


 
 

   
 

            
        

           
           

             
        

       

NOTE: 

Only documents that are incorporated by reference in your educator evaluation plan have been 
reviewed and are considered as part of your plan; therefore, any supplemental documents such as 
memorandums of agreement or understanding that were uploaded with your plan but are not 
incorporated by reference in your plan have not been reviewed. However, the Department reserves 
the right to review the uploaded attachments at any time for consistency with your plan and/or to 
ensure compliance with applicable laws and regulations; and as a result of such review, the 
Department may reject your plan and/or require corrective action. 
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Disclaimers 
For guidance related to Educator Evaluation plans, see NYSED Educator Evaluation Guidance. For a definition of terms related to Educator Evaluation, see 

the Educator Evaluation Glossary. 

The Department will review the contents of each local educational agency's (LEA) Educator Evaluation plan as submitted using this online form, including required 

attachments, to determine if the plan rigorously complies with Education Law §3012-d and Subpart 30-3 of the Rules of the Board of Regents. Department approval 

does not imply endorsement of specific educational approaches in an LEA's plan. 

The Department reserves the right to request further information from an LEA to monitor compliance with Education Law §3012-d and Subpart 30-3 of the Rules of 

the Board of Regents. Each LEA is required to keep detailed records on file for each section of the currently implemented Educator Evaluation plan. Such detailed 

records must be provided to the Department upon request. The Department reserves the right to disapprove or require modification of an LEA's plan that does not 

rigorously adhere to the requirements of Education Law §3012-d and Subpart 30-3 of the Rules of the Board of Regents. 

The Department will not review any attachments other than those required in the online form. Any additional attachments supplied by the LEA are for informational 

purposes only for the teachers and principals reviewed under this Educator Evaluation plan. Statements and/or materials in such additional attachments have not been 

approved and/or endorsed by the Department. However, the Department considers void any other signed agreements between and among parties in any form that 

prevent, conflict, or interfere with full implementation of the Educator Evaluation plan approved by the Department. The Department also reserves the right to request 

further information from the LEA, as necessary, as part of its review of this plan. 

If the Department reasonably believes through investigation, or otherwise, that statements made in this Educator Evaluation plan are not true or accurate, it reserves the 

right to reject or disapprove this plan at any time and/or to request additional information to determine the truth and/or accuracy of such statements. 

Educator Evaluation Assurances 

Please read the assurances below and check each box. 
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• third party assessments; or 

• locally-developed assessments (district-, BOCES-, or regionally-developed). 

HEDI Scoring Bands 

Highly Effective Effective Developing Ineffective 
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SLO Assurances 

Please read the assurances below and check each box. 
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Other Courses 
Please only check the box below if none of the options for other courses in the table above are applicable (e.g., 
teachers of art, music, and physical education use different measures and asessments). 

Individual teachers of other courses are listed in the next section with corresponding measures and assessments. 
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Optional Student Performance Subcomponent 
For guidance on the optional subcomponent of the Student Performance category, see NYSED Educator Evaluation Guidance. 

Percentage of Student Performance category to be locally determined if selected. 

Such second measure shall apply in a consistent manner, to the extent practicable, across all classrooms in the same grade/subject in the LEA and be a locally 
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Teacher Observation Category 
For guidance on the Teacher Observation category, see NYSED Educator Evaluation Guidance. For a definition of terms used in this section, see the Educator 

Evaluation Glossary. 

Teacher Practice Rubric 

Select a teacher practice rubric from the menu of State-approved rubrics to assess teacher practice based on the 

NYS Teaching Standards. 

Rubric Name If more than one rubric is utilized, 

please indicate the group(s) of 

teachers each rubric applies to. 

NYSUT Teacher Practice Rubric (2012 Edition) (No Response) 

Please read the assurances below and check each box. 

Assure that the same rubric(s) is (are) used for all classroom teachers in a grade/subject across the LEA, provided that LEAs may locally 

determine whether to use different rubrics for teachers who teach different grades and/or subjects during the school year as indicated in the table 

above. 

Assure that the same rubric(s) is (are) used for all observations of a classroom teacher across the observation types in a given school year. 

Rubric Rating Process 
For more information on the Teacher Observation category see NYSED Educator Evaluation Guidance. For a definition of terms used in this section, see the Educator 

Evaluation Glossary. 

The following is one example of how an LEA might score teacher observations using the selected practice rubric: Domains 1-4 of the Danielson rubric have been 

negotiated as observable. Domains 2 and 3 are weighted as 40% each, and Domains 1 and 4 are weighted as 10% each. For each observation, evidence is collected 

for all observed subcomponents in a domain. A holistic domain score is then determined for each teacher. These domain scores are weighted as indicated above to 

reach a final score for each observation. Scores for each observation are weighted equally and averaged to reach a final score for each observation type. The LEA 

will ensure that all subcomponents designated as observable will be addressed at least once across the observation cycle.   

Use the following section to describe the process for rating and scoring the selected practice rubric consistent with the Department’s regulations. 

Please read the assurances below and check each box. 

Assure that the designation of components of the selected practice rubric as observable is locally negotiated. 

Assure that all components of the selected practice rubric designated as observable are assessed at least once and that each of the NYS Teaching 

Standards is covered across the total number of annual observations. 

Assure that a component designated as ineffective is rated one (1), a component designated as developing is rated two (2), a component 

designated as effective is rated three (3), and a component designated as highly effective is rated four (4). 

Assure that the process for assigning scores and/or ratings for each teacher observation is consistent with locally determined processes, including 

practice rubric component weighting consistent with the description in this plan. 

At what level are the observable components of the selected rubric(s) rated?   

Subcomponent level (each observable subcomponent receives a rating) 

How are the observable components of the selected rubric(s) weighted? 

Each component is weighted equally and averaged 

Scoring the Observation Category 
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There are two types of observation within the required observation subcomponent: 

1. Observations by principal(s) or other trained administrators 

2. Observations by impartial independent trained evaluator(s) 

If an evaluator conducts multiple observations of the same type, how are those observations weighted? 
(e.g., If a principal conducts two observations, one announced and one unannounced, are those two observations 
weighted equally and averaged to result in one final score for observations by principal(s) or other trained 
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