Middletown District
Information Works! School Year 2002-2003

Rosemarie K. Kraeger, Superintendent
2838 Students
197 Teachers
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2003 Assessment Results: High Schools
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Middletown District

Information Works!

School Year 2002-2003

2003 Proficiency by Student Characteristics

Elementary Schools
(1 year of assessment data)
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2003 Proficiency by Student Characteristics

Middle schools

(1 year of assessment data)
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2003 Proficiency by Student Characteristics

High schools

(1 year of assessment data)
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Middletown District

Information Works!

School Year 2002-2003

School Classification Indicators

(21 Targets)
Elementary Schools

Mathematics
D This district’s
index score
=== 2003 state target
English Language Arts
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Missing data indicates
fewer than 45
students in that group
over three years.
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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
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fewer than 45

students in that group
over three years.
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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
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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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Middletown District

Information Works!

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
1560 3% 18% % 3% 2% 14%
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of students 3%
attending
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84.1% 82% 87% 98% 82%
[ public - [ African-American [T Non-Recipients [ Non-Recipients
B Non-Public = No-t I_E“glble M Asian [] Hispanic BMEs.  [Bilingual [] self-Contained
Ovoneswces |5 UEIIeRer | B e Amencsn | gy son pogams | g Ot Powans
Subtest Total Number Below The Same As Above
of Schools Comparison Comparison Comparison
Number of schools Elementary School
in this district Mathematics (Skills) S ESNN RS 2 S
whose students . Mathematics (Problem Solving) SNSRI RO SRR RUSR. O 2
met or exceeded English Language Arts (Reading: Analysis & Interpretation) 3 2 1 0
the standard " English Language Arts (Wiiting: Effectiveness) | 3 | A 1| e
compared with Middle School
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0 (0%) 0 (0%) Number of schools 0
School
performance 2 (40%) 2 (40%) — _
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improvement 3 (60%) 3@00%) \ 0000~/ ot Number of schools  Percent of schools
in this district 1st year 0 0%
2nd year 0 0%
. High Performing . Improving or Making Progress 3rdyear0 """""""" 0% """"
|:| Moderately Performing |:| Sustaining
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This District The State
1.SALT Survey Teacher Response Rate (%) .. ... ... ... .| 00 80 .
2. SALT Survey Student Response Rate (%) 89 86
3. SALT Survey Parent Response Rate %) 37 39 T
Additional district 4. DropoutRate %) 4 19
indicators 5. Stability Index %) o1 s
6. Mobility Index %) v 20
7. Suspensions / Total # of Students 18612838 44474150205
8. Grievances 2 369
9. Teacher Attendance %) 97
10. Teachers with emergency/special provisional certification %) 2 T
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Middletown District

Information Works!

School Year 2002-2003

Total per pupil expenditures

including Other Commitments

Total per pupil
expenditures for

all programs in $714

$500

this district
Per pupil $1,729
expenditure is
not a simple
head-count, but a
$1,404

count by full-time
equivalent.

Data source: In$ite

Total per pupil
expenditures

$10,891

Instruction
(see detail below)

Instructional Support
(see detail below)

. Operations

Leadership

$6,543 (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

$510

$6,667

Total per pupil
expenditures

$10,369

Instruction Detail
Total $6,667

$171 $183
$288
$96

Details from
total per pupil
expenditures for
all programs in

$5,927

Instructional Support Detail
Total $1,431

$499

$739

$192

this district
|:| Classroom teachers

Data source: Ingite X
- Substitute teachers
|:| Paraprofessionals

|:| Classroom technology

. Pupil support |:| Teacher support . Program support
guidance & curriculum program
counseling development management
library/media professional therapists

. development ;
sychologists
extracurricular (see detail below) Zvimatorg
student health ’
& services sabbaticals personal
attendents

social workers

. Classroom materials
(including textbooks)

Professional Development Detail
(includes related substitute costs)

This District _$169

Leadership Detail
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$1

$449

. School Management

O
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. District Management
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by educational | ...
0,
program Special Education $28556 $23847 220 2% 57%
Vocational Education $12395 $6640 20
Expenditures Title | is a simple head-count.
Title | $783 $3456 73 [ tocal [] state [ Federal
Data source: In$ite Data source: Form 31
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