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School Classification Indicators

(21 Targets)
Elementary Schools

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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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)

High Schools Index Scores and Targets
(3 years of assessment data)
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Information Works!

School Year 2002-2003

Student participation in
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Exeter-West Greenwich 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
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$631

$1,711

$1,181

$5,929

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,
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Total per pupil expenditures
excluding Other Commitments
and out-of-district students
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$6,022

Total per pupil
expenditures

capital projects, retiree benefits, and
community service operations)

Total per pupil
expenditures
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$9,600

Details from
total per pupil
expenditures for
all programs in
this district

Data source: In$ite
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Total $6,022
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counseling development management
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& services sabbaticals personal
attendents
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(includes related substitute costs)

[ s

Leadership Detail
$641

Total

$109

$32

$500

. School Management

|:| Program/Operations
Management

. District Management

The State -$109
I T T
$0 $100 $200 $300
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%
Total e O DA MO S
eXpe”d”“_reS Limited English Proficiency $4886 $46990 1 34%
by educational  |--ooooo
program Special Education $28556 $39393 114 63%
0
Vocational Education $12395 $49662 7
Expenditures Title | is a simple head-count.
Title | $783 $2958 55 [ tocal [] state [ Federal

Data source: In$ite

Data source: Form 31
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