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Articulating comprehensive, coherent reform agenda (5 out of 5)

Securing LEA commitment (39 out of 45)

Translating LEA participation into statewide impact (11 out of 15)

Ensuring the capacity to implement (19 out of 20)

Using broad stakeholder support (10 out of 10)

Making progress in each reform area (5 out of 5)

Improving student outcomes (20 out of 25)

Participating in consortium developing high-quality standards (20 out of 20)

Adopting standards (20 out of 20)

Developing and implementing common, high-quality assessments (10 out of 10)

Supporting the transition to enhanced standards and high-quality assessments (20 out of 20)

Fully implementing a statewide longitudinal data system (24 out of 24)

Accessing and using State data (5 out of 5)

Using data to improve instruction (17 out of 18)

Providing high-quality pathways for aspiring teachers and principals (19 out of 21)

Measuring student growth (5 out of 5)

Developing evaluation systems (13 out of 15)

Conducting annual evaluations (9 out of 10)

Using evaluations to inform key decisions (28 out of 28)

Ensuring equitable distribution in high-poverty or high-minority schoolsn  (13 out of 15)

Ensuring equitable distribution in hard-to-staff subjects and specialty areas (9 out of 10)

Improving the effectiveness of teacher and principal preparation programs (14 out of 14)

Providing effective support to teachers and principals (18 out of 20)

Intervening in the lowest-achieving schools and LEAs (10 out of 10)

Identifying the persistently lowest-achieving schools (5 out of 5)

Turning around the persistently lowest-achieving schools (33 out of 35)

Making education funding a priority (10 out of 10)

Ensuring successful conditions for high-performing charter & other innovative schools (36 of 40)

Demonstrating other significant reform conditions (4 out of 5)

Emphasis on STEM (Science, Technology, Engineering, Mathematics) (15 out of 15)

HOW NEW YORK MADE IT TO THE TOP
Change in Race to the Top Scores by Criteria

NY Change from Phase 1 Average of Other Finalists Change from Phase 1

Criteria (New York Phase 2 score & total possible points in parens)

A. STATE SUCCESS FACTORS 

 

B. STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENTS 

 

C. DATA SYSTEMS TO SUPPORT INSTRUCTION 

 

D. GREAT TEACHERS AND LEADERS 

 

E.  TURNING AROUND THE LOWEST PERFORMING SCHOOLS 

 

F.  GENERAL 

 

SOURCE:  NYS Council of School Superintendents analysis of U.S. education Department data accessed here on Sept. 1, 2010: http://www2.ed.gov/programs/racetothetop/phase2-applications/index.htmlapplications/detail-chart.xls  
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