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School Year 2002-2003

Student participation in

Student eligibility for

Students from various

Students receiving ESL/

Students receiving special

public school subsidized lunch programs | ethnic backgrounds bilingual education services | education services
1480 °8% 12% 2% 1% 16%
Characteristics
of students 3%
attending
school in
this district 100%
84.4% 85% 96% 81%
[ public [ Not Eligible (] Afrfcan-Amen'can ' [T Non-Recipients ] Non-Recipi-ents
Bl Non-Public [] Eligible for Free or ﬁlsaltiavne Ene'_r'ilcsg:mc Wes [ ilingual E ;T:f'csntalnEU
[[] Home Instructed Reduced Lunch ] white In Both Programs B Reseorur:;grams
Subtest Total Number Below The Same As Above
of Schools Comparison Comparison Comparison
Number of schools Elementary School
in this district Mathematics (Skills) IR RO Ao O 2
whose students . Mathematics (Problem Solving) . SRR RO % SRR PR SR
met or exceeded English Language Arts (Reading: Analysis & Interpretation) 6 4 2 0
the standard " English Language Arts (Wiiting: Effectiveness) | 6 | N (O 4
compared with Middle School
similar students Mathematics (Skills) 1 0 1 0
statewide Mathematics (Problem Sobving) [ Lo L
__English Language Arts (Reading: Analysis & Interpretation) | Lo O ] Ot
English Language Arts (Writing: Effectiveness) 1 0 0 1
High School
Mathematics (Skills) SR R O O i
_Mathematics (Problem Solving) | . 1o 0 O A
English Language Arts (Reading: Analysis & Interpretation) 1 0 1 0
_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
0,
School 2 (25%) 2 (25%) S Schools identified for improvement
Zr(le;formance seEe - N Number of schools ~ Percent of schools
improvement ,},S,t,y',aér,,,,,,,,,,,,,,q ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, %
in this district 2nd year 0 0%
3 (38%) 5 (63%) 3rd year 0 0%
. High Performing . Improving or Making Progress
[] Moderately Performing [] sustaining District Classification
B n Need of Improvement B insufficient Progress This district has been identified
forimprovement for the first year.
This District The State
1.SALT Survey Teacher Response Rate (%) . .. ... T L 80 .
2. SALT Survey Student Response Rate (%) 85 86
3. SALT Survey Parent Response Rate %6) | 61 I
Additional district 4. Dropout Rate (%) 10 19
Indicatars 5. St@bility Index 06) 98
6. Mobility Index (%) 11 20
7. Suspensions / Total # of Students 14095850 44474150205
8.Crevances O 369
9. Teacher Attendance (%) 98 97
10. Teachers with emergency/special provisional certification (%) 2 T




