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The Regents Are Coming, The Regents Are Coming!! 
Now is the Time for Guided Review 

 
by Fred Cohen, 

Nassau BOCES Data Warehouse Consultant 

 

In a perfect world, assessments would be both summative and formative, 

and the roles of accountability and instructional improvement would be 

one and the same, each feeding the other and offering feedback for teach-

ers.  The curriculum calendar would also be identical to the testing calen-

dar with assessments coming at the beginning of the last month of the year 

giving time for the grading of assessments and allowing for the return of 

papers and a review of the exams during the final week.  And this review 

would include reflections by both teachers and students on what worked, 

what didn’t work, and what strategies need to be revised for the following 

year. 
 

Since the world is not perfect, however, we must administer grade three 

through eight assessments in the third quarter and Regents exams follow-

ing the end of classes, offering no chance for students to review results.  

Just as unfortunate is that teachers can’t review their own successes until 

the following year’s instruction begins.  This is the reality we must face, 

so we should take maximum advantage of any reports now available to us. 
 

As the focus of elementary and middle school grades turns to testing in 

April, high schools should take the time to review all district and 

teacher gap reports to ensure that problem areas noted in September 

were sufficiently covered this year.  April, May and early June is a per-

fect time to start spiraling the curriculum with review questions from last 

year’s Regents, ensuring that students are on target, especially for those 

curriculum areas where the district or teacher underperformed the Nassau 

County region. 
 

Administrators should also take the time to review Regents grading 

practices that appear to show instructional weaknesses but may, instead, 

show grading anomalies disguised as curriculum issues.  And because dis-

tricts and departments often lack more global data from other departments 

or districts, decision making can be shortsighted. 
 

Since BOCES has the ability to view all districts and all departments, 

however, it is easier to see certain patterns and make informed compari-

sons.  The following analysis is called “A Tale of Three Districts.”  I hope 

it will provide insights to all district and high school personnel. 
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This analysis will be presented in three parts, one page for each district.  Each district is above 

average in size of enrollment.  Shown below is District A. 

 

At first glace, the results for 

the U.S. History Regents look 

uniformly excellent, with the 

district outscoring the region 

on almost all multiple choice 

(MC) questions and construct-

ed response (CR) questions.  

But a more careful analysis 

shows that the results on the 

CR questions are truly excep-

tional compared to the region, 

especially on the two five 

point essay questions.  How 

is the district to know, howev-

er, if these scores represent 

exceptional essay writing or 

perhaps somewhat generous 

ssay grading?   

 

A review of the June ELA 

Regents taken by the same 

students may be instructive.  

Note that on the MC ques-

tions the district outperformed 

the region by a relatively 

small margin partly because 

the region scored above 80% 

correct on all but three of the 

MC items.   
 

Yet on the three CR questions, including the critical lens essay, these same students were actu-

ally slightly below average when compared to the region.  Although essay writing skills in Eng-

lish and U.S. History are quite different, the dramatic disparity calls into question the grading 

consistency across departments.  Were English graders unduly rigorous or U.S. History graders 

unduly generous?  Generally, there is a consistency of exam performance within each exam be-

tween MC and CR questions.  When one part of the exam doesn’t “speak to the other,” as is seen 

here, comparing two exams taken by the same students may prove instructive.  Why would the 

same students write so well in U.S. History and so poorly in English, especially when the 

MC results are so similar for the two departments? 
 

Additional insights can be gleaned by looking at individual teacher results.  In the cases 

above, every teacher exhibited the same pattern within each department.  Since teachers often 

stress different parts of the curriculum, if the disparity in results were curriculum based, it is 

highly unlikely that every teacher would display the same pattern as others in that department. 

District A U.S. History 

District A English (ELA) 
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District B (below) is similar in demographics (low poverty) to District A, but District B adminis-

ters the English Regents to their Honors and AP students in January, so one has to analyze both 

the January English Regents taken by 25% or their students as well as the June Regents. 

 

As one views the U.S. History 

Gap Report for District B, one 

can see  the same MC pattern 

as District A.  Each district 

outperformed the Nassau 

County region by a moderate 

amount on almost all ques-

tions.  Yet in contrast to Dis-

trict A, the CR results, espe-

cially for the two five-point 

essay questions, is actually be-

low the region in dramatic 

contrast to District A.  Why? 

 

When we look for additional 

insights from the ELA Re-

gents, we must imagine a com-

posite of the two results to the 

left.  The first Gap Report is 

for the 25% of the junior class 

in Honors and AP programs, 

while the second is for those in 

regular Regents level classes. 

 

One can see that a composite 

Gap Report for both exams 

would show moderately above 

average results for both MC 

and CR questions.  Why then 

would the U.S. History re-

sults on the CR questions be 

so poor?  As it happens, once 

again, all teachers in both sub-

ject areas reflected these same 

patterns, making it most likely 

that undue rigor was applied in 

the grading of the U.S. History 

CR questions, especially on the 

two five-point essays. 

 

 

 

 

 

District B U.S. History 

District B English (ELA) January 

District B English (ELA) June 
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Finally, for comparison, examine District C which has a significantly higher poverty rate. 

 

District officials can quickly see that 

performance on both MC questions 

and CR questions is below the region 

on the U.S. History exam.  What is 

remarkable is that the results on 

the CR five-point essays are almost 

identical to district B’s results de-

spite the fact that the MC results av-

eraged at least 15 percentage points 

below district B’s MC results.  Does 

this mean that District C successfully 

stressed essay writing, or is the CR 

similarity more likely explained by 

grading anomalies. 

 

A review of the ELA Regents (all 

students take the English Regents in 

January) shows that essay writing on 

the CR questions matches perfectly 

with the MC results relative to the 

region.  One would expect, therefore, 

that the two halves of the U.S. Histo-

ry Regents, MC and CR, would be 

also be more closely aligned.   

 

What then are the overall insights to be learned from this tale of three districts?  First, the con-

clusions drawn must be considered conjectures needing further analysis, not established 

facts.  It is entirely possible that these results may have been caused by different levels of learn-

ing on the various parts of the exam.  But after examining hundreds of U.S. History and ELA 

Regents results, I have frequently seen a pattern of consistent grading on the two parts of the 

ELA exam, while there is a wide disparity between the two parts of the U.S. History exam.  At 

the very least, it behooves districts to review U.S. History (and Global History) grading to ensure 

that grading adheres strictly to SED guidelines, especially when the two parts of the exam do not 

align.  Grading on the two history exams, county-wide, has shown considerable variability. 

 

Any district wishing assistance in further analysis is invited to call the Instructional Data 

Warehouse for further review.  We invite all districts to take advantage of our available data 

analysis services at no additional charge to member districts. 

 

 

As always, IDW personnel are available to provide telephone assistance and in-district training 

for any district seeking to learn more about this newsletter or about other best practices for the 

IDW.  Call Fred Cohen at 608-6640 or Jane Boyd at 608-6612 to schedule a training session 

or to discuss any Instructional Data Warehouse questions. 

District C U.S. History 

District B English (ELA) January 


