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CMT and CAPT
Overall Performance, Grades 3-8 and 10,
Math, Reading, Writing and Science
2007 through 2009
SPS and State Comparisons
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Change from 2008 to 2009 (rounded to nearest point; circled gains exceed state gains)
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SPS and State CMT Comparison, Grades 3-8 in WRITING, 2007, 2008 and 2009
Percentage of Students AT/ABOVE GOAL
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SPS and State CMT Comparison Grades 3-8 in SCIEN CE, 2007, 2008 and 2009
Percentage of Students AT/ABOVE GOAL
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SPS and State CAPT Comparisons for Math, Science, Reading, and Writing
Percentage of Students Achieving at/above Goal, 2007, 2008 and 2009
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Stamford PubI|c Schools

Grades 5 & 8, Reading and Writing;
2008 through 2009:

NCLB Subgroup Performance,
SPS and State Comparisons

—and —

Overall Performance,
SPS and DRG H Cities Comparison
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SPS and State CMT Comparison by NCLB Subroup, Grade 5 in MATH
Spring 2008 to Spring 2009
tage of Students AT/ABOVE GOAL
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CMT Results for SPS and DRG H Cities, Grade 5in MATH
Spring 2008 fo Spring 2009 Stamford Public Schools
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SPS and State CMT Comparison by NCLB Subroup, Grade 8 in MATH

Spring 2008 to Spring 2009
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CMT Results for SPS and DRG H Cities, Grade 8 in MATH

Spring 2008 to Spring 2009

Percentage of Students AT/ABOVE GOAL

Change from 2008 to 2009 (rounded fo nearest point)

Stamford Public Schools

EXCELLENCE IS THE POINT.

+5 +10 +5 +4 +1 -3 +11 -7 -4
56.7 .
» 554 17 @ Spring 2008
' . 50.1 _ .
sse 49.6 49.2 48.8 498 489 , O Spring 2009
43.1
402
356
317 337 321
I I I I
Norwalk Danbury Stamford Norwich  Ansonia West Meriden Derby East
Haven Hariford

GRADE 8 MATH - DRGH

Stamford Public Schools

EXCELLENCE IS THE POINT.



SPS and State CMT Comparison by NCLB Subroup, Grade 5in READING

Spring 2008 to Spring 2009
Percentage of Students AT/ABOVE GOAL
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CMT Results for SPS and DRG H Cities, Grade 5in READING
Spring 2008 to Spring 2009

Percentage of Students AT/ABOVE GOAL Stamford Public Schools
Change from 2008 to 2009 (rounded to nearest point)
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SPS and State CMT Comparison by NCLB Subroup, Grade 8 in READING \\
Spring 2008 to Spring 2009
Percentage of Students AT/ABOVE GOAL
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CMT Results for SPS and DRG H Cities, Grade 8 in READING
Spring 2008 to Spring 2009 Stamford Public Schools

Percentage of Students AT/ABOVE GOAL

Change from 2008 to 2009 (rounded to nearest point)
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= Evaluation data resulted from
professional learning experiences
organized by the district and by
school sites during the 2008-2009

school year.

= Only responses from professional
learning experiences in which 50%

nvinhhintinn aran innAhiiAdAaAd



Percent of Respondents

100%

90%

80%

70%—

60%—

50%—

40%—

30%

20%—

10%

0%

Overall Quality of the Presentation

as reported for professional learning activities in SPS 2008-2009

Stamford Public Schools

47.4%

Outstanding

Good

Average

Poor

N/A




Percent of Respondents

100%

90%

80%

70%—

60%—

50%—

40%—

30%

20%—

10%

0%

Objectives of the Session Were Met

as reported for professional learning activities in SPS 2008-2009

Stamford Public Schools

47.2%

Outstanding

Good

Average

Poor

N/A




Percent of Respondents

pportunities to Have Discussion and
Ask Questions Were Provided |

as reported for professional learning activities in SPS 2008'2°°Stamford PUbliC SChOO'S

100%

90%—

80%

70%—

60% 49- 50/0

50%

40%—

30%

20%—

10%

0%

Outstanding Good Average Poor N/A



Percent of Respondents

100%

90%

80%

70%—

60%

50%

40%—

30%

20%—

10%

0%

seruiness o

nrormatcion

as reported for professional learning activities in SPS 2008-2009

resented

Ctamfard Diihlic Schan|g

47.1%

Outstanding

Good

Average

Poor

N/A



Percent of Respondents
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Will be Used with Students
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