Durham Public Schools Preliminary AYP Results 2008 Compared to 2009

Number Percent of
AYP8Goals Met | Total AYP Goals | Percent of Goals Number AYP Total AYP Goals | Goals Met
Elementary School 2008 2008 Met 2008 Goals Met 2009 2009 2009 Difference
[Bethesda 18 25 72.0% 23 27| 85.206 13.2%
Burton 11 21 52.4% 21 21 100.0% 47.6%
Eastway 11 21 52.4% 21 21 100.0% A47.6%
[Easley 15 15 100.0% 18 19 94.7% 5.3%
[Eno Valley 13 21 61.9% 17 17| 100.0% 38.1%
Club Boulevard 23 29 79.3% ZE_SI 29 89.7% 10.3%
Creekside 19 25 76.0% 25| 25| 100.0% 24.0%
Glenn 15 25 60.0% 22 25| 88.0% 28.0%
Hillandale 23 23 100.0% 24 25| 96.0% -4.0%
Hope Valley 20 27 74.1% 22 25| 88.0% 13.9%
Holt 12 21 57.1% 23 23| 100.0% 42.9%
[Forest View 21 29 72.4% 28 29| 96.6% 24.1%
Lakewood 16 21 76.2% 18 21 85.7% 9.5%
Little River 19 21 90.5% 21 21 100.0% 9.5%
[Fayetteville Street 7 13 53.8% 13 13 100.0% 46.2%
George Watts 13 17 76.5% 18 21 85.7% 9.2%
Mangum 9 9 100.0% 7] 17 100.0% 0.0%
Merrick-Moore 16 25 64.0% 21 2% 84.0% 20.0%
Morehead 4 5 80.0% 5 5 100.0%) 20.0%
Oak Grove 21 27 77.8% 19| 21 90.5% 12.7%
[Parkwood 17 25 68.0% 2§| 2§| 100.0% 32.0%
E.K. Powe 9 13 69.2% 15 15 100.0% 30.8%
[Pearsontown 16 17 94.1% 21 21 100.0% 5.9%
[R.N. Harris 9 13 69.2% 13| 13| 100.0% 30.8%
Southwest 16 17 94.1% 19 19 100.0% 5.9%,
C.C. Spaulding 7 13 53.8% 1§| 15-| 100.0% 46.2%
@earson 3 13 61.5% 1§I 1?_,I 100.0% 38.5%
Y.E. Smith 7 13 53.8% 15 15 100.0% 46.2%
Spring Valley n/a n/a n/a 14 17 82.4% n/a
Total 377 519 72.6% 550 581 94.7% 22.0%
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Number AYP | Total AYP Goals | Percent of Goals Number AYP Total AYP Goals | Goals Met
Middle School Goals Met 2008 2008 Met 2008 Goals Met 2009 2009 2009 Difference
[Brogden 19 29 65.5% 27| zgl 93.1% 27.6%
Chewning 16 29 55.2% 26| 27 96.3% 41.1%
Carrington 24 31 77.4% 31 31 100.0%, 22.6%
Shepard 12 13 92.3% 7] 17 100.0%, 7.7%
Lowe's Grove 17 29 58.6% 23 2% 92.0% 33.4%
Neal 15 25 60.0% 24 25| 96.0% 36.0%
Githens 19 29 65.5% 26| 31 83.9% 18.4%
[Rogers-Herr 20 29 69.0% 29 29 100.0% 31.0%
WG Pearson Magnet 7 13 53.8% 13 13 100.0% 46.2%
[Total 149 227 65.6% 216 227 95.2% 29.5%

ercent o

Number AYP | Total AYP Goals | Percent of Goals Number AYP Total AYP Goals | Goals Met
High School Goals Met 2008 2008 Met 2008 Goals Met 2009 2009 2009 Difference
[C.E. Jordan 18 22 81.8% 16 23 69.6% 12.3%
[Performance Learning Center 1 2 50.0% 2 3 66.7% 16.7%
Durham School of the Arts 39 45 86.7% 42 4§I 93.3% 6.7%
J.D. Clement Early College 9 9 100.0% 9| 9 100.0% 0.0%
Hillside 3 13 23.1% 3| 13| 23.1% 0.0%
Lakeview 0 10 0.0% 2 10 20.0% 20.0%
Middle College n/a n/a Made AYP* n/al n/al **n/al n/a
_Northern 12 17 70.6% 13| 19| §8.4% -2.2%
Riverside 16 27 59.3% 18 2?_,I 78.3% 19.0%
Southern 5 13 38.5% 3] 15 20.0% -18.5%
Southern School of Engineering n/a n/a Made AYP* 6 8 75.0% n/a
Hillside New Tech n/a n/a Made AYPH 71 8 50.0% n/a
City of Medicine n/a n/a n/a 71 5 80.0%) n/a
[Total 103 158 65.2% 122 181] 67.4% 2.2%

89.8% 20.2%

22/ 50 schools met AYP (44.0%)

*Made AYP through special evaluation

** to be determined
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