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I. Preliminary Business
A. Call to Order
B. Salute to the Flag
C. Correspondence
D. Public Comment 

II. Consent Agenda
A. Approval of August 22, 2011 Regular Meeting Minutes
B. Accept Policy Series 9000 and 0000 for 30-Day Review

III. Reports
A. Superintendent's Report

1. BRS Update
a. BRS Monthly Enrollment Report

2. School Climate Project
3. 3.1.3 CMT Report (SY 2010/11 Spring Testing)

B. PTO Update
C. Policy Committee
D. CABE Liaison Report
E. ACES Liaison Report

IV. Finance
A. Approval of Financial Reports 

1. Monthly Summary Financial Report Ending August 31, 2011
2. Monthly Detail Financial Report Ending August 31, 2011
3. Combining Financial Statements through August 31, 2011

V. Old Business
A. Approve Board Goals

VI. Other
A. Public Comment
B. Executive Session, in accordance with State Statute

1. Superintendent Evaluation and Process
VII. Adjournment
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING 
Monday, August 22, 2011 
BRS Library Media Center 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER:  Ms. Hamilton, Chair called the Public Session to order at 7:13 PM. 
 
BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Mr. David Barkin, Mr. David Bernard, Dr. Clotilde Dudley-Smith (7:36 PM), Dr. 
Steve Fleischman, Vice Chair; Mr. Matthew Gilbride, Secretary (7:49 PM); Ms. Margaret Hamilton, Chair; Mr. Carl 
Lindskog, Ms. Sheila McCreven, Chair; and Dr. YanYun Wu. 
 
STAFF: Dr. Guy Stella, Superintendent; Al Pullo, Director of Business Services/Operations; and Marsha DeGennaro, 
Clerk of the Board.   
 
MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC:  Sandy Simowitz, WEA; Laurence Grotheer, BOS Liaison; and Pua Ford, community. 
 
CORRESPONDENCE – None 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT  
Ms. Simowitz, on behalf of the WEA, welcomed new Board members, expressed sincere appreciation to Dr. Handler and 
Mr. Livesay on their departure from the Board and looked forward to working collaboratively with the Board in the 
coming year. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
Minutes 
MOTION #1 – MINUTES, JULY 18, 2011 REGULAR MEETING  
Move that we approve the minutes of the July 18, 2011 Regular Board meeting. 
    Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Mr. Lindskog 
Ms. McCreven noted a correction on Page 3, under Motion #7, where “In Favor” was repeated twice when it should have 
read “Against”. 
 
MOTION #1A – MINUTES, JULY 18, 2011 REGULAR MEETING  
Move that we approve the minutes of the July 18, 2011 Regular Board meeting as amended. 
    Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Mr. Lindskog 
    UNANIMOUS 
     
REPORTS 
Superintendent’s Report  
 Beecher Road School Update – Superintendent Stella highlighted the summer programs, the extensive cleaning of the 

building and grounds, the sustainable and environmentally friendly ground assessment study group, upcoming 
professional development days for staff and the anticipation of the return of students on August 30.  The Board was 
apprised of the need to hire an additional TA in support of student services. Concern was expressed regarding class 
sizes in Grade 5. 

 
PTO Update – Ms. Hamilton invited everyone to the Welcome Back Luncheon on Wednesday, August 24.  
 
Board Committee Structure – The Board reviewed Policy 9132 Standing Committees. Rather than continue to meet twice 
a month, the Board would revert to standing committees with one regular Board meeting per month. It was agreed the 
Board would continue to meet as a “Committee of the Whole” regarding curriculum initiatives and the current Ad Hoc 
Policy Committee membership would transfer to the Policy Committee.  
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MOTION #2 – CURRICULUM COMMITTEE 
Move that we keep the Curriculum Committee as a “Committee of the Whole” for this year. 
    Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Mr. Lindskog 
    UNANIMOUS 
 
Board members were asked to forward committee preferences to Ms. Hamilton.   Dr. Dudley-Smith arrived (7:36 PM). 
 
Discussion ensued regarding the Board’s role in oversight of curriculum. It was agreed the Policy Committee would 
develop policy specifying roles and responsibilities for each standing committee. 
 
Ad Hoc Policy Committee  – Ms. Hamilton noted this committee will meet on Thursday, September 1 at 6:00 PM and will 
commence review of the 1000 Series. 
 
CABE Liaison – Ms. McCreven noted that CABE will appoint three members to serve on three state-wide committees 
pertaining to teacher, administration and superintendent evaluation. Board members were urged to review possible topics 
for submission of proposed legislation changes to CABE.  
 
ACES Liaison – It was suggested that Board members rotate throughout the year to attend these monthly meetings. The 
schedule thus far is:  

September Dr. Fleischman  December Mr. Barkin  June Dr. Dudley-Smith 
October  Ms. McCreven  January  Mr. Lindskog 
November Ms. Hamilton  February Mr. Bernard 

 
Cable Advisory Board –Ms. McCreven will serve as the representative on this committee in support of government access 
television.   
 
NEW BUSINESS 
Board/District/Superintendent Goals – The Board will meet September 12 at 7:15 PM to develop Board Goals loosely 
based on the working draft outline prepared at the July 29, 2010 meeting. The Board retained the 2010/11 district goals 
for 2011/12.   
 
MOTION #3 – 2011/12 DISTRICT GOALS 
Move that we adopt the following as District Goals for 2011/12. 
 

Goal 1: Prepare every child to be a highly successful and independent reader, writer, critical thinker and problem 
solver by the end of sixth grade. 
 
Goal 2: Build the foundations of character and wellness that are essential for responsible participation as a local, 
national and global citizen. 
 
Goal 3: Maximize the use of district resources; building, grounds, budget process and contract negotiations. 

    Ms. McCreven  
    Second by Dr. Fleischman 
    UNANIMOUS 
 
Superintendent Stella presented a certified staff leave request for child rearing purposes. 
 
MOTION #4 –  CERTIFIED STAFF CHILD-REARING LEAVE (CHICK) 
Move that we grant a child-rearing leave to Nicole Chick for the 2011/12 school year.  
    Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Mr. Lindskog 
    UNANIMOUS 
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Superintendent Stella recommended the hiring of a certified staff member to fill the vacancy created by the leave request. 
 
MOTION #5  –  CERTIFIED STAFF APPOINTMENT (FANELLI) 
Move that we ratify the appointment of Carrie Fanelli as an elementary teacher for the 2011/12 school year, at a salary of 
$54,851, BA Step 8, effective August 23, 2011. 

Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Ms. McCreven 

UNANIMOUS 
 
Superintendent Stella apprised the Board of recently completed negotiations with the Woodbridge Association of School 
Administrators and presented the new contract for ratification. 
 
MOTION #6  –  WASA CONTRACT AGREEMENT 
Move that we ratify the contract as presented with the Woodbridge Association of School Administrators effective July 1, 
2012 through June 30, 2015. 
    Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Mr. Lindskog 
    UNANIMOUS 
FINANCIAL REPORTS 
The Board reviewed the Final Financial Reports for the 2010/11 school year. It is anticipated that $73,000 will be returned 
to the Town.  Cost savings associated with staff retirements, the custodial reorganization and electricity/oil all contributed 
to the surplus. 
 
MOTION #7 – 2010/11 BOARD OF EDUCATION FINAL MONTHLY SUMMARY FINANCIAL REPORT 
Move that we approve the 2010/11 BOE Final Monthly Summary Financial Report through June 30, 2011, F1, as 
submitted by the Director of Business/Operations. 

Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Ms. McCreven 
 IN FAVOR:  Messrs. Barkin, Bernard, Gilbride, Drs. Dudley-Smith, Fleischman, Wu, Ms. Hamilton,  
     and Ms. McCreven 
 AGAINST:  Mr. Lindskog 
     MOTION PASSES 8-0-1 
 
Mr. Pullo noted that all ancillary programs finished with a positive fund balance for 2010/11. 
 
MOTION #8 – 2010/11 BOARD OF EDUCATION FINAL MONTHLY DETAIL FINANCIAL REPORT 
Move that we approve the 2010/11 BOE Final Monthly Detail Financial Report ending June 30, 2011, F2-6, as submitted 
by the Director of Business/Operations. 

Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Ms. McCreven 
 IN FAVOR:  Messrs. Barkin, Bernard, Gilbride, Drs. Dudley-Smith, Fleischman, Wu, Ms. Hamilton,  
     and Ms. McCreven 
 AGAINST:  Mr. Lindskog 
     MOTION PASSES 8-0-1 
 
MOTION #9 – 2010/11 FINAL COMBINING FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
Move that we approve the 2010/11 BOE Final Combining Financial Statements through June 30, 2011, 7-8, as submitted 
by the Director of Business/Operations. 

Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Ms. McCreven 
 IN FAVOR:  Messrs. Barkin, Bernard, Gilbride, Drs. Dudley-Smith, Fleischman, Wu, Ms. Hamilton,  
     and Ms. McCreven 
 AGAINST:  Mr. Lindskog 
     MOTION PASSES 8-0-1 
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The Board reviewed the Financial Reports for the 2011/12 school year. 
 
MOTION #10 – 2011/12 BOARD OF EDUCATION MONTHLY SUMMARY FINANCIAL REPORT 
Move that we approve the 2011/12 BOE Monthly Summary Financial Report through July 31, 2011, F9, as submitted by 
the Director of Business/Operations. 

Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Ms. McCreven 
 IN FAVOR:  Messrs. Barkin, Bernard, Gilbride, Drs. Dudley-Smith, Fleischman, Wu, Ms. Hamilton,  
     and Ms. McCreven 
 AGAINST:  Mr. Lindskog 
     MOTION PASSES 8-0-1 
 
MOTION #11 – 2011/12 BOARD OF EDUCATION MONTHLY DETAIL FINANCIAL REPORT 
Move that we approve the 2011/12 BOE Monthly Detail Financial Report ending July 31, 2011, F10-12, as submitted by 
the Director of Business/Operations. 

Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Ms. McCreven 
 IN FAVOR:  Messrs. Barkin, Bernard, Gilbride, Drs. Dudley-Smith, Fleischman, Wu, Ms. Hamilton,  
     and Ms. McCreven 
 AGAINST:  Mr. Lindskog 
     MOTION PASSES 8-0-1 
 
It was noted that participation in the Summer Enrichment program increased dramatically this year.  It was suggested that 
parents be surveyed regarding the summer programs as their likes, dislikes and suggestions as their experiences would be 
fresh in their mind. Consideration should also be given the possibility of reducing program fees in the coming year. 
 
MOTION #12 – 2011/12 COMBINING FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
Move that we approve the 2011/12 BOE Combining Financial Statements through July 31, 2011, F13-14, as submitted by 
the Director of Business/Operations. 

Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Ms. McCreven 
 IN FAVOR:  Messrs. Barkin, Bernard, Gilbride, Drs. Dudley-Smith, Fleischman, Wu, Ms. Hamilton,  
     and Ms. McCreven 
 AGAINST:  Mr. Lindskog 
     MOTION PASSES 8-0-1 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT – None 
 
 
MOTION TO ADJOURN:  (8:22 PM) 

  Dr. Fleischman 
  Second by Mr. Gilbride 

   UNANIMOUS 
 
 
 
Recorded by Marsha DeGennaro, Clerk of the Board 























































































































Beecher Road School
Woodbridge School District
Student Enrollment as of September 16th, 2011

Gr./Teacher Girls Boys Total Gr./Teacher Girls Boys Total

PRE-K GRADE 4
DePalma 8 13 21 Echeverry 10 11 21

Krawec 9 12 21
KINDERGARTEN Reizfeld 8 11 19

Waldron 8 10 18
Belisle 10 9 19
Coleman 8 10 18 TOTAL 79
Dempsey 10 9 19
Salindardi 8 10 18
Wyman-Anctil 9 10 19 GRADE 5
TOTAL 93 Blinstrubas 10 11 21

Guerra 8 15 23
McCollom 12 9 21

GRADE 1 Mulligan 11 11 22
Rourke 9 14 23

Fanelli 8 9 17
Piascyk 9 8 17 Total 110
Regan 7 10 17
Sanders 9 8 17
TOTAL 68 GRADE 6

Chase 9 12 21
Eleck 6 10 16

GRADE 2 Holowienko 8 10 18
Buzzard 10 8 18 Katzen 7 11 18
Halsey 10 7 17 Smerekanicz 12 9 21
Hamm 11 6 17 White 8 13 21
Navadu 10 7 17 TOTAL 115
Shepard 10 8 18
TOTAL 87

M.A.G.
Golden(Yr.1) 9 9 18

GRADE 3 Burness(Yr.2) 12 9 21
Concilio 8 10 18 HartRooney(Yr. 3 10 10 20
Don 8 9 17 Ahern(yr 4) 9 7 16
Hutchinson 8 9 17 TOTAL 75
Lavigne 8 9 17
Vincitorio 9 9 18
TOTAL 87 ENROLLMENT DATA

B.R.S 736 (K-6: 714  / PreK: 21)
O.O.D. 2 Other 5

TOTAL 741
MAGNET 3

COMPARISON TOTALS -  Sep-10
  COMPARISON    726 (K-6:706/Pre-K:20)

COMPARISON    6
Total 732 O.o.D.=6



Data Analysis and Recommendations
Prepared by 

Dickon Pownall-Gray

and by Kiki Cahn

THE SCHOOL CLIMATE PROJECT
PRESENTS 

YOUR SURVEY RESULTS

“DATA DRIVEN DECISION MAKING FOR SCHOOLS”

Copyright the Surviving Bullies Charity, Inc 2009



Introduc)on	
  
Our	
  report	
  is	
  divided	
  into	
  six	
  sec)ons:	
  
	
  School	
  Connectedness,	
  Bullying,	
  Bystanders,	
  
	
  Sleep,	
  Weight	
  Bias	
  and	
  Loneliness.	
  

In	
  each	
  sec)on	
  we	
  graphically	
  review	
  your	
  students’	
  survey	
  
results	
  and	
  comment	
  on	
  the	
  result.	
  At	
  the	
  end	
  of	
  each	
  
sec)on,	
  we	
  make	
  specific	
  recommenda)ons.	
  

The	
  School	
  Climate	
  Project	
  u)lizes	
  two	
  forms	
  of	
  support	
  
interven)on:	
  the	
  Videobook	
  Program	
  and	
  the	
  
Psychologist	
  Family	
  Support	
  Program.	
  

In	
  total,	
  20	
  students	
  received	
  support	
  from	
  us	
  (see	
  details	
  
on	
  the	
  penul)mate	
  slide).	
  



School	
  Connectedness	
  

•  We	
  start	
  by	
  analyzing	
  school	
  connectedness	
  results,	
  because	
  
they	
  are	
  the	
  most	
  highly	
  predic)ve	
  of	
  a	
  good	
  school	
  “climate”	
  

•  Research	
  from	
  the	
  Na)onal	
  Longitudinal	
  Study	
  of	
  Adolescent	
  
Health	
  has	
  shown	
  a	
  strong	
  associa)on	
  between	
  school	
  
connectedness	
  and	
  every	
  risk	
  behavior	
  studied,	
  including:	
  
–  Substance	
  abuse	
  
–  Emo)onal	
  distress	
  
–  Violent	
  or	
  deviant	
  behavior	
  
–  Teen	
  pregnancy	
  

	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
  From	
  “Improving	
  School	
  Climate	
  to	
  Support	
  Student	
  Achievement:	
  Crea)ng	
  	
  ‘Climates	
  of	
  Respect’”,	
  	
  
	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
  by	
  Jo	
  Ann	
  Freiberg,	
  as	
  part	
  of	
  CALI	
  –	
  CT	
  Accountability	
  for	
  Learning	
  Ini)a)ve	
  



Slightly more students strongly agree with this statement this year than last. Only 5 students (2%) disagree
or strongly disagree.

SCHOOL1: I feel close to people at this school.
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Eighty-eight percent of this year's 5th and 6th graders strongly agree or agree that they feel like they are a
part of this school; only 5 students (2%) disagree or strongly disagree.

SCHOOL2: I feel like I am part of this school.
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More students last year (and at other schools) than this year strongly agree with this statement. But overall,
82% of this year's 5th and 6th graders agree or strongly agree that they are happy to be at Beecher Rd.
versus 86% of all the 5th and 6th graders that we have surveyed. Six students (3%) disagree or strongly
disagree.

SCHOOL3: I am happy to be at this school.
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There is some variation on this question between this year's students and last year's (and with all other 5th
and 6th graders). 72% of this year's students strongly agree or agree with this statement vs 80% of all the
5th and 6th graders surveyed. 27 students (13%) disagree or strongly disagree (vs 7% at all the other
schools).

SCHOOL4: The teachers at this school treat students fairly.
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SCHOOL4: The teachers at this school treat students fairly.

Grade: 31% of 5th graders strongly agree with this statement vs 22% of 6th graders. 12% of 5th graders
disagree or strongly disagree vs 15% of 6th graders.
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Ninety percent of students feel safe at Beecher Rd; 5 students (2%) disagree or strongly disagree with this
statement.

SCHOOL5: I feel safe in my school.
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School	
  Connectedness	
  -­‐	
  Summary	
  
•  The	
  Beecher	
  Road	
  student	
  body	
  is	
  ra)ng	
  the	
  school	
  

highly	
  by	
  showing	
  that	
  they	
  feel	
  connected	
  to	
  the	
  school.	
  	
  	
  
•  Similar	
  to	
  last	
  year,	
  the	
  lowest	
  mark	
  is	
  for	
  “teacher	
  

fairness”	
  and	
  the	
  marks	
  were	
  somewhat	
  lower	
  this	
  year	
  
than	
  last	
  year,	
  par)cularly	
  among	
  6th	
  graders.	
  	
  Although	
  
this	
  can	
  just	
  be	
  a	
  sign	
  of	
  complaints	
  about	
  grades,	
  if	
  a	
  few	
  
teachers	
  are	
  perceived	
  to	
  be	
  unfair	
  (teacher’s	
  pet	
  etc),	
  it	
  
tarnishes	
  the	
  reputa)on	
  of	
  all	
  the	
  staff.	
  

•  The	
  school	
  con)nues	
  to	
  get	
  high	
  marks	
  for	
  “safety”	
  which	
  
also	
  reflects	
  well	
  on	
  a	
  lack	
  of	
  overt	
  bullying.	
  



School	
  Connectedness:	
  
Recommenda)on	
  

•  Teacher	
  training	
  workshops	
  on	
  the	
  importance	
  of	
  
teachers	
  modeling	
  fairness	
  and	
  tolerance	
  in	
  order	
  to	
  
pass	
  those	
  concepts	
  on	
  to	
  students.	
  

•  Recogni)on	
  for	
  students	
  who	
  model	
  good	
  behavior	
  
and	
  go	
  out	
  of	
  their	
  way	
  to	
  posi)vely	
  contribute	
  to	
  
the	
  classroom	
  environment.	
  



Bullying	
  
•  We	
  surveyed	
  students	
  about	
  6	
  different	
  forms	
  of	
  
bullying:	
  	
  physical,	
  rela)onal,	
  verbal,	
  exclusional,	
  sexual	
  
and	
  cyberbullying.	
  

•  We	
  also	
  looked	
  at	
  the	
  reported	
  effects	
  of	
  bullying	
  on	
  
the	
  students	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  the	
  loca)ons	
  where	
  it	
  occurs.	
  

•  The	
  results	
  were	
  similar	
  to	
  last	
  year.	
  	
  Three	
  types	
  of	
  
bullying	
  were	
  slightly	
  lower	
  than	
  last	
  year	
  (and	
  than	
  at	
  
other	
  schools):	
  rela)onal,	
  verbal,	
  exclusional.	
  	
  The	
  
other	
  3	
  types	
  were	
  slightly	
  higher	
  than	
  last	
  year	
  and	
  at	
  
other	
  schools:	
  physical,	
  sexual,	
  cyberbullying.	
  

•  5th	
  graders	
  reported	
  significantly	
  more	
  bullying	
  than	
  6th	
  
graders,	
  a	
  paaern	
  similar	
  at	
  other	
  schools	
  (but	
  to	
  a	
  
greater	
  extent	
  at	
  Beecher	
  Road).	
  



Physical Bullying: Beecher Rd compares very well with other schools in physical bullying with 74% of students
saying they've never been physically bullied, compared to 56% at other schools. 15 students (7%) say this
happens once a month or more.

DBQ1: During the last year, how often has someone at school pushed you, kicked 
you, hit you or otherwise tried to hurt you a a way of bullying you?
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Relational Bullying: The numbers are fairly consistent for this type of bullying. 74% of this year's students say
they've never had rumors spread about them; 8 students (4%) say this happens at least once a month.

DBQ2: During the last year, how often has someone intentionally and harmfully 
spread rumors about you to try and hurt your feelings?
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Verbal Bullying: Again, the numbers are consistent across years and schools. 59% of students this year say
they have never been verbally bullied.  20 students (10%) say it happens once a month or more.

DBQ3: During the last year, how often has someone called you an offensive name, teased 
you over something you can't control, taunted you or otherwise verbally bullied you?
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Exclusional Bullying: 70% of students say they have never been excluded on purpose; 8 students (4%) say it
happens once a month or more.

DBQ4: During the last year, how often has someone tried to exclude you and ensure 
that you were left out of a particular situation in order to make you feel bad?
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Sexual Bullying: 88% of students say they have never experienced sexual bullying; 4 students (2%) say it
happens once a month or more.

DBQ5: During the last year, how often has someone intentionally physically harassed you 
against your will by touching you inappropirately, calling you sexually explicit names, 

pulling on your clothes, etc.?
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Cyberbullying: 90% of students have never experienced cyberbullying; 4 students (2%) say it happens once a
month or more.

DBQ6: During the last year, how often has someone intentionally tried to make you feel bad 
by spreading rumors about you on an electronic device (email/cell phone/IM/social 

networking page…)?
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Verbal bullying is the most common form of bullying followed by exclusional and physical which are tied for
second. Compared to last year, the students say they experience slightly less verbal and exclusional bullying,
slightly more physical, sexual and cyberbullying.

Average scores for DBQ1 to DBQ6, showing relative frequency of different types of bullying. 
Scores range from 2 to 5, with 2 being "Never" and 5 being "More than once a month."
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By Gender: Boys experience verbal bullying more than any other type, but physical bullying follows closely
behind. Relational and exclusional bullying are then tied for 3rd most common. For girls, verbal bullying is
the most common followed by exclusional and then relational bullying. Boys complain of sexual bullying more
than girls; girls complain of cyberbullying more than boys. Similar gender patterns are exhibited by the other
5th and 6th graders in our surveys.

Average scores by gender for DBQ1 to DBQ6, showing relative frequency of different 
types of bullying. Scores range from 2 to 5, with 2 being "Never" and 5 being "More 

than once a month."
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Average scores by grade for DBQ1 to DBQ6, showing relative frequency of different 
types of bullying. Scores range from 2 to 5, with 2 being "Never" and 5 being "More 

than once a month."
In all 6 categories of bullying, 5th graders report experiencing bullying more often than 6th graders. This is
also true at the other schools we surveyed, but the contrast is less pronounced. Particularly with physical and
exclusional bullying, there seems to be a wide variation between the experiences of 5th and 6th graders.
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Recess is the most common place for bullying to occur, followed this year by the cafeteria, on the bus and
during regular classes.  Compared to last year, the cafeteria is more prevalent and the bus less so.

DBQ7: If you have ever experienced bullying (i.e. you answered something other than 
"never" to any of the questions above), check off the locations where it has happened.

0.00%	
  

5.00%	
  

10.00%	
  

15.00%	
  

20.00%	
  

25.00%	
  

30.00%	
  
Pe

rc
en

t	
  
of
	
  S
tu
de

nt
s	
  

Response	
  

Beecher	
  2011	
  

Beecher	
  2010	
  

All	
  5th	
  and	
  6th	
  Graders	
  



Students this year said they were most affected by withdrawing from their friends or being avoided by friends.
Last year (as is most common at other schools), they said they had the most trouble concentrating on their
schoolwork or in class.   This came in third place this year after trouble sleeping.

DBQ10: If you have ever experienced bullying, in which ways do you think it affected 
you (check all that apply.)
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As with other schools, students report being picked on for who they hang out with more than for any other
reason (but less so than last year). Style of dress and other physical appearance are next most common,
followed by being overweight. Language is the only category that is higher than last year, and school
achievement is significantly down compared to last year (2.5% vs. 7.5% last year).

PVQ19: Were [you picked on or excluded] due to your gender, physical appearance, sexual 
orientation, race/ethnicity, or was it due to other reasons? Please check ALL the reasons 

that apply.
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Gender: Boys report being picked on most for who they hang out with, but much less so than girls (10% vs.
15%). Boys are picked on more than girls for being over- or underweight, and also for race/religion/language.
Girls are picked on more than boys for their style of dress, physical appearance, gender and school
achievement.

PVQ19: Were [you picked on or excluded] due to your gender, physical appearance, sexual 
orientation, race/ethnicity, or was it due to other reasons? Please check ALL the reasons 

that apply.
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Grade: Fifth graders feel that they are picked on for who they hang out with at twice the rate of 6th graders
and the same is true for style of dress. Those who are picked on for race/religion/language are almost all 5th
graders as well.  

PVQ19: Were [you picked on or excluded] due to your gender, physical appearance, sexual 
orientation, race/ethnicity, or was it due to other reasons? Please check ALL the reasons 

that apply.
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Bullying:	
  Recommenda)ons	
  
• 	
  	
  Take	
  advantage	
  of	
  gender	
  differences:	
  have	
  boys	
  
“educate”	
  girls	
  about	
  promo)ng	
  tolerance	
  for	
  different	
  
appearances	
  and	
  school	
  achievement	
  levels,	
  and	
  have	
  girls	
  
“educate”	
  boys	
  about	
  promo)ng	
  tolerance	
  for	
  different	
  
race/religion/sexual	
  orienta)on.	
  	
  Or	
  use	
  these	
  results	
  as	
  a	
  
basis	
  for	
  discussion	
  between	
  boys	
  and	
  girls	
  about	
  why	
  these	
  
gender	
  differences	
  exist.	
  
• 	
  	
  Increase	
  teacher	
  presence	
  at	
  recess	
  and	
  in	
  the	
  cafeteria.	
  	
  	
  
Educate	
  teachers	
  about	
  what	
  to	
  look	
  for	
  and	
  how	
  to	
  handle	
  
bullying	
  situa)ons.	
  
• 	
  	
  Have	
  the	
  PTO	
  inves)gate	
  whether	
  some	
  parents	
  would	
  be	
  
willing	
  to	
  ride	
  the	
  buses	
  occasionally	
  to	
  help	
  with	
  bullying	
  
on	
  the	
  buses.	
  



Bystanders	
  
•  Bystanders	
  are	
  the	
  “silent	
  majority”	
  in	
  most	
  cases	
  of	
  bullying.	
  	
  They	
  don’t	
  

like	
  what	
  they	
  see	
  but	
  by	
  standing	
  and	
  watching,	
  or	
  just	
  walking	
  away,	
  they	
  
appear	
  to	
  be	
  on	
  the	
  bullies	
  “side”	
  because	
  they	
  are	
  not	
  helping	
  the	
  target.	
  

•  Most	
  of	
  us	
  (children	
  and	
  adults)	
  do	
  not	
  intervene	
  when	
  we	
  see	
  something	
  
bad	
  happening	
  to	
  someone	
  else,	
  even	
  though	
  we	
  usually	
  want	
  to	
  help.	
  	
  
This	
  “bystander	
  effect”	
  is	
  caused	
  by	
  two	
  powerful	
  forces	
  that	
  prevent	
  us	
  
from	
  helping.	
  	
  	
  
–  We	
  think	
  that	
  there	
  is	
  someone	
  else	
  more	
  qualified	
  than	
  we	
  are	
  to	
  help	
  

(“diffusion	
  of	
  responsibility”).	
  	
  	
  
–  We	
  think	
  that	
  because	
  no	
  one	
  else	
  is	
  helping,	
  there’s	
  nothing	
  wrong	
  or	
  helping	
  

is	
  somehow	
  wrong	
  (“pluralis)c	
  ignorance”).	
  	
  	
  

If	
  we	
  are	
  the	
  only	
  “witness”,	
  it’s	
  much	
  more	
  likely	
  that	
  we	
  will	
  help.	
  	
  	
  
We	
  have	
  to	
  work	
  hard	
  to	
  overcome	
  these	
  natural	
  psychological	
  
tendencies.	
  	
  Understanding	
  that	
  they	
  exist	
  is	
  the	
  first	
  step	
  to	
  surmoun)ng	
  
the	
  problem.	
  



Seventy percent of students said they'd seen other kids being picked on at most once or twice. 23 students
(12%) said they see if often or every day.

BQ2: How often in the last year have you seen a kid being picked on at 
school (including verbal, emotional, physical, cyber-bullying)?
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BQ3: How do you react to seeing kids being picked on? Please select one.

Thirty-five percent of this year's class said they'd never seen anyone being picked on (compared to 30% at
other schools). Another 36% said that it upsets them or makes them angry when they see someone getting
picked on. Not one student admitted that they find it funny, but sixteen students (8%) said they either ignore
it or it doesn't bother them.
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Forty-one percent of students say they try to help in some way (either themselves, by getting an adult or by
getting their peers to help intervene) when they see someone being picked on. Again, no one said they
participate in the bullying.

BQ6: What did you do when you saw a kid being picked on?
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Fifty-six percent of students think that a teacher would definitely or probably help if they were told about a
bullying situation (another 32% say they've never seen such a situation - this percentage varies between
questions!).

BQ7: If you were to tell a teacher about what you saw, do you think the teacher 
would do anything about it?
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BQ8: Of the incidents that you have seen, has it usually been:
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Bystanders	
  -­‐	
  Recommenda)ons	
  

•  Educate	
  kids	
  about	
  the	
  “bystander	
  effect”	
  so	
  that	
  they	
  
recognize	
  that	
  most	
  of	
  their	
  peers	
  are	
  ready	
  and	
  willing	
  
to	
  help	
  –	
  they	
  just	
  need	
  to	
  reach	
  out	
  to	
  them.	
  	
  	
  

•  Use	
  our	
  bystander	
  scenarios	
  as	
  training	
  and	
  the	
  basis	
  
for	
  discussion	
  in	
  health	
  classes	
  as	
  to	
  how	
  to	
  intervene	
  
safely.	
  

•  Set	
  up	
  character	
  recogni)on	
  awards:	
  if	
  a	
  teacher	
  sees	
  a	
  
student	
  being	
  a	
  good	
  bystander,	
  they	
  can	
  submit	
  a	
  
write-­‐up	
  and	
  the	
  student	
  will	
  be	
  rewarded	
  in	
  some	
  
way,	
  or	
  their	
  picture	
  and	
  their	
  “story”	
  can	
  be	
  put	
  on	
  a	
  
bulle)n	
  board.	
  



Sleep	
  

•  Sleep	
  depriva)on	
  has	
  a	
  huge	
  impact	
  on	
  
	
  students’	
  ability	
  to	
  learn	
  in	
  school.	
  
•  Adolescents	
  need	
  9.25	
  hours	
  of	
  sleep	
  per	
  
	
  night.	
  
•  Only	
  41%	
  of	
  5th	
  and	
  6th	
  graders	
  said	
  they	
  were	
  
	
  sa)sfied	
  with	
  their	
  sleep	
  every	
  night	
  during	
  
	
  the	
  last	
  2	
  weeks;	
  21%	
  said	
  they	
  had	
  arrived	
  late	
  
to	
  class	
  at	
  least	
  once	
  in	
  the	
  last	
  2	
  weeks	
  because	
  
they	
  overslept.	
  



These numbers are comparable to other schools; 41% said they felt satisfied with their sleep every night and
11% said only 0-2 times in the last two weeks. Many of the other 5th and 6th graders taking this survey are
in middle school which is probably why their negative numbers are higher.

SSHS1: In the last two weeks, how often have you felt satisfied with your 
sleep?

0.00%	
  

10.00%	
  

20.00%	
  

30.00%	
  

40.00%	
  

50.00%	
  

60.00%	
  

0-­‐2	
  Jmes	
   Several	
  Jmes	
   Everyday/night	
  

Pe
rc
en

t	
  
of
	
  S
tu
de

nt
s	
  

Response	
  

Beecher	
  2011	
  

Beecher	
  2010	
  

All	
  5th	
  and	
  6th	
  Graders	
  



SSHS23: In the last two weeks, how often have you arrived late to class 
because you overslept?

The results here are consistent with last year and other schools - 79% of students say they have never arrived
late to class in the last 2 weeks because they overslept.
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Sleep	
  -­‐	
  Recommenda)ons	
  

•  Increase	
  awareness	
  of	
  devasta)ng	
  effects	
  of	
  
sleep	
  depriva)on	
  (our	
  sleep	
  videos)	
  

•  Time	
  management	
  skills	
  so	
  kids	
  avoid	
  
homework	
  late	
  at	
  night	
  

•  Increase	
  awareness	
  of	
  effects	
  of	
  computer/
video	
  games	
  just	
  before	
  bed	
  (need	
  for	
  wind-­‐
down	
  quiet	
  )me)	
  –	
  make	
  this	
  informa)on	
  
available	
  for	
  parents	
  and	
  students.	
  



Weight	
  Bias	
  

•	
  Most	
  bullying	
  stems	
  from	
  “differences”.	
  
•	
  Many	
  overweight	
  (and	
  some	
  underweight)	
  

	
  	
  	
  students	
  are	
  bullied,	
  or	
  subjected	
  to	
  cruel	
  

	
  	
  	
  remarks,	
  about	
  their	
  appearance.	
  

•	
  Weight	
  bias	
  is	
  common	
  throughout	
  life;	
  efforts	
  

	
  	
  	
  to	
  educate	
  kids	
  about	
  the	
  issue	
  will	
  reap	
  

	
  	
  	
  results	
  throughout	
  life.	
  



These numbers are higher than last year
(14.74% overall) and much higher for boys
(15.05% last year) but lower for girls (14.43%
last year). Other schools on average have a
lower incidence of weight bias (13.15%).

YWBM1: In the past year, have 
you been teased, bullied, 

treated badly, or harassed 
because of your weight?

No	
  
84.88%	
  

Yes	
  
15.12%	
  

All	
  Beecher	
  Students	
  Spring	
  2011	
  

No	
  
81.82
%	
  

Yes	
  
18.18
%	
  

Male	
  Students	
  
Spring	
  2011	
  

No	
  
88.30
%	
  

Yes	
  
11.70
%	
  

Female	
  Students	
  
Spring	
  2011	
  



Weight	
  -­‐	
  Recommenda)ons	
  

•  Gym	
  teachers	
  looking	
  out	
  for	
  overweight/
underweight	
  kids	
  

•  Educa)on	
  about	
  proper	
  nutri)on	
  and	
  foods	
  to	
  
avoid	
  

•  Zero	
  tolerance	
  of	
  “weight	
  bias”	
  remarks	
  

•  21	
  minute	
  video	
  on	
  “Weight	
  Bias	
  at	
  Home	
  and	
  
School”	
  at	
  www.yaleruddcenter.org	
  (for	
  
teachers	
  and/or	
  students)	
  



Loneliness	
  

•	
  Loneliness	
  is	
  a	
  common	
  problem	
  among	
  
adolescents	
  as	
  they	
  move	
  away	
  from	
  their	
  
families	
  towards	
  their	
  friends	
  but	
  omen	
  
experience	
  ups	
  and	
  downs	
  with	
  friendships.	
  

•	
  We	
  look	
  at	
  4	
  indicators	
  of	
  loneliness:	
  feeling	
  

	
  “alone”,	
  feeling	
  “lem	
  out”,	
  having	
  people	
  to	
  

	
  “talk	
  to”,	
  having	
  people	
  to	
  “turn	
  to”.	
  



Ninety percent of students never or rarely feel alone;  4 students (2%) always feel alone.

LS4: How often do you feel alone?

0.00%	
  

10.00%	
  

20.00%	
  

30.00%	
  

40.00%	
  

50.00%	
  

60.00%	
  

70.00%	
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   Rarely	
   SomeJmes	
   Always	
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  S
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nt
s	
  

Response	
  

Beecher	
  2011	
  

Beecher	
  2010	
  

All	
  5th	
  and	
  6th	
  Graders	
  



Eighty-three percent of students never or rarely feel left out; 3 students (1.5%) always feel left out.

LS11: How often do you feel left out?
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All	
  5th	
  and	
  6th	
  Graders	
  



These numbers are surprisingly consistent with last year and with other schools. Seventy-four percent of
students feel there is always someone they can talk to; 17 students (8%) feel there is rarely or never
someone they can talk to.

LS19: How often do you feel that there are people you can talk to?

0.00%	
  

10.00%	
  

20.00%	
  

30.00%	
  

40.00%	
  

50.00%	
  

60.00%	
  

70.00%	
  

80.00%	
  

Always	
   SomeJmes	
   Rarely	
   Never	
  

Pe
rc
en

t	
  
of
	
  S
tu
de

nt
s	
  

Response	
  

Beecher	
  2011	
  

Beecher	
  2010	
  

All	
  5th	
  and	
  6th	
  Graders	
  



Seventy-one percent of students feel there is always someone they can turn to; 18 students (9%) feel there is
rarely or never someone they can turn to.

LS20: How often do you feel that there are people you can turn to?
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10.00%	
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  2010	
  

All	
  5th	
  and	
  6th	
  Graders	
  



Loneliness	
  
Loneliness	
   is	
   a	
   key	
   warning	
   sign	
   of	
   depression,	
   and	
  
poten)al	
  suicidal	
  tendencies.	
  

Recommenda)ons:	
  

•  The	
  Guidance	
  Department	
  promoted	
  as	
  
confiden)al	
  /	
  available.	
  	
  Guidance	
  should	
  use	
  our	
  
VideoBook	
  as	
  an	
  ice-­‐breaker	
  to	
  talk	
  to	
  kids	
  about	
  
issues	
  of	
  bullying,	
  loneliness,	
  friendships	
  etc.	
  

•  Mentoring	
  programs	
  
•  Teachers	
  (especially	
  of	
  extra-­‐curricular	
  ac)vi)es)	
  
reaching	
  out	
  to	
  kids	
  who	
  are	
  more	
  isolated	
  



School	
  Climate	
  Project	
  –	
  	
  
Interven)on	
  Program	
  

•  Interven)on	
  1	
  –	
  VideoBook	
  Five	
  Mission	
  Program	
  
The	
  VideoBook	
  was	
  sent	
  to	
  20	
  (10%)	
  students	
  whose	
  survey	
  results	
  
indicated	
  they	
  were	
  at	
  least	
  somewhat	
  distressed	
  by	
  bullying.	
  

•  Interven)on	
  2	
  -­‐	
  Family	
  called	
  by	
  an	
  independent	
  Psychologist	
  
Ten	
  students	
  (5%)	
  were	
  iden)fied	
  as	
  having	
  high	
  survey	
  scores	
  that	
  
indicated	
  that	
  the	
  student	
  was	
  at	
  emo)onal	
  risk*.	
  	
  (All	
  of	
  these	
  were	
  
also	
  sent	
  the	
  VideoBook.)	
  
When	
  the	
  families	
  were	
  contacted	
  by	
  the	
  psychologist,	
  several	
  students	
  
were	
  already	
  in	
  therapy	
  and	
  many	
  families	
  had	
  lengthy	
  conversa)ons	
  
with	
  the	
  psychologist	
  and	
  were	
  offered	
  referrals	
  to	
  medical	
  
specialists.	
  	
  	
  
*	
  They	
  scored	
  highly	
  on	
  5	
  or	
  more	
  of	
  the	
  ques)onnaires	
  out	
  of	
  18	
  



THE	
  END	
  

Prepared	
  by:	
  
•	
  Dickon	
  Pownall-­‐Gray	
  
President,	
  SBC,	
  Inc.	
  
dickonpg@optonline.net	
  
203-­‐222-­‐1587	
  and	
  

•	
  Kiki	
  Cahn	
  
Chief	
  Opera)ng	
  Officer,	
  SBC,	
  Inc.	
  
ksdc@sbcglobal.net	
  
203-­‐227-­‐1369	
  
	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
  The	
  Surviving	
  Bullies	
  Charity,	
  Inc.	
  2011	
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ASSESSING STUDENT LEARNING

 "Not everything measurable 
is important and not 
everything important is 
measurable.”

Albert Einstein
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ASSESSING STUDENT LEARNING

 “The goal is to transform 
data into information, 
and information into 
insight.”

Carly Fiorina
Former CEO of Hewlett-Packard Corp.
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CMT Data Analysis  On the one hand, CMT data is critical.
 On the other hand, CMT data is only one 

of several assessments that help us 
transform information into insight.

 Examples of other assessments:
 Observation

 Columbia Teacher’s College Literacy 
Assessment

 Writing Prompts

 Formative assessments/Common assessments

 Running records in reading

 Unit tests

 “Pre” and “post” assessments 

 For the purposes of this presentation, we 
will focus on the CMT
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How the CMT reports 
results

 Pre-determined score 
ranges place achievement 
into five categories:

1 – Below basic (has little grasp of 
subject matter)
2 – Basic (has some knowledge)
3 – Proficient (has fairly good 
knowledge)
4 – Goal (has a very good grasp of 
subject matter)
5 – Advanced (has exceptional 
understanding)

All Connecticut public school 
students* in grades 3 – 8 take the 
CMT annually.
Areas tested are: mathematics, 
reading, writing and science (gr. 5 
and 8 only).
A few basic understandings help us 
look at CMT results and gain insight 
into achievement.

* Through the Planning and Placement Team, a 
small number of special education students may 
be exempt from all or part of the CMT. The CMT is 
not administered in non-public schools.
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OVERALL CMT RESULTS SUMMARY

 The vast majority of students achieve in the goal and 
advanced performance range.

 Every single exiting sixth grader was at or above goal in 
reading. That’s 100%.

 Our students make noteworthy positive growth over time.
 They are among the top achievers in the state.

Remember these performance bands
Below basic – Basic – Proficient – Goal – Advanced
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A DEEPER LOOK – MATHEMATICS
PERCENT OF STUDENTS BY PERFORMANCE LEVEL

Grade % Below 
Basic % Basic % 

Proficient % Goal % 
Advanced

3
4
5
6

2.2 1.1
1.9 1.0
0.0 1.8
0.0 1.0

15.2
13.3
8.1
3.1

39.1 42.4
28.6 55.2
30.6 59.5
19.8 76.0

Our goal: No child in 
the basic or below 
basic range.

Represents about 
9 children

Represents 
about
41 children 

Represents 
about 363 
children
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A DEEPER LOOK – READING
PERCENT OF STUDENTS BY PERFORMANCE LEVEL

Grade % Below 
Basic % Basic % 

Proficient % Goal % 
Advanced

3
4
5
6

6.7 5.6
4.9 2.9
5.5 1.8
0.0 0.0

14.6
5.8

10.9
0.0

50.6 22.5
58.3 28.2
42.7 39.1
28.7 71.3

Represents about 
28 children

Represents 
about
33 children 

Represents 
about 355 
children
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A DEEPER LOOK – WRITING
PERCENT OF STUDENTS BY PERFORMANCE LEVEL

Grade % Below 
Basic % Basic % 

Proficient % Goal % 
Advanced

3
4
5
6

3.3 6.7
2.8 3.7
1.7 1.7
0.0 1.0

14.4
15.9
11.2
13.3

33.3 42.2
21.5 56.1
42.2 43.1
53.1 32.7

Represents about 
21 children

Represents 
about
57 children 

Represents 
about 338 
children

WOODBRIDGE CMT PRESENTAT ION -  
SEPTEMBER 2011 9



A DEEPER LOOK – SCIENCE
PERCENT OF STUDENTS BY PERFORMANCE LEVEL

Grade % Below 
Basic % Basic % 

Proficient % Goal % 
Advanced

5 2.6 1.7 12.8 47.9 35.0

Represents 5 
children

Represents 
15 children 

Represents 
97 children
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Undisputed Fact:
The vast majority of BRS students 

perform at the
GOAL and ADVANCED

performance levels.

CMT DATA SUPPORTS
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 ”… make things as 
simple as possible, 
but not simpler.”
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V
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A
LE SC

O
RES

 A tool, developed by the Connecticut 
State Department of Education, helps us 
derive insights to growth over time.

 Vertical Scale Scores:
 Measure change or growth across grades
 Track the same students as they move from 

one grade to the next
 Developed in content areas of reading and 

mathematics
 Applied to individuals and groups of students
 Provide a clear picture of CMT assessment 

over time
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 The science of testing and measurement 
has made it possible to validly compare 
CMT tests that have different characteristics 
and items, but have similar content.

 A student’s vertical scale score of “xxx” in 
grade 3 math can be accurately  
compared to subsequent math vertical 
scale scores as the student progresses 
through the grades.

 Vertical scale scores provide an empirically 
correct picture of change over time.
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 CMT Vertical Scale Scores define stages of 
learning in math and reading.
 Stage 1, Stage 2, Stage 3, Stage 4 and Stage 5.

 Each stage has specific criteria for math 
and reading skills.

 Students move from one stage to the next.
 Over many years they progress through the 

five stages.
 Ultimately they reach Stage 5 where they 

demonstrate extensive knowledge of all 
assessed math content, and,

 have exceptional ability to read and 
respond to informational and literary texts 
without assistance.
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Vertical Scale Score 
Woodbridge Reading 
Grade 6
The blue line represents READING 
growth over time for last year’s 
sixth grade students.
The green line represents the state 
as a whole.
We can use the vertical scale 
scores to accurately track growth 
in reading.
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Vertical Scale Score 
Woodbridge Reading 
Grade 6

When this group of students was 
in grade 3, they were already 
near the top end of Stage 2, 
compared with the state at the 
top of Stage 1.
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Vertical Scale Score 
Woodbridge Reading 
Grade 6

When they were tested in 
grade 4, they were near the top 
of Stage 3. 
The state was at the top of 
Stage 2.
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Vertical Scale Score 
Woodbridge Reading 
Grade 6

In grade 5, they made more 
growth bringing them in the top 
half of Stage 4.
The state was at the mid-point 
of Stage 3.
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Vertical Scale Score 
Woodbridge Reading 
Grade 6
Finally, in grade 6, our students 
were near the top of Stage 5.

The state was almost to the mid
-point of Stage 4. 

WOODBRIDGE CMT PRESENTAT ION -  
SEPTEMBER 2011 22



VERTICAL SCALE SCORES SIDE BY SIDE
Woodbridge through 

grade 6 READING
A DRG B district through 

grade 8 READING

Identical VSS scores of 552

552 552

515 in 6th grade
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Woodbridge through grade 6 READING A DRG B district through grade 8 READING

A VSS score of “552” is “552” no matter when it is achieved.
The reading abilities of the 6th graders are identical to the 
reading abilities of the 8th graders.

Identical VSS scores of 552

552 552
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge Math
Grade 6
The blue line represents our last 
year’s sixth grade students’ MATH 
growth over time. 

The green line represents the state 
as a whole.
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge Math
Grade 6

Continuous strong 

growth over time.
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge MATH 
Grade 5
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 6 students
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge MATH
Grade 5
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 6 students
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge MATH
Grade 5
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 6 students
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge MATH
Grade 5
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 6 students

Continuous strong 

growth over time.
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge READING  
Grade 5
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 6 students

WOODBRIDGE CMT PRESENTAT ION -  
SEPTEMBER 2011 31



Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge READING  
Grade 5
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 6 students
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge READING  
Grade 5
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 6 students
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge READING  
Grade 5
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 6 students

Continuous strong 

growth over time.
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge MATH 
Grade 4
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 5 students
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge MATH 
Grade 4
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 5 students
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge MATH 
Grade 4
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 5 students

Continuous strong 

growth over time.
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge READING 
Grade 4
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 5 students
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge READING 
Grade 4
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 5 students
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Vertical Scale Scores 
Woodbridge READING 
Grade 4
Blue line: Scores for our 
current grade 5 students

Continuous strong 

growth over time.
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WHO GETS THIS INFORMATION?

The Schools Parents and the Public
 The state provides the 

district with numerous hard 
copies of several different 
types of reports.

 School districts also have 
online access to restricted 
information pertinent to 
their town.

 Parents get a four-page 
report providing significant 
detail about their child’s 
performance on the days 
they were tested.

 It includes vertical scale 
scores when possible, as 
well as the performance 
range band.

 The public can access more 
general information at the 
www.ctreports.com website

WOODBRIDGE CMT PRESENTAT ION -  
SEPTEMBER 2011 41



• State reports give extensive 
information about exactly 
where our students are strong 
and where they need 
strengthening.

• From an individual and school 
wide perspective we have the 
insights to specific skill areas 
that we will address and 
bolster.

“Turn data into information, 
and information into insight.”

And, insight
into action.
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Time

Estimating solutions to 
problems

Equivalent fractions, 
decimals and percents

Mathematical 
applications

Data, Information, 
Insight, ACTION

20 out of 25 assessed 
skills are mastered by 
91% or more of these 
students.

80%
EXAMPLE 90%+
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CMT DATA TELLS A STORY

 In-depth look at individual, 
small groups, large groups 
and whole district 
achievement

 Implications of the data 
turn into action

 Woodbridge students 
perform exceptionally well 
as a whole.

 Provides opportunities for 
celebration and further 
improvement.
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NEXT STEPS

 Become a researcher: Browse the fascinating CMT 
public reports online at www.ctreports.com

 Develop the Woodbridge CMT Action Plan to address 
the insights provided by the data.

 Continue to uncover every child’s pathway to 
academically advance and grow over time.

 Celebrate the strengths of our students, their teachers 
and their family support.
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Thank you for your attention.



MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF EDUCATION POLICY COMMITTEE 
Thursday, September 1, 2011 

District Office Conference Room 
 Beecher Road School South 

 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER:  Margaret Hamilton, Board Chair called the meeting to order at 6:03 PM. 
 
IN ATTENDANCE:  David Bernard, Matthew Gilbride, Margaret Hamilton, Sheila McCreven, Board of 
Education Members; Dr. Guy Stella, Superintendent and Marsha DeGennaro, Clerk of the Board. 
 
Ms. Hamilton announced that Mr. Bernard will be the new Committee Chair. Policy 9132 was 
reviewed and additional changes were made. The Committee drafted language for creation of 9132.2 
(Policy Committee); 9132.3 (Curriculum); 9132.4 (Finance). The committee will consult with CABE to 
ascertain which policies require immediate review for compliance based on recent legislative 
changes. 
 
It was agreed the committee would review the 1000 Series on September 20 at 6:00 PM. Additional 
meetings were scheduled for October 6 and 27 at 6:00 PM. 
 
 
 
MEETING ADJOURNED:   8:12 PM 
 
 
 
 
Recorded by Marsha DeGennaro 
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