New York State Student Learning Objective Template 

	All SLOs MUST include the following basic components:

	Population
	These are the students assigned to the course section(s) in this SLO - all students who are assigned to the course section(s) must be included in the SLO. (Full class rosters of all students must be provided for all included course sections.)

See attached roster of all my 3 grade students


	Learning Content
	What is being taught over the instructional period covered?  Common Core/National/State standards? Will this goal apply to all standards applicable to a course or just to specific priority standards? 

Grade 3 Common Core Learning Standards for ELA


	Interval of Instructional Time
	What is the instructional period covered (if not a year, rationale for semester/quarter/etc)?

September 4, 2012 – April 2013


	Evidence
	 What specific assessment(s) will be used to measure this goal? The assessment must align to the learning content of the course.

NYS ELA Assessment


	Baseline
	What is the starting level of students’ knowledge of the learning content at the beginning of the instructional period?

See attached roster for student Grade Level equivalency based on Fall benchmark data using STAR Enterprise Testing


	Target(s) 

	What is the expected outcome (target) of students’ level of knowledge of the learning content at the end of the instructional period?

· Students who are at grade level, within one year of grade level, and up to 2.9 grade levels above 3rd grade will score a 3 on the NYS ELA Assessment
· Students who are more than 3 grade levels ahead will score a 4 on the NYS Assessment in ELA

· Students with a deficiency in grade level of 1.0-1.9 will score a High 2 as defined by NYSED on the NYS ELA Assessment demonstrating a gain that is more than 1 year’s growth

· Students with a deficiency in grade level of 2.0 – 2.9 will score a High 1 as defined by NYSED on the NYS ELA Assessment demonstrating a gain that is more than 1 year’s growth

· Students with a deficiency in grade level of 3.0 or higher will score a Medium 1 as defined by NYSED on the NYS ELA Assessment demonstrating a gain that is more than 1 year’s growth

	HEDI Scoring
	How will evaluators determine what range of student performance “meets” the goal (effective) versus “well-below” (ineffective), “below” (developing), and “well-above” (highly effective)?

80% of individualized targets will be met as defined above.


	
	HIGHLY EFFECTIVE
	EFFECTIVE
	DEVELOPING
	INEFFECTIVE

	
	20
	19
	18
	17
	16
	15
	14
	13
	12
	11
	10
	9
	8
	7
	6
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1
	0

	
	> 91 
	 86-90
	 81-85
	79-80 
	77-78
	75-76 
	73-74 
	71-72 
	69-70 
	67-68 
	64-66 
	61-63 
	58-60 
	55-57 
	52-54 
	 49-51
	 45-48
	41-44 
	28-40 
	 15-27
	< 14 

	Rationale
	 Describe the reasoning behind the choices regarding learning content, evidence, and target and how they will be used together to prepare students for future growth and development in subsequent grades/courses, as well as college and career readiness.

Content:
The NYS ELA Assessments will be aligned to CCLS standards for ELA and therefore a measure of these standards.
Evidence:

STAR Assessment is a third party assessment that is approved for use.
Target:

Based on a study of STAR data, grade level equivalency appears to be predictive of scores on the NYS ELA Assessment.  Students who are at grade level are equipped to score proficiency (Level 3).  In order for these students to demonstrate a year’s growth they should score as predicted.

Students who are below grade level need to demonstrate more than predicted in order to close the gap.  Therefore, while baseline scores below grade level appear to be predictive of 2 and scores well below grade level appear to be predictive of 1 our targets attempt to close the gap by setting targets for these students using High 2, Medium 2, Low 2 or High 1, Medium 1 appropriately.
Students who are well above grade level have targets of 4.
HEDI:
The HEDI Rating ranges have been developed based on the review of historical data and district values about proficiency.


	3 grade Fall
	Deficiency
	Predicted
	Target
	Rationale

	0
	3
	1
	1M
	3 grade levels behind

	0
	3
	1
	1M
	

	.5
	2.5
	1
	1H
	More than 2 grade levels behind

	.8
	2.2
	1
	1H
	

	1.3
	1.7
	2
	2H
	More than 1 year behind

	1.5
	1.5
	2
	2H
	

	1.6
	1.4
	2
	2H
	

	1.7
	1.3
	2
	2H
	

	2.4
	0.6
	3
	3
	Within one year

	2.8
	0.2
	3
	3
	

	3
	0
	3
	3
	At grade level

	3.1
	-0.1
	3
	3
	Less than a year above

	3.1
	-0.1
	3
	3
	

	3.3
	-0.3
	3
	3
	

	3.3
	-0.3
	3
	3
	

	3.3
	-0.3
	3
	3
	

	3.6
	-0.6
	3
	3
	

	3.7
	-0.7
	3
	3
	

	3.7
	-0.7
	3
	3
	

	3.8
	-0.8
	3
	3
	

	4.2
	-1.2
	3
	3
	More than 1 year above but less than 3 years

	4.2
	-1.2
	3
	3
	

	4.2
	-1.2
	3
	3
	

	4.2
	-1.2
	3
	3
	

	4.2
	-1.2
	3
	3
	

	4.4
	-1.4
	3
	3
	

	4.5
	-1.5
	3
	3
	

	4.5
	-1.5
	3
	3
	

	5.1
	-2.1
	3
	3
	

	5.2
	-2.2
	3
	3
	

	5.4
	-2.4
	3
	3
	

	5.8
	-2.8
	3
	3
	

	5.8
	-2.8
	3
	3
	

	5.8
	-2.8
	3
	3
	

	6.1
	-3.1
	4
	4
	More than 3 grade levels ahead

	6.5
	-3.5
	4
	4
	

	6.6
	-3.6
	4
	4
	

	10.9
	-7.9
	4
	4
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