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Joseph M. Nasif, Jr., Superintendent

5411 Students
414 Teachers
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Mathematics English Language Arts Rl Writing
(GRADE 8) (GRADE 8) (GRADE 7)
Percentage of 100( P . """"""" e 2
S )
students at each . 2 = Aghleved the Standard
Z with Honors
performance level 80 |- - Wl Q.. o7ty bl e )
- 34 a x D Achieved the Standard
56| % & 52
'f i 58| »
60| --| |------ 25| ... [ R Q- g. a.. 2 [] Nearly Achieved
Total 48 u 3 g o the Standard
percent proficient ] 18 o z 4 Z E
. —Z > 7] = — W D
in each subtest /o) Y [ P i A, (S — O----51 >l Q- > Below the Standard
> o
— & I 2 e i 8 Little Evidence
This ® 29 ; 2 o < w 5 ) ] ite €
5 5 0] 0] of Achievement
D'SWCVThe 20f--118 o % § ---------- % _(ZD 34 2 %
State — 2 b4 o 19 2 E £ M o score
ul¥ 8 g ENE St
0 T f Bar graphs may not sum
69 27 41 58 32 61 56 to 100% due to rounding.
%] %] %] 1% [ %] (%] [ %
2003 Assessment Results: High Schools
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Cumberland District

Information Works! School Year 2002-2003

2003 Proficiency by Student Characteristics

Elementary Schools
(1 year of assessment data)
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@ math M ELA

Missing data indicates fewer
than 10 students tested.
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2003 Proficiency by Student Characteristics

Middle schools

(1 year of assessment data)
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Missing data indicates fewer
than 10 students tested.
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2003 Proficiency by Student Characteristics

High schools

(1 year of assessment data)
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Missing data indicates fewer
than 10 students tested.
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Cumberland District

Information Works!

School Year 2002-2003

School Classification Indicators

(21 Targets)
Elementary Schools

Mathematics
D This district’s
index score
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English Language Arts
This district’s
index score
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Missing data indicates
fewer than 45
students in that group
over three years.

Index Scores and Targets
(3 years of assessment data)
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Index scores range from 0 to 100. They are based on the performance levels of all
students in both English language arts and mathematics, for all subtests, over
three years. For further detail, see the 2003 District Reports Cards at www.ridoe.net.
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School Classification Indicators

(21 Targets)
Middle Schools

Mathematics
This district’s
index score
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English Language Arts
D This district’s
index score
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Missing data indicates
fewer than 45
students in that group
over three years.

Index Scores and Targets
(3 years of assessment data)
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Index scores range from 0 to 100. They are based on the performance levels of all
students in both English language arts and mathematics, for all subtests, over
three years. For further detail, see the 2003 District Reports Cards at www.ridoe.net.
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100%

el Jusgmmmn | 95.0%

95.0%

80%

60%

97.8%
98.0%

40%

20%

0%
T

& <
— 2003 state

Math target

111 2003 state
ELA target

Attendance Rate
and Target
(1 year of data)

e | 90.0%

95.7%

> (&
g
<&

= 2003 state
attendance
target

School Classification Indicators

(21 Targets)
High Schools

Mathematics
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index score

=== 2003 state target

English Language Arts
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index score

111t 2003 state target

Missing data indicates
fewer than 45
students in that group
over three years.
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(3 years of assessment data)
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Index scores range from 0 to 100. They are based on the performance levels of all

students in both English language arts and mathematics, for all subtests, over

three years. For further detail, see the 2003 District Reports Cards at www.ridoe.net.
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Cumberland District

Information Works!

School Year 2002-2003

Student participationin | Student eligibility for Students from various Students receiving ESL/ Students receiving special
public school subsidized lunch programs | ethnic backgrounds bilingual education services | education services
11.3% 6% 12% 2% 1% 2% 14%
Characteristics 4% 2%
of students 5%
attending
school in
this district
88.1% 85% '93% | 98% 79%
[ public [ Not Eligible (] Afrfcan-Amen'can ' [T Non-Recipients ] Non-Recipi-ents
I Non-Public bl for Free o [ | Asian | Hispanic BMest  [silingual [] self-Contained
D Home Instructed D Eeguced Lunch \';lvat:li\;: American In Both Programs E gt:seori;c;grams
Subtest Total Number Below The Same As Above
of Schools Comparison Comparison Comparison
Number of schools Elementary School
in this district Mathematics (Skills) S CI R O B
whose students . Mathematics (Problem Solving) . S SAUURUINN IRUSR SUNUNN! DR S
met or exceeded English Language Arts (Reading: Analysis & Interpretation) 5 1 3 1
the standard " English Language Arts (Wiiting: Effectiveness) | 5| a o |1
compared with Middle School
similar students Mathematics (Skills) 2 0 1 1
statewide  Mathematics (Problem Solving) |2 e
__English Language Arts (Reading: Analysis & Interpretation) | 2 O CONUU SRR SO
English Language Arts (Writing: Effectiveness) 2 0 2 0
High School
Mathematics (Skills) SR R O O i
_Mathematics (Problem Solving) | . 1o O Lo
English Language Arts (Reading: Analysis & Interpretation) 1 0 0 1
_English Language Arts (Wiiting: Effectiveness) | ' o | o |1
Number and percent of schools Number and percent of schools
in each performance classification showing improvement Regents' Commended Schools
Number of schools 0
School 2 (25%) 2 (25%) 2 (25%)
performance 3 (38%)
and Schools identified for improvement
improvement \ /X N/ Number of schools ~ Percent of schools
in this district 4 (50%) Istyear 0 %
3 (38%)
2nd year 0 0%
. High Performing . Improving or Making Progress 3rd year 0 0%
|:| Moderately Performing |:| Sustaining
. In Need of Improvement . Insufficient Progress
This District The State
1.SALT Survey Teacher Response Rate (%) . ... 86 . 80 .
2. SALT Survey Student Response Rate (%) 90 86
3. SALT Survey Parent Response Rate (%6) 52 ST
Additional district 4. Dropout Rate (%) 7 19
Indicatars 5. St@bility Index 06) 98
6. Mobility Index (%) 6 20
7. Suspensions / Total # of Students U UTO3/SALL 44474159205
8.Crevances 06 369
9. Teacher Attendance (%) 98 97
10. Teachers with emergency/special provisional certification %) 2 T




Cumberland District

Information Works!

School Year 2002-2003

Total per pupil

expenditures for

all programs in
this district

Per pupil
expenditure is
not a simple
head-count, but a
count by full-time
equivalent.

Data source: In$ite

Total per pupil expenditures

including Other Commitments

$501
$459

$1,296

Total per pupil
expenditures

$4,855

Instruction
(see detail below)

Instructional Support
(see detail below)

. Operations

Leadership

(see detail below)

|:| Other Commitments
(includes costs for district students
taught outside of the district, debt
service for facilities construction/repair,
capital projects, retiree benefits, and
community service operations)

Total per pupil expenditures
excluding Other Commitments
and out-of-district students

$465

$1,314

$1,082

$4,923

Total per pupil
expenditures

$8,177 $7,784
Instruction Detail Instructional Support Detail Leadership Detail
Total $4,923 Total $1,082 Total $465
$53 $159 $64
$62
$481 $546
Details from
. 54
total per pupil 9
expenditures for $4,315 )
P i . Pupil support |:| Teacher support . Program support
all programs in guidance & cuniculum program
this district counseling development management [ school Management
[ classroom teachers library/media professional therapists 9
Dat. : Ingit B development ; .
a source: In$ite B substitute teachers extracurricular soe dert)ail below) psychologists [[] Program/Operations
student health sabbaticals evaluators Management
|:| Paraprofessionals & services personal
attendents . District Management

|:| Classroom technology

. Classroom materials
(including textbooks)

Professional Development Detail
(includes related substitute costs)

This District _$38

The State -$109

T T
$200  $300

social workers

$0 $100
FTE Students: Sources of Revenue
Educational Program The State This District This District (excludes food service and debt service)
Per Pupil Expenditures Per pupil expenditure is not a simple head-count, but a count by full-time equivalent.
3%
Tota Diosiosietnenitosbel S WO DA NS T
expenditures Limited English Proficiency $4886 $5392 110 31%
by educational | ...
program Special Education $28556 $25497 416
___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 66%
Vocational Education $12395 $8488 25
Expenditures Title | is a simple head-count.
Title | $783 $2355 93 [ tocal [] state [ Federal

Data source: In$ite

Data source: Form 31
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