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                        K-12 Standardized Test Achievement ï North Shore Schools   Click For Table of Contents 

 

Performance Over Time 

 

 

New York State Math Assessment ï Grades 3 to 7 

 

Cohorts of students are indicated by a common color.  Cohorts perform at a level similar to or 

higher than the previous year as proficiency and mastery rates in mathematics rise for each 

cohort of students as they move from grade 3 to grade 7. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mathematics Regents Examinations ï Middle School and High School 

 

While proficiency rates in Mathematics examinations has remained near 100% or moved towards 

that level, there is still room for growth in the area of mastery.  Nevertheless, mastery rates have 

grown considerably higher from 2014 to 2019.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

  2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Proficiency Rates % 
Math 3  66 78 68 81 83 86 89 
Math 4  69 74 75 81 90 93 90 
Math 5  61 79 79 82 82 88 92 
Math 6  62 68 67 66 80 88 87 
Math 7  57 61 60 75 72 80 92 

Mastery Rates % 
Math 3  29 34 26 46 46 50 53 
Math 4  29 43 37 45 52 69 71 
Math 5  28 37 40 44 45 59 71 
Math 6  29 30 31 39 53 57 59 
Math 7  10 17 18 22 21 37 60 

 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Proficiency Rates % 
Algebra 100 100 99 100 99 100 
Geometry 88 91 92 98 98 98 
Algebra 2   99 99 99 100 

Mastery Rates % 
Algebra 17 21 53 66 42 53 
Geometry  19 17 29 45 51 
Algebra 2   44 45 50 56 
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K-12 Standardized Test Achievement ï North Shore Schools  

 

Performance Over Time 

 

 

Science Assessments and Regents Examinations 

 

Similarly, proficiency and mastery rates in Science assessment performance have grown 

considerably higher from 2013 to 2019.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Proficiency Rates % 
Grade 4 100 98 98 99 98 100 99 
Living Environment  99 100 98 97.7 99.6 98 99.5 
Physical Setting/Earth 

Science 
89 91 94 92 91 98 95 

Physical 

Setting/Chemistry 
82 87 91 94 97 89 96 

Physical 

Setting/Physics 
79 91 96 92 84 82 94 

Mastery Rates % 
Grade 4 84 87 75 73 78 87 80 
Living Environment  66 67 65 59 65 72 68 
Physical Setting/Earth 

Science 
63 55 56 59 62 74 70 

Physical 

Setting/Chemistry 
29 34 32 46 44 37 45 

Physical 

Setting/Physics 
36 51 53 47 30 33 62 
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                   Grades 4-7 New York State Standardized Test Achievement   Click For Table of Contents 

 

Student Growth Over Time 

 

Students Who Showed Stronger Performance Compared to the Prior Year 

 

 From 2016-2017 From 2017-2018 From 2018-2019 

Grade 4 33% 47% 37% 

Grade 5 27% 32% 29% 

Grade 6 28% 32% 19% 

Grade 7 18% 16% 28% 

 

The chart above demonstrates that with consistency, students not only demonstrate proficiency on 

more challenging content compared to a previous school year, but they actually perform at a higher 

level with more complex content.  

 

North Shore has the highest ñlearning rateò in Nassau County. 

 

North Shore CSD demonstrates the highest year to year learning growth in Nassau County (along 

with Garden City).  Our learning rate of 20% as documented by the nationwide Stanford 

Education Opportunity project ( https://edopportunity.org/ ), is also higher than any of our 

comparison districts, some of which measure higher in overall wealth.  The learning rate is based 

on changes in average test scores from each year and grade to the next year and grade (e.g. 

changes from 2015 3rd-grade scores to 2016 4th-grade scores). The learning rates are calculated 

using standardized math and English Language Arts (ELA) tests taken by public school students 

in grades 3 through 8 between 2009 and 2016.   

 

 

 

https://edopportunity.org/
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                                K-12 New York State Standardized Test Achievement     Click For Table of Contents 

 

Comparison to Similar  Districts 

 

 

New York State Assessments 

 

Elementary Mathematics  
 North 

Shore 

New 

York 

State 

Garden 

City  

Manhasset Jericho Syosset Great 

Neck 

Port 

Washington 

Roslyn East 

Williston  

Oyster  

Bay 

Locust 

Valley 

Rockville 

Centre 

District Rank 

Out Of 

Comparison 

Districts  

Proficiency Rates % 
Math 3 89 55 84 85 86 87 85 68 80 89 68 83 85 1 

Math 4 90 50 78 85 90 89 83 69 79 86 78 90 71 1 

Math 5 92 46 72 77 88 85 85 67 79 87 60 82 71 1 

Mastery Rates % 
Math 3 53 24 48 52 61 55 59 27 47 55 29 36 49 4 

Math 4 71 26 43 56 77 60 65 35 53 68 47 69 34 2 

Math 5 71 24 37 45 70 61 60 34 55 63 29 61 37 1 

 

Elementary Science  
 North 

Shore 

New 

York 

State 

Garden 

City  

Manhasset Jericho Syosset Great 

Neck 

Port 

Washington 

Roslyn East 

Williston  

Oyster  

Bay 

Locust 

Valley 

Rockville 

Centre 

District Rank 

Out Of 

Comparison 

Districts  

Proficiency Rates % 
Science 4 99  99 97 98 100 94 96 92 97 98 100 99 2 

Mastery Rates % 
Science 4 80  75 80 88 81 74 69 58 78 73 88 76 3 

 

Middle School Mathematics  
 North 

Shore 

New 

York 

State 

Garden 

City  

Manhasset Jericho Syosset Great 

Neck 

Port 

Washington 

Roslyn East 

Williston  

Oyster  

Bay 

Locust 

Valley 

Rockville 

Centre 

District Rank 

Out Of 

Comparison 

Districts  

Proficiency Rates % 
Math 6 87 47 86 85 91 88 80 77 81 89 70 75 64 4 

Math 7 92 43 88 80 89 87 84 81 81 89 73 77 73 1 

Mastery Rates % 
Math 6 59 23 46 60 71 59 62 44 50 65 37 55 25 5 

Math 7 60 21 72 43 65 56 59 52 50 66 36 40 27 4 
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K-12 New York State Standardized Test Achievement 

 

Comparison to Similar Districts 

 

 

 

Mathematics Regents Examinations 

 

Algebra I (North Shore Middle School) 
 North 

Shore 

New 

York 

State 

Garden 

City  

Manhasset Jericho Syosset Great 

Neck 

Port 

Washington 

Roslyn East 

Williston  

Oyster  

Bay 

Locust 

Valley 

Rockville 

Centre 

District Rank 

Out Of 

Comparison 

Districts  

Proficiency Rates 
Algebra 1 100 71 100 99 99 98 98 93 97 96 86 91 90 1 

Mastery Rates 
Algebra 1 53 16 65 73 77 64 63 45 65 51 25 50 37 7 

 

 

 

Geometry 
 North 

Shore 

New 

York 

State 

Garden 

City  

Manhasset Jericho Syosset Great 

Neck 

Port 

Washington 

Roslyn East 

Williston  

Oyster  

Bay 

Locust 

Valley 

Rockville 

Centre 

District Rank 

Out Of 

Comparison 

Districts  

Proficiency Rates 
Geometry 98 70 98 99 98 94 98 89 92 92 80 88 86 1 

Mastery Rates 
Geometry 51 22 57 70 78 51 60 38 46 43 31 46 31 4 

 

 

 

Algebra 2 
 North 

Shore 

New 

York 

State 

Garden 

City  

Manhasset Jericho Syosset Great 

Neck 

Port 

Washington 

Roslyn East 

Williston  

Oyster  

Bay 

Locust 

Valley 

Rockville 

Centre 

District Rank 

Out Of 

Comparison 

Districts  

Proficiency Rates 
Algebra 2 100 83 100 100 98 100 98 96 98 94 94 91 91 1 

Mastery Rates 
Algebra 2 56 22 54 65 73 59 57 41 46 43 32 36 19 5 
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K-12 New York State Standardized Test Achievement 

 

Comparison to Similar Districts 

 

 

 

Science Regents Examinations 

 

Living Environment (North Shore Middle School) 
 North 

Shore 

New 

York 

State 

Garden 

City  

Manhasset Jericho Syosset Great 

Neck 

Port 

Washington 

Roslyn East 

Williston  

Oyster  

Bay 

Locust 

Valley 

Rockville 

Centre 

District 

Rank Out Of 

Comparison 

Districts  

Proficiency Rates 
Living 

Environment 

99.5 73 99 98 99 99 98 92 98 98 93 90 98 1 

Mastery Rates 
Living 

Environment 

68.3 30 88 75 88 76 76 55 79 62 60 56 61 5 

 
 
Physical Setting/Earth Science 

 North 

Shore 

New 

York 

State 

Garden 

City  

Manhasset Jericho Syosset Great 

Neck 

Port 

Washington 

Roslyn East 

Williston  

Oyster  

Bay 

Locust 

Valley 

Rockville 

Centre 

District Rank 

Out Of 

Comparison 

Districts  

Proficiency Rates 
Earth 
Science 

95 69 97 97 95 97 92 93 88 97 82 87 86 2 

Mastery Rates 
Earth 

Science 

70 32 78 74 79 73 68 67 46 79 48 46 49 5 

 
 
Physical Setting/Chemistry 

 North 

Shore 

Nassau 

County 

Garden 

City  

Manhasset Jericho Syosset Great 

Neck 

Port 

Washington 

Roslyn East 

Williston  

Oyster  

Bay 

Locust 

Valley 

Rockville 

Centre 

District Rank 

Out Of 

Comparison 

Districts  

Proficiency Rates 
Chemistry 96 73 99 96 97 97 95 94 94 95 81 81 78 3 

Mastery Rates 
Chemistry 45 22 44 50 59 46 55 49 39 44 38 32 19 6 

 
 
Physical Setting/Physics 

 North 

Shore 

New 

York 

State 

Garden 

City  

Manhasset Jericho Syosset Great 

Neck 

Port 

Washington 

Roslyn East 

Williston  

Oyster  

Bay 

Locust 

Valley 

Rockville 

Centre 

District Rank 

Out Of 

Comparison 

Districts  

Proficiency Rates 
Physics 94 82 98 89 98 94 95 97 67 93 85 88 85 4 

Mastery Rates 
Physics 62 43 78 57 83 56 64 75 17 21 44 59 34 5 
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                   Advanced Placement and International Baccalaureate Performance  Click For Table of Contents 
 

 

Advanced Placement Performance  

 

North Shore students perform earn more scores of 3,4 and 5 than students in other schools within our region.  This pattern has 

grown from 2013 to 2019.  

 
 

Mathematics 

 

AP ï Mean Score 

 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Calculus AB 3.55 4.47 1.69 2.96 3.13 
NYS Average (2.96) 

Calculus BC 4.70 4.40 3.36 4.05 4.71 
NYS Average (3.91) 

Statistics 2.89 2.70 2.06 3.18 3.21 
NYS Average (2.85) 

 

IB ï Mean Score 

 

 2017 2018 2019 

Math Studies SL 6.13  
World Average (4.3) 

6.09  
World Average (4.21) 

6.04  
World Average (4.16) 

Mathematics SL 5.33 
World Average (4.38) 

4.88  
World Average (4.26) 

5.00  
World Average (4.18) 
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Individual Math Exam Data 

 



 11 
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Mathematics AP and IB Exams Analysis: 

 

North Shore student performance on both AP and IB examinations in Mathematics continues to 

stay well above the regional average (world average in the case of IB) and increase over time on 
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most examinations.  As is the pattern with Regents examinations, a goal is to increase the 

percentage of students who attain mastery levels on these examinations. 
Science 

 

AP ï Mean Score 

 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Biology 3.55 3.08 3.48 3.61 3.24 
NYS Average (3.00) 

Chemistry 3.56 2.67 3.75 3.18 3.36 
NYS Average (2.99) 

Physics 1 3.06 3.13 2.5 3.68 4.15 
NYS Average (2.89) 

Physics C 4.1 3.83 3.18 4.00 4.29 
NYS Average (3.81) 

 

IB ï Mean Score 

 

 2017 2018 2019 

Biology HL 4.23  

World Average (4.32) 

4.50  

World Average (4.35) 

4.94  

World Average (4.34) 

Chemistry SL 4.71 

World Average (3.96) 

4.00  

World Average (3.99) 

3.77  

World Average (4.00) 

Physics HL 3.55  

World Average (4.65) 

4.06  

World Average (4.65) 

4.69 

World Average (4.65) 

 

Individual Science Exam Data 
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Science AP and IB Exams Analysis: 

 
Biology continues to be our strongest performing AP exam by most metrics used. 

Physics is a standout for the 100% quality index in 2019.  Also, our quality index (levels 3,4,5) on all 

exams continues to outpace the region. 
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Chemistry is a one year SL class that also prepares students to take the AP exam. Students must come 

from Honors Chemistry in grade 10 in order to be fully prepared (prerequisite). Chemistry students must 

also complete the IA (internal assessment) and the group 4 project which could negatively impact AP 

performance because it ñeats upò class-time. 
 
Since our Chemistry and Physics AP teachers also teach regents sections, they are well versed in NGSS 

practices that serve to help instruction at all levels. This is not the case in Biology where exposure to 

NGSS only takes place at Professional Development.  We have observed that AP Biology teachers still 

pull from NGSS strategies and try and incorporate them when possible. The NGSS is designed to take a 

shorter but deeper dive into science topics. Many AP classes have far too much content to properly utilize 

these practices. Our teachers do a good job of deciding what works best for their students. 

 

 
AP/IB Biology HL -1 students modeling secondary and tertiary structures of proteins 
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                                         Standardized Test Participation and Equity Analysis              Click For Table of Contents 

 
Opt-Out Percentages/Participation Rates ï 2019 Snapshot 

Participation rates in all assessments, including elementary Mathematics and Science that some students ñopt outò of taking, have 

increased since 2013.  Students who do not participate represent a typical distribution of students (in terms of academic 

performance at North Shore) and therefore we do not believe that 100% participation in elementary assessments would lead to 

drastically lower proficiency rates.   Common assessments and the new universal screening tools such as the Renaissance STAR 

assessments will help us to provide a more quantitative comparison of this assertion in the future.  

 

Assessment/Examination Participation Number 

Grade 3 Mathematics 152/210 

Grade 4 Mathematics 145/196 

Grade 5 Mathematics 121/182 

Grade 6 Mathematics 112/197 

Grade 7 Mathematics 89/199 

Algebra 1 182 

Geometry 179 

Algebra 2 218 

Grade 4 Science 163/193 

Living Environment  208 

Earth Science 179 

Chemistry 230 

Physics  65 

 

 

Gender and Performance - Longitudinal View: 2017 to 2019  

The data in the three - year analysis below shows no pattern in differential performance between male and female students.  

 
 
Grade 3 Math 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 87.4 89.2 51.7 53.8 

2018 85.1 87.9 58.1 40.9 

2017 80.8 83.8 47.1 44.2 

 
Grade 4 Math 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 92.2 88.2 71.4 70.6 

2018 91.8 94.4 68.5 70.4 

2017 75.9 81.4 51.7 51.4 

 
Grade 5 Math 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 91.8 91.8 68.5 75.5 

2018 89.5 84.6 64.6 53.9 

2017 74.6 86.9 36.5 52.5 

 
Grade 6 Math 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 85.7 87.5 60.7 57.1 

2018 87 87.9 53.7 60.3 

2017 81.8 78.0 50.9 52.5 

 
Grade 7 Math 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 87.2 97.6 51.1 69.0 

2018 73.7 85.2 40.4 34.4 

2017 75.4 67.9 23.1 18.9 
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Algebra 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 100 100 52.1 53.4 

2018 98.8 100 36.6 46.6 

2017 100 100 70.3 61.5 

 
Geometry 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 98.8 97.8 48.2 53.9 

2018 99.2 96.9 47.2 42.5 

2017 91.1 92.5 25.6 32.7 

 
Algebra 2 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 100 100 61.2 50.5 

2018 97.7 100 47.1 52.9 

2017 100 98.9 27.8 52.2 

 
 
Grade 4 Science 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 100 98.7 76.7 83.1 

2018 100 100 86.7 88.1 

2017 97.3 97.6 78.4 77.6 

 
Living Environment 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 99.1 100 72 64.4 

2018 100 100 50 42.9 

2017 100 88.9 16.7 33.3 

 
 
Earth Science 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 95.5 94.3 67 70.5 

2018 97.5 97.3 74.6 70.9 

2017 90.3 91.6 57 65.4 

 
Chemistry 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 95.5 96.4 45 44.1 

2018 88.6 89.2 33 41.2 

2017 97.9 96 37.9 49 

 
Physics 

 Male Proficiency% Female Proficiency% Male 
Mastery% 

Female 
Mastery% 

2019 95 92 67.5 52 

2018 79.6 84 24.4 42 

2017 83.9 84 35.5 22 
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Disability Status ï Longitudinal View: 2017 to 2019 

The data in the three - year analysis below shows that in almost all cases, proficiency and mastery rates for students with 

disabilities increased from 2017 to 2019.   This is still an area where continued progress is necessary and will be attended to 

through supervision, professional development and curriculum writing.  
 
Grade 3 Math 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 64.3 90.6 35.7 54.3 

2018 54.5 89.1 36.4 51.2 

2017 50 87.5 12.5 51 

 
Grade 4 Math 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 66.7 91.9 44.4 72.8 

2018 82.4 94.5 35.3 74.5 

2017 36.4 82.9 18.2 54.7 

 
Grade 5 Math 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 75 94.3 50 74.5 

2018 28.6 93.7 14.3 63.8 

2017 42.9 85.9 0 50 

 
Grade 6 Math 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 16.7  95 8.3 65 

2018 53.8 91.9 7.7 63.6 

2017 45.5 83.5 9.1 56.3 

 
Grade 7 Math 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 54.5 97.4 9.1 66.7 

2018 33.3 84.9 8.3 40.6 

2017 18.2 77.6 0 23.4 

 
Algebra 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 100 100 17.4 57.9 

2018 100 99.3 11.8 45.1 

2017 100 100 30 69.8 

 
Geometry 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 100 100 20.5 55.4 

2018 91.4 99.1 14.3 49.8 

2017 71.4 95.3 0 34.3 

 
Algebra 2 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 100 100 8.3 58.4 

2018 91.7 100 12.5 55.8 

2017 93.8 100 18.8 48.1 

 
Grade 4 Science 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 100 99.3 47.1 83.6 

2018 100 100 68.4 90.2 

2017 87.5 98.6 43.8 81.8 

 
Living Environment 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 97.3 100 32.4 76 

2018 95 98.7 40 79.9 

2017 100 99.5 29.7 71.3 
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Earth Science 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 81.8 97.9 33.3 76.9 

2018 87.5 99.5 35 80.7 

2017 75.8 94 9.1 71.9 

 
Chemistry 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 82.6 97.5 8.7 48.7 

2018 72 91.5 4 42.4 

2017 86.2 98.8 17.2 48.2 

 
Physics 

 Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Non-Disabled  
Proficiency% 

Disabled  
Mastery% 

Non-Disabled 
Mastery % 

2019 100 93.4 0 65.6 

2018 90 80.9 40 32.6 

2017 83.3 84 33.3 29.2 
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Race, Ethnicity and Socio-Economic Status ï 2019 Snapshot Detail 

An analysis of the 2019 New York State assessments and Regents examinations shows some patterns of difference in 

performance proficiency and mastery for ELL eligible students and students who are categorized as coming from a low-income 

family.  This pattern warrants further investigation as to why these differences exist.  The performance of ELL eligible students is 

benefitting within North Shore internal assessments and examinations because of the strong ELL co-teaching and support 

program that has been established by our administrative team in consultation with Ana Aguiar.  

 

Grade 3 Math 2019 

 
 
 
Grade 4 Math 2019 

 
 
 
 
Grade 5 Math 2019 
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Grade 6 Math 2019 

 
 
 
Grade 7 Math 2019 

 
 
 
Algebra 1 
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Geometry 

 
 
 
Algebra 2 

 
 
 
 



 25 

Grade 4 Science 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Living Environment 

 
 
 
 
Earth Science 
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Chemistry  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Physics 
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                  Elementary Math: Strengths and Needs Analysis   Click For Table of Contents 
 

 

Strengths ~ Third Grade Math - District  

Overall  

On 12 of the 27 multiple choice items for which data are available, over 85% of North Shore students responded 

correctly to the item. On 3 of the 7 constructed response items, North Shore students, on average, received over 85% 

of the points available.  

Across all items, the average percentage of North Shore students who responded correctly to an item was 79.2%. 

This was 9.0% higher than the average percentage of students in the region who responded correctly to an item.  
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On 33 of the 34 items for which data are available, North Shore students outperformed the students in the region by 

percentages ranging from 1.1% to 25.1%.  

Curriculum Standards  

An analysis of performance by domain suggests that Geometry, Measurement and Data, Numbers and Operations ï 

Base Ten, and Operations and Algebraic Thinking are areas of particular strength. The average performance of 

North Shore students on the items within the Geometry domain was 86.2%. The average gaps between the 

performance of North Shore students and the students in the region for the domains of Geometry, Measurement and 

Data, Numbers and Operations ï Base Ten, and Operations and Algebraic Thinking were 9.2%, 10.9%, 10.9%, and 

8.1%, respectively.  

Geometry  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Geometry on one multiple choice items.  

On the single multiple choice items in this domain, more than 86.2% of the North Shore students answered the item 

correctly. On the item, North Shore students outperformed students in the region by 9.2%.  

Measurement and Data  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Measurement and Data on seven multiple choice items 

and two constructed response items.  

On two of the seven multiple choice items in this domain, more than 85% of the North Shore students answered the 

item correctly. On all items within the domain, North Shore students outperformed students in the region, with 

associated percentages ranging from 2.2% to 25.1%.  

Areas of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming students in the 

region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included 4 of the 9 items related to the following Standards:  

¶ CC.3.MD.1 which requires students to tell and write time to the nearest minute and measure time intervals 

in minutes as well as to solve word problems involving addition and subtraction of time intervals in 

minutes, e.g., by representing the problem on a number line diagram.  

¶ CC.3.MD.6 which requires students to measure areas by counting unit squares (square cm, square m, 

square in, square ft., and improvised units.  

¶ CC.3.MD.7c which requires students to use tiling to show in a concrete case that the area of a rectangle 

with whole-number side lengths a and b + c is the sum of a x b and a x c and to use area models to 

represent the distributive property in mathematical reasoning.  

¶ CC.3.MD.7d which requires students to recognize area as additive and to find areas of rectilinear figures by 

decomposing them into non-overlapping rectangles and adding the areas of the non-overlapping parts, 

applying this technique to solve real world problems.  

Numbers and Operations in Base Ten  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Numbers and Operations in Base Ten on one multiple 

choice item and one constructed response item.  

On both of the items, North Shore students outperformed students in the region, with percentages ranging of 1.1% 

and 20.6%.  

An area of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming students in 

the region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included an item related to the following Standard:  
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Å CC.3.NBT.3 which requires students to multiply one-digit whole numbers by multiples of 10 in the range 10ï90 

(e.g., 9 × 80, 5 × 60) using strategies based on place value and properties of operations.  

Number and Operations - Fractions  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Numbers and Operations - Fractions on four multiple 

choice items and two constructed response items.  

On two multiple choice items and one constructed response item in this domain, more than 85% of the North Shore 

students answered the item correctly. On five of the six items, North Shore students outperformed students in the 

region, as indicated by percentages ranging from 3.3% to 16.2%.  

Areas of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming students in the 

region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included three items related to the following Standards:  

¶ CC.3.NF.1 which requires students which requires students to understand a fraction 1/b as the quantity 

formed by 1 part when a whole is partitioned into b equal parts; understand a fraction a/b as the quantity 

formed by a parts of size 1/b.  

¶ CC.3.NF.3a which requires students to explain equivalence of fractions in special cases, and compare 

fractions by reasoning about their size. Specifically, students must understand two fractions as equivalent 

(equal) if they are the same size or the same point on a number line.  

¶ CC.3.NF.3d which requires students to compare two fractions with the same numerator or the same 

denominator by reasoning about their size, to recognize that comparisons are valid only when the two 

fractions refer to the same whole, and to record the results of comparisons with the symbols >, =, or <, and 

justify the conclusions, e.g., by using a visual fraction model.  

Operations and Algebraic Thinking  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Operations and Algebraic Thinking on 

fourteen multiple choice items and two constructed response items.  

On seven of the fourteen multiple choice items in this domain, more than 85% of the North Shore students 

answered the item correctly. On both constructed response items, North Shore students, on average, 

received over 85% of the available points. On all 15 items, North Shore students outperformed students in 

the region by percentages ranging from 2.7% to 21.7%.  

Areas of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming 

students in the region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included six items related to the 

following Standards:  

Å CC.3.OA.2 which requires students to interpret whole-number quotients of whole numbers, e.g., interpret 56 ÷ 8 as 

the number of objects in each share when 56 objects are partitioned equally into 8 shares, or as a number of shares 

when 56 objects are partitioned into equal shares of 8 objects each.  

¶ CC.3.OA.3 which requires students to use multiplication and division within 100 to solve word problems in 

situations involving equal groups, arrays, and measurement quantities, e.g., by using drawings and 

equations with a symbol for the unknown number to represent the problem.  

¶ CC.3.OA.5 which requires students to apply properties of operations as strategies to multiply and divide.  

¶ CC.3.OA.6 which requires students to understand division as an unknown-factor problem.  

¶ CC.3.OA.8 which requires students to solve two- step word problems using the four operations, represent 

these problems using equations with a letter standing for the unknown quantity, and assess the 

reasonableness of answers using mental computation and estimation strategies including rounding.  
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Item Type  

On average, North Shore students responded correctly to 79.5% of the multiple choice items for which data 

are available, exceeding the performance of the region by 7.2%.  

Moreover, on average, North Shore students received 78.1% of the available points on constructed response 

items, exceeding the performance of the region by 15.8%, suggesting the strength of the students in 

responding to complex problems, showing their work, and explaining their thinking.  
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Strengths ~ Fourth Grade Math ~ District  

Overall  

On 17 of the 30 multiple choice items for which data are available, over 85% of North Shore students responded 

correctly to the item. On 2 of the 7 constructed response items, the percentage of available points received by the 

North Shore students, on average, exceeded 85%.  

Across all items, the average percentage of North Shore students who responded correctly to an item was 84.7%. 

This was 13.0% higher than the average percentage of students in the region who responded correctly to an item.  

On 36 of the 37 items, North Shore students outperformed the students in the region by percentages ranging from 

2.4% to 23.6%, as indicated by the district gaps.  

Curriculum Standards  

An analysis of performance by domain suggests that all of the domains, specifically Geometry, Measurement and 

Data, Numbers and Operations ï Base Ten, Numbers and Operations ï Fractions, and Operations and Algebraic 

Thinking are areas of particular strength, with the average gaps between the performance of North Shore students 

and the students in the region at 11.0%, 13.6%, 16.8%, 11.7%, and 11.2%, respectively.  

Geometry  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Geometry on one multiple choice item and one 

constructed response item.  

On the constructed response item in the domain, North Shore students outperformed students in the region by 

15.2%.  

Areas of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming students in the 

region by percentages greater than or equal 10%, included one item related to the following Standard:  

Å CC.4.G.2 which requires students to classify two-dimensional figures based on the presence or absence of parallel 

or perpendicular lines, or the presence or absence of angles of a specified size as well as to recognize right triangles 

and to identify right triangles.  

Measurement and Data  

Student demonstrated their understanding of the concepts and facility with the skills of the domain of Measurement 

and Data through their performance on seven multiple choice items and one constructed response item.  

On two of the seven multiple choice items in this domain, more than 85% of the North Shore students answered the 

item correctly. On six of the seven items within the domain, North Shore students outperformed students in the 

region by percentages ranging from 10.5% to 20.6%.  

Areas of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming students in the 

region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included 7 items related to the following Standards:  

¶ CC.3.MD.4 which requires students to solve real world and mathematical problems involving perimeters of 

polygons, including finding the perimeter given the side lengths, finding an unknown side length, and 

exhibiting rectangles with the same perimeter and different areas or with the same area and different 

perimeters.  
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¶ CC.4.MD.3 which requires students to apply the area and perimeter formulas for rectangles in real world 

and mathematical problems.  

¶ CC.4.MD.4 which requires student to make a line plot to display a data set of measurements in fractions of 

a unit (1/2, 1/4, 1/8) and to solve problems involving addition and subtraction of fractions by using 

information presented in line plots. For example, from a line plot find and interpret the difference in length 

between the longest and shortest specimens in an insect collection.  

¶ CC.4.MD.5b which requires students to understand that an angle that turns through n one-degree angles is 

said to have an angle measure of n degrees.  

¶ CC.4.MD.6 which requires students to multiply or divide to solve word problems involving multiplicative 

comparison, e.g., by using drawings and equations with a symbol for the unknown number to represent the 

problem, distinguishing multiplicative comparison from additive comparison.  

¶ CC.4.MD.7 which requires students to recognize angle measure as additive; when an angle is decomposed 

into non-overlapping parts, the angle measure of the whole is the sum of the angle measures of the parts; 

and solve addition and subtraction problems to find unknown angles on a diagram in real world and 

mathematical problems, e.g., by using an equation with a symbol for the unknown angle measure.  

The inclusion of a third grade Standard relates to the assessment of third grade Standards introduced after 

the administration of the third grade math assessment in 2018.  

Numbers and Operations - Base Ten  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Numbers and Operations in Base Ten on five 

multiple choice items and three constructed response items.  

On 4 of the 5 items multiple choice items in this domain, more than 85% of the North Shore students 

answered the item correctly. On one of the constructed response items, North Shore students obtained, on 

average, more than 85% of the available points.  

On all eight items in the domain, North Shore students outperformed students in the region by percentages 

ranging from 11.0% to 23.6%.  

Areas of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming 

students in the region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included eight items related to the 

following Standards:  

¶ CC.4.NBT.1 which requires students to recognize that in a multi- digit whole number, a digit in one place 

represents ten times what it represents in the place to its right. For example, recognize that 700 ÷ 70 = 10 

by applying concepts of place value and division.  

¶ CC.4.NBT.2 which requires students to read and write multi-digit whole numbers using base-ten numerals, 

number names, and expanded form as well as to compare two multi-digit numbers based on meanings of 

the digits in each place, using >, =, and < symbols to record the results of comparisons.  

¶ CC.4.NBT.3 which requires students to use place value understanding to round multi-digit whole numbers 

to any place.  

¶ CC.4.NBT.5 which requires students to multiply a whole number of up to four digits by a one- digit whole 

number, and multiply two two- digit numbers, using strategies based on place value and the properties of 

operations. Illustrate and explain the calculation by using equations, rectangular arrays, and/or area models.  

¶ CC.4.NBT.6 which requires students to rind whole- number quotients and remainders with up to four- digit 

dividends and one- digit divisors, using strategies based on place value, the properties of operations, and/or 

the relationship between multiplication and division and to illustrate and explain the calculation by using 

equations, rectangular arrays, and/or area models.  

Number and Operations - Fractions  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Numbers and Operations ï Fractions on eight 

multiple choice items and two constructed response items.  
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On 5 of the 8 multiple choice items in this domain, more than 85% of the North Shore students answered 

the item correctly. On 1 of the 2 constructed response items in this domain, North Shore students received, 

on average, more than 85% of the available points.  

On all of the items in the domain, North Shore students outperformed students in the region by percentages ranging 

from 3.4% to 19.4%.  

Areas of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming students in the 

region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included 6 items related to the following Standards:  

¶ CC.4.NF.1 which requires students to explain why a fraction a/b is equivalent to a fraction (n × a)/(n × b) 

by using visual fraction models, with attention to how the number and size of the parts differ even though 

the two fractions themselves are the same size and to use this principle to recognize and generate equivalent 

fractions.  

¶ CC.4.NF.2 which requires students to compare two fractions with different numerators and different 

denominators, e.g., by creating common denominators or numerators, or by comparing to a benchmark 

fraction such as 1ù2, to recognize that comparisons are valid only when the two fractions refer to the same 

whole, and to record the results of comparisons with symbols >, =, or <, and justify the conclusions, e.g., 

by using a visual fraction model.  

¶ CC.4.NF.3a which requires students to understand addition and subtraction of fractions as joining and 

separating parts referring to the same whole.  

¶ CC.4.NF.3c which requires students to add and subtract mixed numbers with like denominators, e.g., by 

replacing each mixed number with an equivalent fraction, and/or by using properties of operations and the 

relationship between addition and subtraction.  

¶ CC.4.NF.3d which requires students to solve word problems involving addition and subtraction of fractions 

referring to the same whole and having like denominators, e.g., by using visual fraction models and 

equations to represent the problem.  

¶ CC.4.NF.4b which requires students to understand a multiple of a/b as a multiple of 1/b, and use this 

understanding to multiply a fraction by a whole number.  

Operations and Algebraic Thinking  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Operations and Algebraic Thinking on nine 

multiple choice items.  

On six of the nine multiple choice items, more than 85% of the North Shore students answered the item 

correctly.  

On all of the items in the domain, North Shore students outperformed students in the region by percentages 

ranging from 2.4% to 22.9%.  

Areas of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming 

students in the region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included five items related to the 

following Standards:  

¶ CC.4.OA.1 which requires students to interpret a multiplication equation as a comparison, e.g., interpret 35 

= 5 × 7 as a statement that 35 is 5 times as many as 7 and 7 times as many as 5 as well as to represent 

verbal statements of multiplicative comparisons as multiplication equations.  

¶ CC.4.OA.2 which requires students to multiply or divide to solve word problems involving multiplicative 

comparison, e.g., by using drawings and equations with a symbol for the unknown number to represent the 

problem, distinguishing multiplicative comparison from additive comparison.  

¶ CC.4.OA.3 which requires students to solve multistep word problems posed with whole numbers and 

having whole- number answers using the four operations, including problems in which remainders must be 

interpreted, represent these problems using equations with a letter standing for the unknown quantity, and 
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assess the reasonableness of answers using mental computation and estimation strategies including 

rounding.  

¶ CC.4.OA.5 which requires students to generate a number or shape pattern that follows a given rule and to 

identify apparent features of the pattern that were not explicit in the rule itself. 

Item Type  

On average, North Shore students responded correctly to 85.4% of the multiple choice items for which data are 

available, exceeding the performance of the region by 12.2%.  

On average, North Shore students received 81.5% of the available points on constructed response items, exceeding 

the performance of the region by 16.5%, suggesting the strength of the students in responding to complex problems, 

showing their work, and explaining their thinking.  
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Strengths ~ Fifth Grade Math ~ District  

Overall  

On 19 of the 31 multiple choice items for which data are available, over 85% of North Shore students responded 

correctly to the item. On 3 of the 7 constructed response items, North Shore students obtained over 85% of the 

available points.  

Across all items, the average percentage of North Shore students who responded correctly to an item was 85.3%. 

This was 17.3% higher than the average percentage of students in the region who responded correctly to an item.  

On all of the 38 items, North Shore students outperformed the students in the region by percentages ranging from 

7.5% to 30.3%.  

Curriculum Standards  

An analysis of performance by domain suggests that all of the domains, specifically Geometry, Measurement and 

Data, Numbers and Operations ï Base Ten, Numbers and Operations ï Fractions, and Operations and Algebraic 

Thinking were all areas of strength, with the average gaps between the performance of North Shore students and the 

students in the region at 10.3%, 17.4%, 15.6%, 19.2%, and 12.5%, respectively.  

Geometry  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Geometry on a single multiple choice items.  

On the item in the domain, the percentage of students responding correctly to the item was 91.8% and North Shore 

students outperformed students in the region by 10.3%  

Areas of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming students in the 

region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included the item related to the following Standard:  

Å CC.5.G.3 which requires students to understand that attributes belonging to a category of two-dimensional figures 

also belong to all subcategories of that category.  

Measurement and Data  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Measurement and Data on 8 multiple choice items and 2 

constructed response items.  

On four of the eight multiple choice items in this domain, more than 85% of the North Shore students answered the 

item correctly. On one of the two constructed response items, North Shore students obtained more than 85% of the 

available points. On all ten items within the domain, North Shore students outperformed students in the region by 

percentages ranging from 7.5% to 30.3%.  

Areas of relative strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming students in the 

region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included nine items related to the following Standards:  

¶ CC.4.MD.1 which requires students to know relative sizes of measurement units within one system of units 

including km, m, cm; kg, g; lb, oz; l, ml; hr, min, sec; to express measurements in a larger unit in terms of a 

smaller unit within a single system of measurement; and to record measurement equivalents in a two- 

column table.  

¶ CC.4.MD.2 which requires students to use the four operations to solve word problems involving distances, 

intervals of time, liquid volumes, masses of objects, and money, including problems involving simple 

fractions or decimals, and problems that require expressing measurements given in a larger unit in terms of 
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a smaller unit and to represent measurement quantities using diagrams such as number line diagrams that 

feature a measurement scale.  

¶ CC.5.MD.1 which requires students to convert among different- sized standard measurement units within a 

given measurement system (e.g., convert 5 cm to 0.05 m), and use these conversions in solving multi- step, 

real world problems.  

¶ CC.5.MD.2 which requires students to make a line plot to display a data set of measurements in fractions of 

a unit (1/2, 1/4, 1/8) and to use operations on fractions for this grade to solve problems involving 

information presented in line plots. For example, given different measurements of liquid in identical 

beakers, find the amount of liquid each beaker would contain if the total amount in all the beakers were 

redistributed equally.  

¶ CC.5.MD.4 which requires students to measure volumes by counting unit cubes, using cubic cm, cubic in, 

cubic ft., and improvised units. 

CC.5.MD.5a which requires students to find the volume of a right rectangular prism with whole-number 

side lengths by packing it with unit cubes, and show that the volume is the same as would be found by 

multiplying the edge lengths, equivalently by multiplying the height by the area of the base as well as to 

represent threefold whole-number products as volumes, e.g., to represent the associative property of 

multiplication  

¶ CC.5.MD.5c which requires student to recognize volume as additive and to find volumes of solid figures 

composed of two non-overlapping right rectangular prisms by adding the volumes of the non-overlapping 

parts, applying this technique to solve real world problems.  

Numbers and Operations - Base Ten  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Numbers and Operations in Base Ten on 7 

multiple choice items and 2 constructed response items.  

On 6 of the 7 items multiple choice items in this domain, more than 85% of the North Shore students 

answered the item correctly. One of the two constructed response items within the domain, students 

received on average over 85% of the available points.  

On all 9 items in the domain, North Shore students outperformed students in the region by percentages 

ranging from 10.9% to 25.6%.  

Areas of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming 

students in the region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included nine items related to the 

following Standards:  

¶ CC.5.NBT.1 which requires student to recognize that in a multi-digit number, a digit in one place 

represents 10 times as much as it represents in the place to its right and 1/10 of what it represents in the 

place to its left.  

¶ CC.5.NBT.3a which requires students to read and write decimals to thousandths using base-ten numerals, 

number names, and expanded form, e.g., 347.392 = 3 × 100 + 4 × 10 + 7 × 1 + 3 × (1/10) + 9 × (1/100) + 2 

× (1/1000).  

¶ CC.5.NBT.3b which requires students to compare two decimals to thousandths based on meanings of the 

digits in each place, using >, =, and < symbols to record the results of comparisons.  

¶ CC.5.NBT.4 which requires students to round decimals to any place.  

¶ CC.5.NBT.6 which requires students to find whole-number quotients of whole numbers with up to four-  

digit dividends and two-digit divisors, using strategies based on place value, the properties of operations, 

and/or the relationship between multiplication and division and to illustrate and explain the calculation by 

using equations, rectangular arrays, and/or area models.  

¶ CC.5.NBT.7 which requires students to add, subtract, multiply, and divide decimals to hundredths, using 

concrete models or drawings and strategies based on place value, properties of operations, and/or the 
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relationship between addition and subtraction; relate the strategy to a written method and explain the 

reasoning used.  

Number and Operations - Fractions  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Numbers and Operations ï Fractions on 13 multiple 

choice items and 3 constructed response items.  

On 7 of the 13 multiple choice items in this domain, more than 85% of the North Shore students answered the item 

correctly. On one of the three constructed response items, North Shore students received, on average, more than 

85% of available points.  

On all of the items in the domain, North Shore students outperformed students in the region by percentages ranging 

from 8.8% to 26.4%.  

Areas of particular strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming students in the 

region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included 15 items related to the following Standards:  

¶ CC.4.NF.C.5 which requires students to express a fraction with denominator 10 as an equivalent fraction 

with denominator 100, and use this technique to add two fractions with respective denominators 10 and 

100.  

¶ CC.4.NF.C.6 which requires student to use decimal notation for fractions with denominators 10 or 100.  

¶ CC.5.NF.1 which requires students to add and subtract fractions with unlike denominators (including  

mixed numbers) by replacing given fractions with equivalent fractions in such a way as to produce an 

equivalent sum or difference of fractions with like denominators. For example, 2/3 + 5/4 = 8/12 + 15/12 = 

23/12. (In general, a/b + c/d = (ad + bc)/bd.)  

¶ CC.5.NF.2 which requires students to solve word problems involving addition and subtraction of fractions 

referring to the same whole, including cases of unlike denominators, e.g., by using visual fraction models 

or equations to represent the problem and to use benchmark fractions and number sense of fractions to 

estimate mentally and assess the reasonableness of answers.  

¶ CC.5.NF.4a which requires students to apply and extend previous understandings of multiplication to 

multiply a fraction or whole number by a fraction.  

¶ CC.5.NF.4b which requires student to find the area of a rectangle with fractional side lengths by tiling it 

with unit squares of the appropriate unit fraction side lengths, and show that the area is the same as would 

be found by multiplying the side lengths and to multiply fractional side lengths to find areas of rectangles, 

and represent fraction products as rectangular areas.  

¶ CC.5.NF.5a which requires student to interpret multiplication as scaling (resizing) by comparing the size of 

a product to the size of one factor on the basis of the size of the other factor, without performing the 

indicated multiplication.  

¶ CC.5.NF.5b which requires student to interpret multiplication as scaling (resizing) by explaining why 

multiplying a given number by a fraction greater than 1 results in a product greater than the given number 

(recognizing multiplication by whole numbers greater than 1 as a familiar case); explaining why 

multiplying a given number by a fraction less than 1 results in a product smaller than the given number; and 

relating the principle of fraction equivalence a/b = (n × a)/(n × b) to the effect of multiplying a/b by 1.  

¶ CC.5.NF.6 which requires students to solve real world problems involving multiplication of fractions and 

mixed numbers, e.g., by using visual fraction models or equations to represent the problem.  

¶ CC. 5. NF.B.7a which requires students to interpret division of a unit fraction by a non-zero whole number, 

and compute such quotients.  

¶ CC.5.NF.7c which requires students to solve real world problems involving division of unit fractions by 

non-zero whole numbers and division of whole numbers by unit fractions, e.g., by using visual fraction 

models and equations to represent the problem; for example, how much chocolate will each person get if 3 

people share 1/2 lb. of chocolate equally? How many 1/3-cup servings are in 2 cups of raisins?  
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Operations and Algebraic Thinking  

Students demonstrated their understanding of the domain of Operations and Algebraic Thinking on two multiple 

choice items.  

On one of the two multiple choice items, more than 85% of the North Shore students answered the item correctly.  

On both of the items in the domain, North Shore students outperformed students in the region by percentages of 

8.7% and 16.2%.  

An area of relative strength in this domain, as indicated by the students in North Shore outperforming students in the 

region by percentages greater than or equal to 10%, included one items related to the following Standard:  

Å CC.5.OA.A.1 which requires students to use parentheses, brackets, or braces in numerical expressions, and 

evaluate expressions with these symbols.  

Item Type  

On 19 of the 31 multiple choice items, more than 85 percent of the North Shore students responded correctly to the 

item. On average, 86.0% of the North Shore students responded correctly the multiple choice items, exceeding the 

performance of students in the region, on average, by 16.4%.  

The average number of points obtained on all constructed response items was 82.1%, exceeding the performance of 

students in the region, on average, by 21.1%. This provides additional evidence of our studentsô ability to unpack 

and solve complex problems, to show their work, and to explain their thinking.  

Areas of Focus ~ Fifth Grade Math ~ District  

For no items was the gap between the performance of North Shore students and the performance of the students in 

the region less than 10% while the percentage of students responding correctly to the item was less than 85%.  
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