGET 

ALLSNDEM‘S 
V 

' 

YES YES 101 100% YES 101 176 164 164 

. AMERICANINDIANORALAHAMWE — — o — _ o _ _ .. 
{mcgausmummu 

. 

~ — 2 — ~ 2 — — _ 
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wsqucouufim — .. 3 _ .. 3 _ _ _ 
MANOR MTWEHAWAMN/ommctrm. .- — 1 —— _ 1 _ _ _ 

v55 YES 95 100% vs 95 175 173 169 

MULnRACIAL 

SWDEN‘ISWITH nmmms — — 13 ~ _ 14 _ __ _ 
umam PROFICENT — —— o _ _ o _ _ __ 

fimNOMICALLY DaSAWANTAQED YES YES 46 100% YES 49 165 14a 143

i I o I I o I f I 

RESULTS FOR THE FOLLOWING GROUPS ARE NOT USED TO 
DETERMINE AYP. 

GROUP 12TH GRADEFS PERCENTOF 12TH GRADERSWITH VALID 2012 ACCOUNTABILITI’CCHORY' MEMBERS 

TESTKORES 

——There were fewer than 40 12th aders. so the Percentcf 12th Graders with Valid Test Scores data are supprased OR there were fewer than SOstudents In file 2012 accountability cohort. so Pl, EAMO, and Safe 
HarborTargetdata are suppres . 

SECONDARY-LEVEL MATHEMATICS RESULTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROU PS MADE AYP: YES 
GROUP MAUE AYF’ 7ESTED 95% 12TH GRADEFE PERCENT OF 12TH Pl >- FAMO OR SAFE 2012 

GRADERSWITH HARBORTARGET ACCOUNTABILITY 
VAUD TESTSCORES (,OHORT MEMBERS 

SAFE HARBOR 

TARGET 

ALLSNDENTS YES YES 101 100% YES 101 171 149 149 

'mmmmmlmoxmmmz — — o —— _ o _ - _ 
emmoknmummmn — _ 2 _ ._ 2 _. _ _. 

HSPANICOR LATlNO ~— — 3 ——- — 3 _ _. _ 
WORMWE l-LAWMKANWR Puma. — ~ 1 — ~ 1 _ _ ._ 

WHWAL — ~ 0 — ~ 0 _ _ .. 
STUDENT5WITH ommmas —- — 13 —- — 14 _ ._ _ 
umneomnm PROFICIENT — ~ 0 — - o ._ _ __ 

ECONOMICALLYMSADVANTAGED YES YES 46 100% YES 49 159 132 132

a -< mm ~o m é Be .< m In ~o m H x: .4 H tr0 .4 o0 

RESULTS FOR THE FOLLOWING GROUPS ARE NOT USED TO 
DETERMINE AYP. 

12'“! GRADERS PERCENTCF 121H GRADERSWITH VALID 2012 ACCOUNTABILITYCOHORT MEMBERS
‘ 
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TESTSCURES 

we mo 

FEMALE 50 100% 51 134 

—There were fewer than 40 12th graders, so the Percent of 12th Graderswith Valid Test Scora data are suppressed OR there were fewer than 30 students In the 2012 accountability cohort, so Pl. EAMO, and Safe 
Harbor Targetdata are suppressed. 

UNWEIGHTED COMBINED ELA AND MATH PIS 

CROUF ElEMFNTARY! MIDDIE iEVELElA Pl ElFMENTARV’IMIUDEE [EVELMATH Pl SECQNDARYEEVELHAPI SECONEARYlEVELMATH Pl UNWEIGHTED CDMEKNED Pl 

Aus'moENTs 113 126 176 171 147 

AMERICAN INOIANORWNATWB —- ~ - —— o 

mmomrmmmmn — — — — 0 

HISPANICOfi LATWO —— -— -—~ — 0 

ASIAN OR NATIVE HAWAIIAN/OTHER PACIFIC... — — — — O 

wumz 114 127 175 171 147 

MULHMCML — — ~—- — 0 

STUDEN‘I‘SWJTH ”WILKES 36 54 — — 45 

UMTEDENGUSH PROFICtENT -— —— — — 0 

gcanomum DIsADVAMAGED as 96 165 159 126 

— There were not enough students to determine a Performance Index. 

OVERALL GRADUATION RATE FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

ALL ACCOUNTABILITY GROUPS MADE AYP: YES 

GROUP 
1 

MADE AYP 

Memuams 
' 

“55 

Ammuntmmn «mu/41w: _ 
BLACKOK MMCAMWICKN .. 
msmucog mm _ 

' moammemwmmwom neancnwnan _ 
wnmz yes 

mummzm _. 

SIUDENTSWITHDISABIUHES _ 
ummmcumrnommm ._ 

econommuvmmvmmw v55 
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—There were not enough students to make an AYP determination. 
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FOUR-YEAR GRADUATION—RATE TOTAL COHORT FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 
GROUP 

[ 

ME? GRADUATICN‘RATE (‘RHERmN' 2011 FOUR YEAR GRADUATION RATE TOT/ii. GRADUATION RATE STATE STANDARD PROGRESS TARGET 
COHORT 

YES 103 83% 80% 80% 

YESGraduation rate is equal to or greater than theState Standard or the grou p‘s Progress Target. 
No Graduation rate is less than the State Standard and the group‘s n gress Target 
—There were fewer than 30 students in the (chart 
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FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL COHORT FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 
GROUP MET GRADUATION RATE CRITERXON: 2010 FIVE YEAR GRADUATION RATE TOTAL GRASUATION RAT E STATE STANDARD 

COHORT 
PROGRESS TARGE T 

YES 129 93% 80% 80% 

YES 122 94% 80% 80% 

EONMCALLY DISADVWAGED YES 46 89% 80% 60% 

YESGraduation rate is equal to ur greater than the State Standard or the group's Progress Target 
NO Graduation rate [5 less than the State Standard and the group‘s Progress Target. 
-Therewere fewer than 80 students In the cohort 
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GRADUATION RATES FOR NON-AYP GROUPS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

FOUR‘YEAR GRADUATION-RATE TOTAL COHORT FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION—RATE TOTAL COHORT 

2011 FOUR~YEAR GRADUATION~RATE 2010 FOURvYEAR GRADUATIONRATE 
mmcoHom GRADUATION RATE TOTALCOHORT GRADUATION RATE 

52 79% 63 92% 

51 86% 66 94% 

1 — 0 .— 

102 83% 129 93% 

— There were fewer than 30 students In the cohort 
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Graduation Rates for Regents with Advanced Designation and CTE Endorsement for Accountability 

Percentage of 2011 Graduation-Rate Total Cohort members who graduated as of August 31, 2015 with: 

REGENTS DIFLOMA WITH AN ADVANCED DESIGNATDN (THIS DIFFRKCT) 40% 

REGENTS DIPLOMA WITH AN ADVANCED DESIGNATION (STATEWIDE) 32% 

PERCENTAGE (N THIS DISTRICT EXCEEDED STATEWIDE YES 

REGENTS DIPLOMAWITH CTE ENDORSEMENT (T! HS DISTRICT) 7% 

"i COPYRIGHTNEWYORKSUXTE EDUCATION [)H’ARIME—NLAI L RIGHTS RESERVED. 

THISDOCUMENT WASCREATEDON: APRILZ‘z, 2017, 4 08 PM EST 
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Salary: Administrative Compensation Information 2016-2017 - Page 1 

Official - as of 04/25/2017 270601 - FONDA-FULTONVILLE CS 
04:35 PM 

2017-2018 Salary Threshold Form Due May 8, 2017 _ $132 000 

In response to legislative efforts to encourage greater cost sharing in service provision and local government 
administration, we now provide a section for districts that share administrative staff to highlight these efforts for 
the upcoming school year, Each sharing district should identify in the form the other district(s) with which they will 
be sharing administrative staff for school year 2017-2018. 

If you will be sharing a Sugerintendent, list the other district (or districts) in the text box. If you will be sharing 
other administrative staff required to be reported, please send an email to EMSCMGTS@nysed.gov indicating 
the title of the staff persons(s) as well as the other district(s) involved in the cost-sharing. 

The salaries, benefits and other compensation repon‘ed in the form should reflect only the financial support or 
commitment that [our district will be making. They should not reflect the total amounts budgeted to be paid by all 
participating districts over the school year. 

Report Estimated Salaries in the Budget for the 2017-2018 School Year 

Sections 1608 and 1716 of the Education Law 
(Please read the instructions and definitions before completing this form.) 

Em lo ee 
Other 

Title Salary p .y Remuneratio Benefits
n 

1. 
Supenntendent of Schools 

[WBQSBB 
M 9,998 

Please list the district or districts with 
which you will be sharing a 
superintendent (if applicable): 

Associate, Assistant and Deputy Superintendents 
(Example Titles: Associate Superintendent for Instruction, Deputy Superintendent, Assistant Superintendent for 

Business, etc.) 
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D
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S
chool D
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m
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T
otal A

ssessed V
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1,519,042 

E
qualized T

otal A
ssessed V

alue 
1,526,320 

S
chool D

istrict - 272801 F
onda-F

ultonville 

E
xem

ption 
E

xem
ption 

S
tatutory 

N
um

ber of 
T

otal E
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alue 
P

ercent of V
alue 

C
ode 

N
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e 
A
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E

xem
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E
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7.87 

41804 
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E
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1 
16,740 

1.10 

41834 
E

N
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A
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C
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T
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R
 

R
P

T
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2 
85,760 

5.62 

41854 
B

A
S
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 S

T
A

R
 1999—

2000 
R

P
T

L 425 
4 

120,000 
7.86 

T
otal E

xem
ptions E

xclusive of 
S

ystem
 E

xem
ptions: 

8 
342,642 

22‘45 

T
otal S

ystem
 E

xem
ptions: 

0 
0.00 

342,642 
22.45 

T
otals: 

V
alues have been equalized using the U

niform
 P

ercentage of V
alue. 

T
he E

xem
pt am

ounts do not take into consideration, paym
ents in lieu of taxes or other paym

ents 

for m
unicipal services. 

A
m

ount, if any, attributable to paym
ents in lieu of taxes:



RP-495 PILOT (9/08) 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT EXEMPTION IMPACT REPORT 
(for local use only -— not to be filed with NYS Department of Taxation & Finance- Office of Real Property Tax Services) 

Date: 

Taxing Jurisdiction: 

Fiscal Year Begining: 

Total equalized value in taxing jurisdiction: $ 

Exemption Statutory 
(Column Exemption Description Authority 
A) (Column B) (Column C) 

Totals 

Number of in Lieu of Tax 
Exemptions (PlLOTs) (Column 
(Column D) E)


