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 What do schools and districts look like when they are 
organized around a commitment to the achievement of 
high standards by all students?

 What is my role in creating, implementing, and 
maintaining such a school and district?



 The Wheatland-Chili Central School 

community is committed to academic 

excellence which empowers all individuals 

to become motivated learners and 

challenges them to excel as citizens in a 

global society.
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 Learning

We believe in providing a world class education for each 

student. 

 Character

We expect all to model behaviors of respect, 

responsibility, trust-worthiness, fairness, caring, and 

citizenship. 

 Leadership

We believe in developing and retaining strong leaders. 
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 Environment

We believe it is necessary to have a clean, safe, and 

healthy environment. 

 Communication

We believe in maintaining open communications with 

all stakeholders. 

 Community/Parental involvement

We value the importance of collaborative relationships

between the school district and the community.
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 Encourage all students to meet college and 

career readiness expectations.

 Improve engagement, communication, and 

customer service.
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 Received final report from the Accreditation Team 

recommending seven-year accreditation

◦ Team recommended certain actions

 Under peer review at Middle States Accreditation Commission

 Final Commission review will occur at October meeting with 

official designation to follow
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Training on the Diagnostic Tool for School and District Effectiveness (DTSDE)

◦ Leadership Team

◦ Curriculum Council

Completion of the DTSDE Self-Assessment

◦ Outside Educational Evaluator (OEE), Nicole Eschler, The GeneSystems 

Group

◦ School-based teams

◦ Stakeholder teams

Completion of a Special Education Audit

◦ Ellen Rossetti, Special Education School Improvement Specialist (SESIS)

◦ Diane Albano and Colleen Ulrich, The GeneSystems Group

 Teams recommended certain actions
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Tenet 3 Tenet 4

 Identify the 
Characteristics of 
Standard-Based Planning

 Provide PD on SBP, 
Differentiation and 
Strategies to meet the 
needs of diverse learners

 Determine what the 
characteristics of SBP 
look and sound like in 
practice

 Use of walkthrough, and 
observation data to 
provide PD to support 
meeting the needs of 
diverse learners. 
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Meeting the Needs
of Diverse Learners in a 
Standards-Based Environment
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 What do schools and districts look like when they are organized around 
a commitment to the achievement of high standards by all students?

 What are the ways we can recognize, respect and respond to 
differences in learners?

 How can learning be scaffolded and extended so that all learners are 
appropriately supported and challenged? 

 How do we use data to inform our instructional decisions? 
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 Expectations are the same for all students
 Standards-based planning process is used
 Standards guide all classroom decisions
 The focus is always on student learning
 Formative assessment data leads to instructional 

decisions
 Purposeful use of instruction practice-higher 

engagement and achievement



SBE
Planning

Process
(Tenet 4)
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TASK

Student

ContentTeacher

City, Elmore, Fiarman, Teitel    
2009





I do Modeling
Direct Instruction

We do Guided practice

You do 
together

Collaboration

You do Independent Practice
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2015-2016 Regents Results?

23



 Increased percentage of all students who met the 

Regents standards (scoring at or above 65%) in

◦ Common Core Geometry from 89% in 2014-2015 to 92% 

in 2015-2016;

◦ Algebra 2/Trig from 58% in 2014-2015 to 62% in 2015-

2016;

◦ Common Core Algebra 2, 96% in 2015-2016 as the 

baseline year;

◦ Global History from 72% in 2014-2015 to 74% in 2015-

2016;
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 Increased percentage of all students who met the 

Regents standards (scoring at or above 65%) in

◦ Earth Science from 69% in 2014-2015 to 75% in 2015-

2016;

◦ Living Environment from 94% in 2014-2015 to 98% in 

2015-2016;

◦ Chemistry from 72% in 2014-2015 to 75% in 2015-2016;

◦ U.S. History from 84% in 2014-2015 to 86% in 2015-2016; 

and

◦ Physics from 57% in 2014-2015 to 77% in 2015-2016.
25



 Increased percentage of students with disabilities who 

met the Regents standards1 (scoring at or above 65%) 

in

◦ Common Core Algebra from 20% (n=5) in 2014-2015 to 

40% (n=20) in 2015-2016;

◦ Global History from 48% (n=21) in 2014-2015 to 50% 

(n=8) in 2015-2016; and

◦ Earth Science from 0% (n=3) in 2014-2015 to 60% (n=5) 

in 2015-2016.
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1 Data for students with disabilities are only included where n=5 or more students.



 Increased percentage of all students who met the Regents 

standards at a mastery level (scoring at 85% or above) in

◦ Common Core Algebra from 2% in 2014-2015 to 5% in 

2015-2016;

◦ Algebra 2/Trig from 11% in 2014-2015 to 15% in 2015-

2016;

◦ Global History from 22% in 2014-2015 to 29% in 2015-

2016; and

◦ Earth Science from 27% in 2014-2015 to 31% in 2015-

2016.
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 Increased percentage of students with disabilities who 

met the Regents standards at a mastery level1 (scoring 

at 85% or above) in

◦ Common Core ELA from 0% (n=10) in 2014-2015 to 9% 

(n=11) in 2015-2016.
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1 Data for students with disabilities are only included where n=5 or more students.



3-8 ELA and Math 
2015-2016 Results
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 Increased percentage of students who excelled in 

meeting the standards (scoring at Level 4) on the ELA 

assessment in:

◦ ELA 3 from 3% in 2013-2014 to 4% in 2014-2015; and

◦ ELA 4 from 4% in 2013-2014 to 11% in 2014-2015.
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 Increased percentage of students who reached 

proficiency or excelled in meeting the standards

(scoring at Levels 3 and 4) on the ELA assessment in:

◦ ELA 6 from 14% in 2013-2014 to 17% in 2014-2015.

31



 Increased percentage of students who excelled in 

meeting the standards (scoring at Level 4) on the Math 

assessment in:

◦ Math 5 from 8% in 2013-2014 to 12% in 2014-2015; and

◦ Math 7 from 2% in 2013-2014 to 4% in 2014-2015.
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 Increased percentage of students who reached 

proficiency or excelled in meeting the standards

(scoring at Levels 3 and 4) on the Math assessment in:

◦ Math 3 from 39% in 2013-2014 to 40% in 2014-2015;

◦ Math 5 from 28% in 2013-2014 to 47% in 2014-2015; and

◦ Math 6 from 27% in 2013-2014 to 29% in 2014-2015.
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The vertical line indicates the 

years where the tests changed.  In 

2010, cut scores changed, but the 

standards and scale remained the 

same.  In 2013, the standards, 

scale, and cut scores changed to 

measure the Common Core.  
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measure the Common Core.  
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Thank you for your attention


