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of Schools Comparison Comparison Comparison
Number of schools Elementary Schaol
in this district Mathematics (Skills) NA NA ] NA o NA
whose students . Mathematics (Problem Solving) . N NA ] NA N
met or exceeded English Language Arts (Reading: Analysis & Interpretation) NA NA NA NA
the standard " English Language Arts (Wiiting: Effectiveness) | NA [ NA | NA | NA
compared with Middle School
similar students Mathematics (Skills) 1 1 0 0
statewide  Mathematics (Problem Solving) |t e e
English Language Arts (Reading: Analysis & Interpretation) 1 0 1 0
_English Language Atts (Writing: Effectiveness) | L o | 1 e
High School
. Mathematics (Skills) e LSUUURRR SRR LU L P S
. Mathematics (Problem Solving) | LEUUR RS L RO LR PR SR
English Language Arts (Reading: Analysis & Interpretation) 1 1 0 0
_English Language Arts (Writing: Effectiveness) | I o [ T
Number and percent of schools Number and percent of schools
in each performance classification showing improvement Regents’ Commended Schools
0 (0%) Number of schools 0
School
performance
and 1 (50%) 1(50%) Schools identified for improvement
improvement ~\ (/. /! Number of schools  Percent of schools
in this district 2 (100%) dstyear 0 %
2nd year 0 0%
. High Performing . Improving or Making Progress 3rdyear0 """""""" 0% """"
|:| Moderately Performing |:| Sustaining
. In Need of Improvement . Insufficient Progress
This District The State
1. SALT Survey Teacher Response Rate (%) . ... 88 . 80 .
2. SALT Survey Student Response Rate (%) 84 86
3. SALT Survey Parent Response Rate (%) 28 39
Additional district 4. DropoutRate (%) o 19
indicators 5. Stability Index (%) 3 85
6. Mobility Index (%) 4« 20
7. Suspensions /Total # of Students 9761693 44474159205
8. Grievances 0 369
9. Teacher Attendance (%) 97
10. Teachers with emergency/special provisional certification (%) o T

For an explanation of each field and its features, go to the Information Works! User's Guide at http://infoworks.ride.uri.edu.



