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BLUEPRINT FOR PROGRESS REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Each year since 2001 the Report on Results has been published to 
summarize the progress made toward achieving the performance 
goals, indicators, and key strategies outlined in the Blueprint for 
Progress, the foundational document that highlights the vision, 
mission, and belief statements of the school system. 

The Blueprint for Progress contains a set of accountability standards 
that reflect the principles all parents/guardians would want for 
their children’s academic experience. The Blueprint for Progress was 
developed nearly ten years ago by the superintendent of Baltimore 
County Public Schools (BCPS) and was approved by the Board of 
Education. Since its original adoption by the Board of Education 
on November 21, 2000, the Blueprint for Progress has undergone a 
number of revisions. In 2002-2003, the Blueprint was revised to 
include the requirements of the No Child Left Behind Act, the 
Bridge to Excellence in Public Schools Act, and the recommenda-
tions of the Visionary Panel for Better Schools. Since 2004-2005, 
the Blueprint has undergone additional revisions to reflect changes 
in the Maryland Accountability Plan.  

The Blueprint for Progress contains eight broadly defined perform-
ance goals and sixty performance indicators. The goals and stan-
dards are based upon state and BCPS standards. Goals two 
through eight were developed to support goal one. Goal 1 states 
that by 2012, all students will reach high standards, as established 
by the Baltimore County Public Schools and state performance 
level standards, in English/reading/writing, mathematics, science, 
and social studies. The performance indicators are measurable 
objectives that underlie and support the achievement of the eight 
performance goals.  

This year’s 2008-2009 Report on Results presents trend data across 
multiple years and multiple cohorts of students. The graphs pre-
sented in the report summarize system level results in percentages 
and numbers. Additional analyses of student subgroup perform-
ance are available in other systemwide reports such as the Minor-
ity Achievement Report and the Maryland School Performance 
Program Report/Maryland Report Card. 

The Report on Results systematically analyzes each performance 
indicator against measurable criteria to determine the degree of 
progress achieved for each school year. In addition, the Report on 
Results examines the major goals and performance indicators 
through disaggregation of data by racial/ethnic groups and the 
following student subgroups: economically disadvantaged stu-
dents receiving free and reduced price meal services (FARMS), 
students receiving special education services, and English lan-
guage learners (ELL) demonstrating limited English proficiency. 
In addition, BCPS disaggregates achievement data based on stu-
dents enrolled in gifted and talented programs.  

 

 

 

When disaggregated data are presented in the Report on Results, the 
data reflect the Maryland Accountability Plan format and No 
Child Left Behind Act requirements. The information in the Re-
port on Results is presented in both graphic and narrative formats. 
The cumulative numbers of students that correspond to the per-
centages presented in the graphs are available in the 2008-2009 
Report on Results Supplemental Data. 

VARIABLES THAT INFLUENCE PUBLIC EDUCATION 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Public school systems are influenced by a wide range of external 
variables including international, national, local, political, and cul-
tural influences. BCPS understands the “big picture” and focuses 
on how these shifting demographics, social and economic vari-
ables affect students and community and examines generational 
trends, increasing diversity, changing workforce, and demands of 
a global economy. The mission of BCPS is to produce graduates 
who have the content knowledge, skills, and attitudes to enter a 
workforce that is far more demanding and competitive than pre-
vious generations faced. BCPS believes that when given the nec-
essary tools of a rigorous curriculum, highly qualified teachers, 
and proven strategies for learning all students can and will be life-
long learners and lifelong earners.  

The Report on Results provides insight into how the school system 
has moved forward in attaining the goals of the Blueprint for Pro-
gress. While the multiple variables that influence public education 
are ever changing, BCPS continually assesses student achievement 
data to monitor progress, identify strengths and weaknesses, in-
form instructional decisions, and involve parents/guardians in the 
educational process while making the necessary adjustments so 
that all students are prepared and can succeed. The system strives 
on a daily basis to positively influence the lives of its students, 
families, and community. BCPS remains focused on its mission, 
values, expectations, and consistent and continuous improvement.  

A brief summary of the highlights of the 2008-2009 Report on Re-
sults and opportunities for growth follows. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

HIGHLIGHTS OF 2008-2009 RESULTS 

G oal 1 - By 2012, all students will reach high standards, as 
established by the Baltimore County Public Schools and 

state performance level standards, in English/reading/
writing, mathematics, science, and social studies. 
 
MSA and Alt-MSA 

Significant improvements in student performance on the Maryland 
School Assessments (MSA) have been achieved. Elementary and 
middle school reading and mathematics MSA scores have risen to 
their highest levels in five years.  

At the elementary school level the percentage of all student sub-
groups achieving proficient or advanced on the reading and mathe-
matics MSA reached the highest levels in five years with the excep-
tion of the Hispanic student subgroup on the reading MSA, ELL 
on the reading and mathematics MSA, and students receiving spe-
cial education services on the mathematics MSA. 

The percentage of all student subgroups at the middle school level 
achieving proficient or advanced on the reading and mathematics 
MSA reached the highest levels since 2004-2005 with the exception 
of ELL on reading MSA and the American Indian student sub-
group on the mathematics MSA. The American Indian and gifted 
and talented student subgroups performed at the same level on the 
reading MSA in 2008-2009 as in 2007-2008, which was the highest 
level since 2004-2005. 

In 2008-2009, the percentage of every student subgroup achieving 
proficient or advanced on the English and Algebra/Data Analysis 
MSA increased since 2007-2008. 

The percentage of students taking both reading and mathematics 
Alt-MSA and scoring proficient continued to score above the state 
standard of 70.0%. In 2008-2009, 88.1% of students taking the 
reading Alt-MSA scored in the proficient or advanced category; and 
80.2% scored in the proficient or advanced category in mathematics 
in 2008-2009.  

Grade 9 Algebra/Data Analysis 

The percentage of students passing the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA 
by the end of Grade 9 in 2008-2009 was 71.2%, the highest level 
since 2004-2005. All student groups showed improvement in per-
formance since 2004-2005. 

FINE ARTS CREDIT 

In 2008-2009, 92.3% of students earned at least one fine arts credit 
by the end of Grade 12. 

 

 

 

HSA 

Significant improvements in student performance on the Maryland 
High School Assessments (HSA) have been achieved. The students 
in the Class of 2009 at the end of Grade 12 achieved the highest 
pass rates on the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA (88.2%) and Govern-
ment HSA (92.9%), as compared to the pass rates at the end of 
Grade 9; and also on the Biology HSA (85.2%) and English HSA 
(85.9%), as compared to the pass rates at the end of Grade 10.  

For the Class of 2010 at the end of Grade 11, the percentage of 
students passing the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA (84.8%) and Gov-
ernment HSA (88.1%) was higher than the pass rates at the end of 
Grade 9; and higher on the Biology HSA (80.4%) and English HSA 
(79.8%), as compared to the pass rates at the end of Grade 10.  

The percentage of students in the Class of 2011 at the end of Grade 
10 achieved higher pass rates on the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA 
(76.9%) and Government HSA (77.7%), as compared to the pass 
rates at the end of Grade 9. 

ADVANCED PLACEMENT 

Advanced Placement (AP) participation has continued to increase 
from 10.2% in 2004-2005 to 14.2% in 2008-2009, the highest level 
in five years. During this period of dramatic increase in participa-
tion, pass rates remained above the College Board’s global pass rate 
of 58.9%.  

PSAT 

The rate of Grade 10 student participation in the Preliminary Scho-
lastic Achievement Test (PSAT) was 84.5% in 2008-2009. From 
2004-2005 to 2008-2009, the PSAT participation rate increased by 
47.0 percentage points for ELL. During the same period, participa-
tion rates for students receiving special education services remained 
the same, while participation rates decreased for students receiving 
free and reduced price meal services and for students enrolled in 
gifted and talented programs. 

SAT 

For the class of 2009, 62.5% of BCPS high schools met or exceeded 
the national Scholastic Achievement Test (SAT) participation rate 
as compared with 56.5% for the class of 2005, an increase of 6.0 
percentage points. In 2008-2009, the SAT combined scores in-
creased by 11.0 points from the previous year.   
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

G oal 2 - By 2012, all English language learners will be-
come proficient in English and reach high academic 

standards in English/reading/writing, mathematics, science, 
and social studies. 
 
The rate of English language learners (ELL) achieving proficiency 
on the reading MSA was 57.7% in 2008-2009, 9.9 percentage points 
higher than the rate in 2004-2005. This rate includes students who 
received ESOL (English for Speakers of Other Languages) services 
for one to three years.   

 

G oal 3 - By 2005-2006, all students will be taught by highly 
qualified teachers.  

 
Since 2004-2005, the percentage of highly qualified teachers in-
creased from 87.0% to 96.4% in 2008-2009; and the percentage of 
highly qualified paraprofessionals increased from 80.5% to 96.0% 
during the same time. The percentage of highly qualified middle 
school mathematics teachers increased from 79.4% in 2004-2005 to 
98.9% in 2008-2009. The percentage of newly hired highly qualified 
teachers in Title I schools was 84.2% in 2004-2005 and increased to 
100% in 2008-2009 thereby meeting the state standard of 100%. 

 

G oal 4 - All students will be educated in school environ-
ments that are safe and conducive to learning.  

 
All schools were represented at the Safe Schools Conference and 
had an emergency plan and security measures in place during the 
2008-2009 school year. Of the stakeholders surveyed, 79.3% re-
ported satisfaction with academics, 77.2% reported satisfaction with 
a safe and orderly environment, and 74.9% reported satisfaction 
with the level of parent/guardian involvement.  

 

G oal 5 - All students will graduate from high school.  
 

 
The 2008-2009 systemwide high school graduation rate of 83.7% 
was 1.8 percentage points below the Annual Measurable Objective 
(AMO) of 85.5%. In 2008-2009, larger percentages of students in 
the American Indian (75.0%), Asian (93.0%), African American 
(82.0%), White (85.0%), and Hispanic (83.0%) subgroups graduated 
from high school as compared to the previous year with the Asian 
student subgroup exceeding the AMO of 85.5%. The 2008-2009 
systemwide dropout rate improved to a rate of 3.7%, 0.7 percentage 
points higher than the state standard of 3.0%. Among the racial/
ethnic subgroups, fewer students in the Hispanic subgroup (3.0%) 
dropped out of high school in 2008-2009, the lowest rate in five 
years.  

G oal 6 - Engage parents/guardians, business, and com-
munity members in the educational process.  

 
One hundred percent of schools increased parent/guardian atten-
dance at school-based events and increased the number of student, 
parent/guardian, and teacher conferences in 2008-2009.  

 

G oal 7 - Involve principals, teachers, staff, stakeholders, 
and parents/guardians in the decision-making process. 

 
During the 2008-2009 school year, 100% of schools utilized school-
level data to develop a local results report based upon an analysis of 
student achievement and other data.  

 

G oal 8 - All students will receive a quality education 
through the efficient and effective use of resources and 

the delivery of business services.  
 
BCPS continued to effectively and efficiently use resources and 
deliver business services to ensure that all students received a qual-
ity education. In 2008-2009, teachers, administrators, and clerical 
staff had access to at least one computer; and the ratio of students 
to computers was 3.4 to 1.  

BCPS standards were exceeded in many of the business service 
areas during the 2008-2009 school year. Enrollment projections 
were 99.7% accurate, exceeding the BCPS standard of 99.0%; the 
percentage of buses arriving on time was 96.7%, exceeding the 
BCPS standard of 90.0%; and the Wide Area Network (WAN), 
Enterprise Systems (ES), and telephone systems operated effec-
tively 99.9% of the time, exceeding the BCPS standard of 98.0%. 
The number of qualified applicants in the system’s pool of princi-
pals (37) and assistant principals (83) exceeded the minimum re-
quirements of 20 and 45, respectively. There were 10 EEO com-
plaints in 2008-2009, the lowest in 5 years.  

In 2008-2009, 95.7% of student bus riders had daily total ride times 
of fewer than 3 hours, an increase of 1.8 percentage points since 
2004-2005. The employee attendance rate for 2008-2009 was 
95.6%. Nearly 100% of teacher and instructional assistant positions 
were filled one week after the opening day of school.  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

OPPORTUNITIES FOR GROWTH 

As the Report on Results indicates, the Blueprint for Progress has served 
BCPS and its constituents well by providing a framework for con-
tinuously increasing student achievement. Although much progress 
has been made since the inception of the Blueprint, the following 
priorities will be the focus for the upcoming school year: 
 
STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT 

• Supporting a curriculum management plan that infuses more 
rigor in standard courses and improves the achievement of all 
students.  

• Developing and implementing a language arts curriculum with 
a strong writing component that includes grammar and me-
chanics. 

• Intensifying AIM (Articulated Instruction Module), a tool to 
enhance alignment and to facilitate communication among 
teachers, parents/guardians, and students about what students 
will be taught and expected to learn. 

• Focusing on providing acceleration programs and interventions 
that will move all students toward proficient/advanced in read-
ing/writing, mathematics, and science on the MSA. 

• Identifying and applying strategies that focus on the gaps in 
performance among student subgroups. 

• Implementing a curriculum that is aligned with the State Cur-
riculum (SC) and Core Learning Goals (CLG) to ensure that all 
students are successful on the MSA, HSA, SAT, and AP 
courses. 

• Promoting Education That is Multicultural strategies that in-
clude addressing learning styles and students’ cultural and lin-
guistic diversity; enhancing opportunities for parent/guardian 
and community involvement; replacing tutors of English lan-
guage learners with certified teachers; supporting programs to 
assist teachers and paraprofessionals to become highly quali-
fied; and providing alternative and intervention programs to 
address acceleration, transition, and other student needs. 

• Implementing Advancement Via Individual Determination 
(AVID) and other programs to prepare more students to be 
college ready. 

• Revamping the algebra curriculum to ensure that all students 
have access including students receiving special education ser-
vices; refining the alignment of the English/language arts cur-
riculum to the SC and CLG including emphasis on reading and 
writing; and continuing early intervention including prekinder-
garten. 

 

HUMAN RESOURCES 

• Improving structures and systems designed to ensure that 
BCPS recruits, hires, and retains well-qualified and effective 
staff members. 

• Restructuring the Department of Human Resources into a 
strategic management model. 

 
COMMUNICATIONS 

• Expanding efforts to attract local and national media and pub-
lic attention to build relationships with the media and key com-
municators and to increase outreach to elected officials. 

• Using existing tools to strengthen relationships with parents/
guardians, business, and community members to promote the 
school system’s successes. 

• Upgrading the Web site and improving its navigation to better 
reflect and communicate the school system’s progress. 

 
ORGANIZATIONAL MANAGEMENT 

• Establishing priorities based on a clear vision that is defined in 
the Blueprint for Progress. 

• Nurturing and cultivating leadership skills at all levels of the 
organization to develop future leaders. 

• Enhancing a curriculum and instructional culture to better sup-
port underperforming schools by sharing best practices proven 
to raise student achievement. 

• Strengthening management practices that support educational 
excellence including the development and expansion of long-
term plans for technology and information systems. 

• Improving accountability through staff performance reviews. 
 
Additional information about the Blueprint for Progress strategies and 
activities being implemented to address the aforementioned oppor-
tunities for growth is available in the 2009-2010 Master Plan.  

Baltimore County Public Schools is committed to continuing the 
implementation of the Blueprint for Progress and Master Plan. BCPS 
students are the future and are performing at the highest levels in 
the history of the school system. As a result, standards will continue 
to be raised, achievement will continue to improve, and progress 
will continue to be made. 
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♦ In 2008-2009, the percentage of elementary and middle students who demonstrated 

proficiency on the reading and mathematics MSA reached the highest levels since 
2004-2005. 

♦ The percentage of elementary and middle school students from all racial/ethnic sub-
groups achieving proficiency on the reading and mathematics MSA during the  
2008-2009 school year has increased since 2004-2005.  

♦ The percentage of high school students achieving proficiency on the English and Al-
gebra/Data Analysis MSA increased from 2007-2008 to 2008-2009. 

♦ All elementary schools had a full-day kindergarten program in 2008-2009. 

♦ The percentage of students in Grade 8 who had taken Algebra I in middle school 
during the 2008-2009 school year was 56.9%, the highest rate since 2004-2005. 

♦ In 2008-2009, the percentage of students passing the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA by 
the end of Grade 9 was 71.2%, the highest rate since 2004-2005. 

♦ In 2008-2009, 62.5% of high schools had an SAT participation rate that exceeded the 
national average of 46.0%. 

♦ The students in the class of 2009 had an SAT participation rate of 49.3%, exceeding 
the national average of 46.0%. 

♦ In 2008-2009, the combined reading and mathematics mean SAT scores increased 
among all student subgroups except the American Indian subgroup. 

♦ In 2008-2009, 70.8% of high schools met or exceeded the national average participa-
tion rate of 7.0% for Advanced Placement (AP) examinations. 

♦ The 2008-2009 AP exam participation rate reached a five-year high of 14.2%.  

♦ The 2008-2009 AP exam pass rate was the highest rate in five years among the 
American Indian and African American student subgroups. 

By 2012, all students will reach high standards, as established by the 
Baltimore County Public Schools and state performance level 

standards, in English/reading/writing, mathematics, science, and 
social studies. 
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What is measured? 

Percentage of students in affected grades scoring proficient or 
advanced on each MSA (not counting exemptions) 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, the percentage of elementary school students 
attaining proficiency on the reading MSA was 88.2% (19,643 out 
of 22,265), the highest rate since 2004-2005 (chart 1.1.1). Since 
2004-2005, the percentage of elementary school students achiev-
ing proficiency on the reading MSA has improved by 6.2 per-
centage points. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
In 2008-2009, 67.2% (373 out of 555) of English language learn-
ers achieved proficiency on the reading MSA, a decrease of 5.4 
percentage points from the previous year (chart 1.1.3). Since 
2004-2005, the percentage of the elementary school English 
language learners achieving proficiency on the reading MSA has 
improved by 9.4 percentage points.  
 
 
 
 
 
As shown in chart 1.1.2, greater percentages of students from all 
racial/ethnic subgroups demonstrated proficiency on the read-
ing MSA in 2008-2009 than in 2004-2005. The percentages of all 
racial/ethnic subgroups achieving proficiency on the reading 
MSA increased from 2007-2008 to 2008-2009 except for the 
Hispanic student subgroup. In 2008-2009, the number of tested 
students by subgroup was American Indian (104), Asian (1,276), 
African American (9,458), White (10,403), and Hispanic (1,024). 
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Chart 1.1.2 - Elementary School Reading MSA
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School Assessments (HSA). (State standard) 
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In the elementary schools, the percentage of students receiving 
special education services who achieved proficiency on the read-
ing MSA was 68.5% (1,840 out of 2,685) in 2008-2009, an in-
crease of 6.6 percentage points since 2004-2005 (chart 1.1.4). 

 
The percentage of elementary school students receiving free and 
reduced price meal services who achieved proficiency on the 
reading MSA in 2008-2009 was 81.6% (7,893 out of 9,671), an 
increase of 10.9 percentage points since 2004-2005 (chart 1.1.5). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
The percentage of elementary school students enrolled in gifted 
and talented programs who achieved proficiency on the reading 
MSA was 99.6% (5,276 out of 5,297) in 2008-2009. Chart 1.1.6 
indicates that at least 99.0% of the elementary school students 
enrolled in gifted and talented programs have achieved profi-
ciency on the reading MSA every year since 2004-2005. 

 
As shown in chart 1.1.7, the percentage of elementary school 
students achieving proficiency in 2008-2009 on the mathematics 
MSA was 85.6% (19,058 out of 22,272), an increase of 10.5 per-
centage points since 2004-2005. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.1.4 - Elementary School Reading MSA
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Chart 1.1.5 - Elementary School Reading MSA 
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Chart 1.1.6 - Elementary School Reading MSA
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The percentage of elementary school students in all racial/
ethnic subgroups achieving proficiency on the mathematics 
MSA increased in 2008-2009 as compared with 2004-2005 
(chart 1.1.8). In 2008-2009, the number of tested students by 
subgroup was American Indian (104), Asian (1,279), African 
American (9,458), White (10,402), and Hispanic (1,028). 

 
In 2008-2009, 74.9% of the 565 tested elementary school Eng-
lish language learners (ELL) attained proficiency on the mathe-
matics MSA (chart 1.1.9). The percentage of ELL achieving 
proficiency on the mathematics MSA has increased by 16.5 per-
centage points since 2004-2005. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
In 2008-2009, 58.4% of the 2,683 tested elementary school stu-
dents receiving special education services attained proficiency 
on the mathematics MSA. Chart 1.1.10 shows that the percent-
age of students achieving proficiency on the mathematics MSA 
has increased by 7.9 percentage points since 2004-2005. 

 
Chart 1.1.11 shows that 78.1% of the 9,674 tested elementary 
school students who received free and reduced price meal ser-
vices achieved proficiency on the mathematics MSA in 2008-
2009, an increase of 16.5 percentage points since 2004-2005. 
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Chart 1.1.10 - Elementary School Mathematics MSA
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Chart 1.1.11 - Elementary School Mathematics MSA
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Chart 1.1.8 - Elementary School Mathematics MSA
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As indicated in chart 1.1.12, 99.7% of the 5,298 tested elemen-
tary school students enrolled in gifted and talented programs 
achieved proficiency on the mathematics MSA in 2008-2009. 
The percentage of students enrolled in gifted and talented pro-
grams achieving proficiency on the mathematics MSA has been 
at least 98.9% since 2004-2005. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
During the 2008-2009 school year, 81.6% of the 22,491 tested 
middle school students attained proficiency on the reading MSA 
(chart 1.1.13), 10.5 percentage points higher than in 2004-2005. 

 

 

 

 

As shown in chart 1.1.14, greater percentages of middle school 
students from all racial/ethnic subgroups demonstrated profi-
ciency on the reading MSA in 2008-2009 than any of the years 
since 2004-2005 with the exception of the American Indian 
student subgroup, which remained at 73.0% for 2008-2009 and 
the previous year. In 2008-2009, the number of tested middle 
school students by subgroup was American Indian (113), Asian 
(1,226), African American (9,420), White (10,800), and Hispanic 
(932).  
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Chart 1.1.13 - Middle School Reading MSA
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Chart 1.1.14 - Middle School Reading MSA
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Of the 232 middle school English language learners (ELL) who 
were tested, 34.9% achieved proficiency on the reading MSA in 
2008-2009. This result was an increase of 8.5 percentage points 
from 2007-2008 and an increase of 7.4 percentage points from 
2004-2005 (chart 1.1.15). 

 
As shown in chart 1.1.16, 47.6% of the 2,397 tested middle 
school students receiving special education services achieved 
proficiency on the reading MSA in 2008-2009, an increase of 
15.9 percentage points since 2004-2005. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
In 2008-2009, 72.8% of the 9,304 tested middle school students 
who received free and reduced price meal services attained pro-
ficiency on the reading MSA. As indicated in chart 1.1.17, the 
proficiency rate for middle school students receiving free and 
reduced price meal services has improved by 17.2 percentage 
points since 2004-2005. 

 
In 2008-2009, 98.5% of the 6,343 tested middle school students 
enrolled in gifted and talented programs achieved proficiency on 
the reading MSA (chart 1.1.18), which was the same as the pre-
vious year and is the highest rate since 2004-2005. 

 
The percentage of the 22,501 tested middle school students who 
achieved proficiency on the mathematics MSA was 70.3% in 
2008-2009 (chart 1.1.19), an increase of 14.0 percentage points 
since 2004-2005. 
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Chart 1.1.17 - Middle School Reading MSA
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When disaggregated by racial/ethnic subgroup, the percentage 
of students achieving proficiency on the mathematics MSA in 
2008-2009 was above the rate for every school year since  
2004-2005 for all subgroups with the exception of the American 
Indian subgroup (chart 1.1.20). In 2008-2009, the number of 
tested middle school students within each subgroup was Ameri-
can Indian (114), Asian (1,230), African American (9,418), 
White (10,803), and Hispanic (936). 

 
The percentage of 242 tested middle school English language 
learners (ELL) who attained proficiency on the mathematics 
MSA in 2008-2009 was 46.3%, the highest rate since school year 
2004-2005 (chart 1.1.21). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Chart 1.1.22 shows that the percentage of 2,395 tested middle 
school students receiving special education services who at-
tained proficiency on the mathematics MSA in 2008-2009 was 
37.9%. This rate was 19.8 percentage points above the rate for 
2004-2005. 

 

 

Chart 1.1.21 - Middle School Mathematics MSA
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Chart 1.1.20 - Middle School Mathematics MSA
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Of the 9,312 tested middle school students who received free 
and reduced price meal services in 2008-2009, 56.7% attained 
proficiency on the mathematics MSA, an increase of 19.8 per-
centage points since 2004-2005 and 6.6 percentage points above 
the rate for 2007-2008 (chart 1.1.23). 

 
In 2008-2009, 96.6% of the 6,345 tested middle school students 
enrolled in gifted and talented programs achieved proficiency on 
the mathematics MSA (chart 1.1.24), an increase of 1.7 percent-
age points since 2004-2005. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
The percentage of the 7,137 tested high school students who 
attained proficiency on the English MSA in 2008-2009 was 
83.9%, 3.9 percentage points above the rate in 2007-2008 (chart 
1.1.25).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.1.26 shows that the percentage of high school students 
within each racial/ethnic subgroup scoring proficient on the 
English MSA in 2008-2009 was greater than the rate in 2007-
2008. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Chart 1.1.23 - Middle School Mathematics MSA
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Note: Data from 2004-2005 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were changed to cohort data in 2007-2008 and  
2008-2009; and therefore, there is a break in the bar trend. 

Chart 1.1.26 - English MSA
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Chart 1.1.25 - English MSA
Proficient or Advanced

59.0
80.0 83.9

69.6

0
20
40
60
80

100

2006 2007 2008 2009

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

Note: Data from 2004-2005 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were 
changed to cohort data in 2007-2008 and 2008-2009; and therefore, there is a break in the 
trend line. 
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As chart 1.1.27 shows, 69.9% of the 83 tested secondary school 
English language learners (ELL) attained proficiency on the 
English MSA in 2008-2009, 50.9 percentage points higher than 
the rate in 2007-2008. 

As indicated by chart 1.1.28, 49.6% of the 710 secondary school 
students receiving special education services achieved profi-
ciency on the English MSA in 2008-2009, 8.1 percentage points 
higher than the rate in 2007-2008. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
  
 

Chart 1.1.29 indicates that 75.8% of the 2,057 secondary school 
students who received free and reduced meal services in 2008-
2009 achieved proficiency on the English MSA, 7.8 percentage 
points higher than the rate in 2007-2008. 

The percentage of secondary school students who attained pro-
ficiency on the Algebra/Data Analysis MSA in 2008-2009 was 
85.5% (6,035 out of 7,056), 2.8 percentage points higher than 
the rate in 2007-2008 (chart 1.1.30). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: Data from 2004-2005 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were 
changed to cohort data in 2007-2008 and 2008-2009; and therefore, there is a break in the 
trend line. 
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Note: Data from 2004-2005 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were 
changed to cohort data in 2007-2008 and 2008-2009; and therefore, there is a break in the 
trend line. 
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Note: Data from 2004-2005 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were 
changed to cohort data in 2007-2008 and 2008-2009; and therefore, there is a break in the 
trend line. 
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Note: Data from 2004-2005 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were 
changed to cohort data in 2007-2008 and 2008-2009; and therefore, there is a break in the 
trend line. 
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Chart 1.1.31 shows that all racial/ethnic subgroups in secondary 
schools had higher proficiency rates on the Algebra/Data 
Analysis MSA in 2008-2009 than in the previous year. 

Chart 1.1.32 indicates that of the 89 secondary school English 
language learners (ELL) tested, 82.0% achieved proficiency on 
the Algebra/Data Analysis MSA in 2008-2009, 0.2 percentage 
points higher than the rate in 2007-2008.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.1.33 shows that 51.7% of the 753 secondary school 
students receiving special education services attained proficiency 
on the Algebra/Data Analysis MSA in 2008-2009, 2.9 percent-
age points higher than the rate in 2007-2008. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: Data from 2004-2005 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were changed to cohort data in 2007-2008 and 2008-2009; 
and therefore, there is a break in the bar trend. 

Chart 1.1.31 - Algebra/Data Analysis MSA
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Note: Data from 2004-2005 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were 
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Note: Data from 2004-2005 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were 
changed to cohort data in 2007-2008 and 2008-2009; and therefore, there is a break in the 
trend line. 

Chart 1.1.33 - Algebra/Data Analysis MSA
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In 2008-2009, 79.1% of the 2,117 secondary school students 
receiving free and reduced price meal services achieved profi-
ciency on the Algebra/Data Analysis MSA, 5.8 percentage 
points higher than the rate in 2007-2008 (chart 1.1.34).  

Explanation of Results 

MSA – Reading (Elementary and Middle) 

Several factors contributed to the increases in the percentage of 
elementary school students scoring at the proficient or advanced 
level on the reading MSA. Teachers continued to receive high 
quality professional development on the implementation of 
research-based components of early literacy. The three-tier in-
tervention model continued to provide a framework for instruc-
tion, which allowed for targeted small group instruction. Chal-
lenges included providing early intervention for identified stu-
dents through the Response to Intervention (RTI) model and 
providing for collaboration and co-teaching between general 
education and special education teachers.  

Multiple factors contributed to the increases in the percentage 
of middle school students scoring at the proficient or advanced 
level on the reading MSA, including the countywide implemen-
tation of short-cycle and benchmark assessments.  

These assessments provided teachers with relevant information 
about each student’s strengths and areas for growth as well as 
direction to modify instruction. In addition, BCPS implemented 
comprehensive reading acceleration programs to address the 
needs of students who were reading below grade level. Data 
indicate significant increases in the students’ overall phonemic 
awareness and fluency. Further, SpringBoard, a Pre-AP curricu-
lum from College Board, was implemented in all Grade 8 Eng-
lish language arts classes in 2008-2009.  

 

 

MSA – Mathematics (Elementary and Middle) 

The continued implementation and monitoring of the revised 
elementary mathematics program comprised the largest contrib-
uting factor to the increases in the percentage of students in the 
majority of subgroups scoring proficient or advanced at the 
elementary level. This program and the accompanying curricu-
lum planning grids provided alignment to the State Curriculum 
(SC). Benchmark and short-cycle assessments were revised that 
also bridged the alignment of the curriculum and the SC and 
modeled the expectations of the MSA for teachers and students. 
Continued professional development was provided for teachers 
to assist in using the curriculum planning grids and analyzing 
data collected from systemwide assessments in order to ensure 
effective implementation.  

The percentage of students receiving special education services 
scoring proficient or advanced decreased slightly. A supplement 
to the elementary curriculum guide was developed to provide 
additional differentiation strategies for teachers of students re-
ceiving special education services. Professional development 
was provided to teachers on the use of this differentiation guide.  

Several factors contributed to the significant increases in the 
percentage of students scoring at the proficient or advanced 
level in all subgroups at the middle school level. The continued 
implementation and monitoring of the middle school program, 
Algebraic Thinking in grades 6, 7, and 8 were contributing fac-
tors. This program, which was aligned to the SC, provided sup-
port for students scoring in the basic or low proficient range. 
Benchmark and short-cycle assessments were revised to con-
tinue to bridge the alignment of the curriculum and the SC and 
model the expectations of the MSA.  

Additional support was provided through MSA resource guides 
available at each middle school grade level. An increase from 
2007-2008 to 2008-2009 of 8.2 percentage points for students 
receiving special education services scoring at the proficient or 
advanced level in middle school mathematics and an increase of 
7.3 percentage points for English language learners scoring at 
the proficient or advanced level in middle school mathematics 
indicate that these two subgroups are making progress, although 
they continue to be an area of focus.   

MSA – English 

The 3.9 percentage point increase in students scoring at the pro-
ficient or advanced level on the 2008-2009 English MSA may be 
attributed to several factors including the countywide implemen-
tation of short-cycle and benchmark assessments. These assess-
ments provided teachers with relevant information about each 
student’s strengths and areas of need as well as direction to 

Note: Data from 2004-2005 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were 
changed to cohort data in 2007-2008 and 2008-2009; and therefore, there is a break in the 
trend line. 

Chart 1.1.34 - Algebra/Data Analysis MSA
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modify their instruction. In addition, BCPS implemented com-
prehensive reading acceleration programs to address the needs 
of students who were reading below grade level. Data indicate 
significant increases in the students’ overall phonemic awareness 
and fluency.  

Targeted support also improved English MSA scores among 
particular subgroups. An additional factor that contributed to 
the increase in scores was teacher participation in the Gover-
nor’s Academy for English.  

MSA – Algebra/Data Analysis 

The increase in the percentage of students passing the Algebra/
Data Analysis reflects the continued implementation and moni-
toring of the revised Algebra I curriculum and the continued 
implementation of benchmark and short-cycle assessments in 
Algebra I. In addition, this increase can be attributed to the con-
tinued attention to developing an HSA Intervention Plan for 
each student who did not pass the HSA by Grade 11.  

This plan included diagnostic assessments, 60 hours of instruc-
tional resources, and additional practice opportunities that 
schools were able to implement via pull-out programs, after-
school settings, and home assignments. In addition, schools 
continued to use the comprehensive HSA Review Packet that 
was developed for students who only needed additional practice 
opportunities. A one-half credit course Mathematics Modeling: 
Applications to Algebra was available for students who had 
passed Algebra I but had not passed the HSA.  

Attention to providing support for students receiving special 
education services and English language learners continued in 
both inclusion settings and in the course Algebra and Data 
Analysis Adapted intended for Grade 9 diploma-bound students 
recommended through the IEP team process. Professional de-
velopment was provided for teachers of these students including 
content training for special education teachers who did not have 
a mathematics background or were co-teaching this course. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

MSA – Reading (Elementary and Middle) 

• Continue to provide collaborative professional develop-
ment among general and special educators to ensure the 
success of students with disabilities in inclusive and self-
contained settings. 

• Intensify and target professional development for special 
education and general education teachers in best practices 
for co-teaching models and differentiated instruction. 

 

• Continue the use of early childhood screening and progress 
monitoring tools to adjust instruction and provide appro-
priate support and interventions in order to prevent early 
reading failure. 

• Continue to implement in all elementary schools the com-
prehensive Response to Intervention (RTI) model to pro-
vide ongoing assessment, early identification, and support 
for students who are at risk of not learning to read. 

• Continue to use research-based interventions to provide 
accelerated reading/English/language arts instruction for 
students in grades 4 and 5, implement short-cycle and 
benchmark assessments, monitor the instructional program, 
and make adjustments as needed. 

• Continue to support the 100 Book Challenge in order to 
strengthen students’ application of skills and give students 
access to a wide range of fiction and non-fiction reading 
materials. 

• Continue to support the Motivational Reading Project and 
implement the Wide Reading component of the program in 
38 Title I schools in order to strengthen students’ applica-
tion of expository reading skills and strategies, research, and 
inquiry-based writing. 

• Provide to reading specialists and teachers intensive profes-
sional development and resources that targets rigorous 
comprehension strategy instruction. 

• Provide the students currently enrolled in Language! with the 
core English language arts curriculum in grades 6-9. Reduce 
the amount of time spent in the Language! program to 45 
minutes. 

• Continue to adjust and implement reading/language arts 6, 
7, and 8 short-cycle and benchmark assessments to ensure 
alignment among the tested, written, and taught curricula. 

MSA – Mathematics (Elementary and Middle) 

• Continue to monitor the effective implementation of both 
the elementary mathematics program and the middle school 
program Algebraic Thinking to ensure that all students 
receive instruction aligned to the MSA. 

• Continue to provide support to schools with large numbers 
of students scoring basic, particularly those with low per-
forming subgroups. 
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• Continue to identify the challenges for mathematics 
achievement of students receiving special education ser-
vices at both the elementary and middle school levels and 
to implement strategies to improve this achievement. 

• Continue to use short-cycle and benchmark assessments to 
monitor student progress and to identify strengths and 
needs for targeted instruction.  

• Continue to provide school-based support on the analysis 
of short-cycle and benchmark assessments to help teachers 
plan targeted instruction.  

• Continue to provide ongoing professional development for 
administrators and teachers on providing rigorous instruc-
tion and differentiation strategies and on raising expecta-
tions for student achievement. 

• Benchmark and MSA results will be monitored closely if 
there proves to be a trend. 

MSA – English 

• Reduce the amount of time spent in the Language! program 
to 45 minutes and remove the English credit given to Lan-
guage! students. 

• Provide the core English curriculum to all students enrolled 
in Language!. 

• Begin implementation of a comprehensive grammar cur-
riculum in grades 6-12. Using feedback from this first year 
of implementation, revise the grammar curriculum for full 
integration the following year. 

• Continue to provide teachers and administrators with pro-
fessional development to support the implementation of 
identified acceleration curricula. 

• Continue to monitor progress of the students in the Lan-
guage! program through the use of both internal and external 
assessments. 

• Continue to facilitate professional development that en-
sures the fidelity of implementation of the core curricula. 

• Include special educators and special education office re-
source personnel in professional development related to 
specific content areas. 

• Review and refine the middle school English and reading 
courses listed in the Course Registration Guide to ensure 
that all middle school English and reading courses are sup-
ported by rigorous curricula. 

• Continue to adjust and implement language arts 6, 7, and 8 
short-cycle and benchmark assessments to ensure align-
ment among the tested, written, and taught curricula. 

• Continue to provide demonstration lessons to language arts 
teachers by modeling instruction, coaching, and providing 
support to ensure effective implementation of the curricu-
lum and reading programs.  

MSA – Algebra/Data Analysis 

• Continue to monitor the effective implementation of the 
Algebra I curriculum, especially in schools where students 
are not performing at the expected level. 

• Continue the use of short-cycle and benchmark assess-
ments to monitor student progress and identify strengths 
and needs to help teachers plan targeted instruction. 

• Continue to monitor the Algebraic Thinking program in all 
middle schools in all grades for students who scored basic 
or in the lower one-third of the proficiency range on the 
MSA. This program employs an alternative method of 
teaching and learning foundational algebraic concepts for 
students who will typically take Algebra I in Grade 9. Pro-
fessional development will be continued for Algebra I 
teachers to ensure a smooth transition for students com-
pleting Algebraic Thinking Part 2 in Grade 8 and entering 
Algebra I in Grade 9. 

• Continue to monitor the implementation of Algebra and 
Data Analysis Adapted for identified students receiving 
special education services and to make recommendations 
for changes to improve the implementation of the curricu-
lum. 

• Continue to monitor the implementation of Algebra and 
Data Analysis Adapted for identified students and make 
recommendations for students with interrupted education 
needing to pass the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA. 

• Continue to provide Algebra I teachers with HSA instruc-
tional materials to support the individualized intervention 
for students who are not progressing towards proficiency 
achievement on the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA. 

• Continue to work with Algebra I teachers to provide unit-
by-unit planning targets and support. 

• Continue the implementation of the HSA online course for 
Algebra/Data Analysis for use in identified classrooms and 
as a professional development course for teachers. 
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What is measured? 

Percentage of diploma-bound students in Grade 10 taking 
PSAT, without exemptions 

Results for 2008-2009 

 

Chart 1.2.1 shows that in 2008-2009 the rate of students in 
Grade 10 taking the PSAT was 84.5% (6,971 out of 8,246). In 
2004-2005, the rate of students in Grade 10 taking the PSAT 
was 86.8% (7,518 out of 8,663). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
In 2008-2009, the gifted and talented student group had the 
highest PSAT participation rate at 96.0% while FARMS, LEP, 
and special education student groups had rates of 78.0%, 80.0%, 
and 65.0%, respectively (chart 1.2.2). Overall, the FARMS and 
LEP student subgroups had higher participation rates in 2008-
2009 than in 2007-2008. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.2.1 - PSAT Participation Rate Grade 10
BCPS Standard is 100%
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P erformance Indicator 1.2 - All Grade 10 diploma-
bound students will participate in the PSAT. (BCPS 
standard) 

Chart 1.2.2 - PSAT Participation Rate Grade 10 by Student Group
BCPS Standard is 100%
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Chart 1.2.3 indicates that PSAT participation rates increased 
from 2004-2005 to 2008-2009 for students in the American 
Indian subgroup (84.0% to 86.0%), students in the Asian stu-
dent subgroup (87.0% to 95.0%), and students in the Hispanic 
subgroup (75.0% to 79.0%). Participation rates remained the 
same for students in the African American subgroup (83.0%) 
and decreased for students in the White subgroup (90.0% to 
85.0%).  

Explanation of Results 

Due to the continuing initiative to provide funding for PSAT 
testing for all students in grades 9 and 10, PSAT participation 
rates have increased slightly for some but not all student groups. 
Schools and offices in the Division of Curriculum and Instruc-
tion have collaborated to identify and implement effective 
strategies for implementing school-based PSAT testing for all 
freshmen and sophomores including communicating the pur-
pose of the PSAT with high school and middle school parents/
guardians and students.  

Compared to 2007-2008, all groups had increased or stable 
PSAT participation rates except for students in the White sub-
group, which may be due to the trend of colleges no longer re-
quiring SAT tests for admissions. Coordination with the College 
Board’s students with disabilities office has led to the implemen-
tation of strategies that allow disabled middle school students to 
seek accommodations for the PSAT. Applying the data analysis 
of the Grade 10 PSAT Advanced Placement (AP) has encour-
aged schools to seek active participation in the Grade 10 PSAT.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to pay the College Board fee for all grades 9 and 
10 diploma-bound students to participate in the PSAT. 

• Provide professional development to ensure that school-
based staff members (administrators, department chairs, 
teachers, and counselors) use PSAT results to prepare stu-
dents to take challenging courses, such as honors or gifted 
and talented and AP, to improve SAT scores. 

• Facilitate professional development opportunities for staff 
regarding interpreting PSAT data for the purposes of iden-
tifying students who do not participate in PSAT, providing 
appropriate counseling and advisement, increasing applica-
tion of the connection of PSAT data to AP Potential, and 
increasing access to rigorous courses for students. 

• Increase early counseling and advisement to middle school 
students emphasizing the advantages of taking the PSAT as 
a means to achieving success on the SAT and preparing for 
college readiness. 

• Continue implementing CollegeEd in Grade 7 for early 
preparation for college readiness. 

• Increase vertical teaming professional development be-
tween middle and high schools with opportunities for ar-
ticulation among students, content subject teachers, and 
guidance counselors. 

• Continue to communicate with middle and high school 
students and parents/guardians about the importance and 
benefits of PSAT participation. 

Chart 1.2.3 - PSAT Participation Rate Grade 10 by Race/Ethnicity
BCPS Standard is 100%
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• Continue to analyze data to determine which specific stu-
dent groups are underrepresented in PSAT participation 
with the focus on increasing participation. 

• Implement intervention strategies such as the Middle 
School College Partnership with the Community College of 
Baltimore County to encourage identified student groups to 
seek academic rigor and participate in early college testing 
to increase participation in Grade 10 PSAT. 

What is measured? 

Percentage of students scoring 55 or above on the critical read-
ing/mathematics PSAT that enroll in honors or gifted and tal-
ented courses in grades 10-12 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
The percentage of students in grades 10-12 scoring 55 or above 
on the critical reading PSAT that enrolled in honors or gifted 
and talented level courses was 97.7% (1,775 out of 1,817) in 
2008-2009, the highest percentage since 2004-2005 and an in-
crease of 0.9 percentage points from 2007-2008 (chart 1.3.1). 

 

 
 

 
The percentage of students in grades 10-12 scoring 55 or above 
on the mathematics PSAT that enrolled in honors or gifted and 
talented level courses was 92.3% (2,367 out of 2,564) in  
2008-2009, the highest percentage since 2004-2005 and an in-
crease of 2.1 percentage points from 2007-2008 (chart 1.3.2). 

Explanation of Results 

The percentage of students who scored 55 or above on the criti-
cal reading and mathematics PSAT and who were enrolled in 
honors or gifted and talented courses continued to increase. 
Schools consistently counseled students scoring 55 or above on 
the critical reading and mathematics PSAT to enroll in honors 
or gifted and talented courses in order to ensure that all students 
demonstrating potential for success were placed in a rigorous 
academic program. Programs such as AVID, CollegeEd, and 
SpringBoard English also provided the opportunity for students 
to access rigorous coursework starting in Grade 7.  

Increasing rigor in the middle school curriculum assisted stu-
dents in preparing for high school honors and gifted and tal-
ented courses. The systemwide initiative to fund PSAT testing 
for all students in grades 9 and 10 provided valuable informa-
tion for all diploma-bound students. School staff members com-
municated with students and parents/guardians regarding the 
purpose of the PSAT and the ways in which the results could be 
useful for academic improvement. When PSAT scores were 
returned to schools, school staff members met with groups of 
students to explain and interpret test results.  

AP Potential data were used by administrators, guidance coun-
selors, and teachers during the course registration process to 
encourage students to take honors and gifted and talented level 
courses. English and mathematics department chairs attended 
an annual PSAT Summary of Answers and Skills workshop to 
analyze data related to instructional skills to plan strategies for 
improving daily instruction. The inclusion of online AP courses 
provided more opportunities for students to take rigorous 
classes.  

Chart 1.3.1 - Percentage of Students Enrolled in 
Honors/Gifted and Talented Courses Scoring 55 or 

Above on Critical Reading PSAT
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Chart 1.3.2 - Percentage of Students Enrolled in 
Honors/Gifted and Talented Courses Scoring 55 or 

Above on Mathematics PSAT
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Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to fund PSAT testing for all diploma-bound stu-
dents in grades 9 and 10. 

• Continue to communicate with students and parents/
guardians the importance of PSAT participation. 

• Continue to assist students with interpreting PSAT results. 

• Continue to provide data workshops to assist school staff 
with interpreting test results and planning strategies to im-
prove instruction. 

• Continue to use AP Potential data to encourage students 
with scores of 55 and above to take honors and gifted and 
talented courses. 

• Continue to support AVID programs at the high school 
and middle school levels. 

• Continue to provide professional development for guidance 
counselors to ensure that students take the appropriate 
course sequence. 

• Review honors and gifted and talented coursework to en-
sure that an academically rigorous program is available for 
students. 

• Continue to update all curricula with rigorous instructional 
methodologies and strategies. 

• Continue to implement continuous districtwide profes-
sional development on rigorous instruction for principals, 
assistant principals, teachers, department chairs, and the 
Division of Curriculum and Instruction staff. 

• Continue to monitor the use of AP Potential information at 
the school site to ensure students have increased access to 
AP courses.  

• The BCPS goal is to have every high school offer 12 or 
more Advanced Placement (AP) classes. Each high school 
is expected to meet this standard by 2009-2010. 

What is measured? 

Percentage of students who attained a Certificate of Attendance 
and meet or exceed state standards for the Alternate Maryland 
School Assessment (Alt-MSA) 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Since 2004-2005, the percentage of students achieving profi-
ciency on the reading Alternate Maryland School Assessment 
(Alt-MSA) has increased (chart 1.4.1). In 2008-2009, 71.0% (88 
out of 124) of students achieved proficiency on the reading Alt-
MSA. This represented an increase of 58.2 percentage points 
since 2004-2005. 

 
Seventy-nine percent (26 out of 33) of students receiving free 
and reduced price meal services (FARMS) achieved proficiency 
on the reading Alt-MSA in 2008-2009 (chart 1.4.2). This repre-
sented an increase of 68.0 percentage points since 2004-2005 
and an increase of 36.0 percentage points from the previous 
year. The number of English language learners achieving profi-
ciency on the reading Alt-MSA was less than five and, therefore, 
not reported in chart 1.4.2 as the Maryland State Department of 
Education does not report data for student groups of fewer 
than five students. 

 

 

 

Chart 1.4.1 - Received Certificate of Attendance
Percent Proficient on Reading Alt-MSA
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Chart 1.4.2 - Received Certificate of Attendance
Percent Proficient on Reading Alt-MSA by Student Group
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Chart 1.4.3 shows that in 2008-2009 65.0% (33 out of 51) of the 
African American and 76.0% (52 out of 68) of the White stu-
dent subgroups achieved proficiency on the reading Alt-MSA. 
The number of students in the American Indian, Asian, and 
Hispanic subgroups achieving proficiency on the reading Alt-
MSA was less than five and, therefore, not reported in chart 
1.4.3. 

 
Overall, since 2004-2005 the percentage of students achieving 
proficiency on the mathematics Alt-MSA has increased (chart 
1.4.4). In 2008-2009, 66.1% (82 out of 124) of students achieved 
proficiency on the mathematics Alt-MSA. This represented an 
increase of 51.2 percentage points since 2004-2005 and an in-
crease of 14.9 percentage points from the previous year’s rate of 
51.2% (22 out of 43). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Since 2004-2005, the percentage of students who received free 
and reduced price meal services (FARMS) and achieved profi-
ciency on the mathematics Alt-MSA has increased (chart 1.4.5). 
Sixty-seven percent (22 out of 33) of students who received free 
and reduced price meal services achieved proficiency on the 
mathematics Alt-MSA in 2008-2009. This represented a 56.0 
percentage point increase since 2004-2005 and an increase of 
24.0 percentage points from the previous year’s rate of 43.0% (9 
out of 21). The number of English language learners achieving 
proficiency on the mathematics Alt-MSA was less than five and, 
therefore, not reported in chart 1.4.5.  

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.4.4 - Received Certificate of Attendance
Percent Proficient on Mathematics Alt-MSA
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Chart 1.4.5 - Received Certificate of Attendance
Percent Proficient on Mathematics Alt-MSA by Student 

Group
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Chart 1.4.3 - Received Certificate of Attendance
Percent Proficient on Reading Alt-MSA by Race/Ethnicity
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Chart 1.4.6 shows that in 2008-2009, 59.0% (30 out of 51) of 
the African American and 72.0% (49 out of 68) of the White 
student subgroups achieved proficiency on the mathematics Alt-
MSA. The number of students achieving proficiency on the 
mathematics Alt-MSA in the American Indian, Asian, and His-
panic subgroups was less than five and, therefore, not reported 
in chart 1.4.6. 

Explanation of Results 

The 2007-2008 scores were the first year that scores solely re-
flected Alt-MSA high school participation without the influence 
of the Independent Mastery Assessment Program (IMAP) used 
earlier. Student performance on the initial year of Alt-MSA was 
lower than prior student performance when assessed using 
IMAP; however, student achievement on the Alt-MSA im-
proved significantly in 2008-2009. An additional year of data is 
needed to determine whether this reflects an upward trend. At 
that point it will be possible to determine definitively what fac-
tors may be attributed to the increase. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to move toward 100% proficient or advanced 
achievement by supporting daily, purposeful instruction in 
the areas of reading, mathematics, and science through 
curriculum aligned with the State Curriculum. 

• Adapt curriculum support documents and provide profes-
sional development to ensure alignment between instruc-
tion and proficient or advanced performance on Alt-MSA. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

• Continue to prepare teachers for the science assessment 
items in grades 5, 8, and 10 as well as the infusion and 
alignment of the science items in reading and mathematics 
in grades 3, 4, 6, 7 and 10. 

• Provide professional development to school-based staff 
(administrators, school test coordinators, teachers, and re-
lated-service providers) for training on the current Alt-MSA 
Handbook and Alt-MSA online. 

• Continue technical assistance to Alt-MSA teachers and 
teams during the testing window through individualized 
professional development and after-school group sessions 
to promote meaningful data/error analysis, purposeful in-
struction, and thorough assessment practices. 

• Assess all high school students beyond Grade 10 who meet 
the Alt-MSA criteria and were not assessed in Grade 10 (to 
ensure that they receive an AYP score for high school). 
These students would include those who have moved into 
the state during the testing window and have never taken a 
high school assessment, those who were not identified eligi-
ble in Grade 10 for the Alt-MSA and have not taken the 
HSA but have since been found eligible by the IEP team 
due to significant cognitive disability due to a medical cir-
cumstance, and those who had been in another Maryland 
LEA during Grade 10 and were not administered the as-
sessment and subsequently transferred to this LEA. 

 

 

Chart 1.4.6 - Received Certificate of Attendance
Percent Proficient on Mathematics Alt-MSA by Race/Ethnicity
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What is measured? 

Percentage of participating students scoring proficient or ad-
vanced on the Alt-MSA 

Results for 2008-2009 

 

In 2008-2009, 88.1% of the 721 students taking the Alt-MSA 
for reading in grades 3-10 attained proficiency. This result ex-
ceeded the state standard of 70.0% but was lower than the  
2007-2008 rate of 93.8% and 0.6 percentage points higher than 
the rate in 2004-5005 (chart 1.5.1).  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.5.2 shows that 91.0% of the 373 students receiving free 
and reduced price meal services who took the reading Alt-MSA 
in grades 3-10 during 2008-2009 attained proficiency. Since 
2006-2007, the number of students in the LEP subgroup who 
took the Alt-MSA reading in grades 3-10 was less than five and, 
therefore, not reported in chart 1.5.2. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.5.1 - Grades 3 to 10 Reading Alt-MSA 
Proficient or Advanced
State Standard is 70.0%
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P erformance Indicator 1.5 - All participating special 
education students will meet or exceed state 

standards for the Alternate Maryland School Assessment 
(Alt-MSA). (State standard) 

Chart 1.5.2 - Grades 3 to 10 Reading Alt-MSA 
Proficient or Advanced by Student Group
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In 2008-2009, the Asian, African American, White, and His-
panic student subgroups in grades 3-10 had proficiency rates 
above the state standard of 70.0% on the reading Alt-MSA 
(chart 1.5.3). In 2008-2009, the number of tested students for 
each subgroup was Asian (23), African American (346), White 
(328), and Hispanic (22). Since 2005-2006, the number of tested 
American Indian students has been less than five and, therefore, 
not reported in chart 1.5.3.  

 
In 2008-2009, 80.2% of the 721 students in grades 3-10 
achieved proficiency on the mathematics Alt-MSA. The 2008-
2009 rate was 10.2 percentage points above the state standard 
and 13.3 percentage points less than the prior year (chart 1.5.4). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
In 2008-2009, 81.0% of the 373 students receiving free and re-
duced price meal services taking the mathematics Alt-MSA in 
grades 3-10 attained proficiency (chart 1.5.5). Since 2006-2007, 
the number of tested ELL has been less than five and, therefore, 
not reported in chart 1.5.5.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.5.4 - Grades 3 to 10 Mathematics Alt-MSA 
Proficient or Advanced
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Chart 1.5.5 - Grades 3 to 10 Mathematics Alt-MSA 
Proficient or Advanced by Student Group

State Standard is 70.0%

95 95
83

100
85

100
81

0
20
40
60
80

100

FARMS LEP

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Chart 1.5.3 - Grades 3 to 10 Reading Alt-MSA 
Proficient or Advanced by Race/Ethnicity
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In 2008-2009, the Asian, African American, White, and His-
panic student subgroups in grades 3-10 had proficiency rates 
above the state standard of 70.0% on the mathematics Alt-MSA  
(chart 1.5.6). In 2008-2009, the number of tested students for 
each subgroup was Asian (23), African American (346), White 
(328), and Hispanic (22). Since 2005-2006, the number of tested 
American Indian students has been less than five and, therefore, 
not reported in chart 1.5.6.  

Explanation of Results 

All reported subgroups, except the Hispanic student subgroup, 
started a decline in the percentage of students who achieved 
proficiency on the mathematics Alt-MSA in 2008-2009. This can 
be attributed to the introduction of science Mastery Objectives, 
a new initiative for teachers and students in 2008-2009, which 
was aligned with the reading and mathematics curricula and 
resulted in lower scores during this first year of implementation.  

In addition, MSDE instituted a new policy in which each high 
school student in Grade 10 or above was required to take the 
Alt-MSA; in the past, this was required for only Grade 10 stu-
dents. Many students who had been non-participants in Grade 
10 had been placed in life-skills programs, which likely affected 
scores. For the last three years, MSDE has provided informa-
tion along with the performance results that allowed teachers to 
complete a full analysis of student performance. This feedback, 
along with the continued technical assistance provided by the 
Office of Special Education, included trainings, instructional 
and assessment mentoring, and direct support to administrators.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to move toward 100% proficient or advanced 
achievement on the Alt-MSA by supporting daily, engaging, 
purposeful instruction in the areas of reading, mathematics, 
and science through curriculum that is aligned to the State 
Curriculum. 

• Adapt curriculum support documents and provide profes-
sional development to ensure alignment between instruc-
tion and proficient or advanced performance on Alt-MSA. 

• Continue to prepare teachers for the science assessment 
items in grades 5, 8, and 10 as well as the infusion of the 
science items in reading and mathematics in grades 3, 4, 6, 
and 7. 

• Provide professional development to teachers focused on 
the identified areas of weakness (based on data and feed-
back from MSDE) in assessing reading and mathematics 
objectives from the State Curriculum. 

• Provide additional support to schools and programs with 
students who did not participate in Alt-MSA originally in 
Grade 10 and who need to be assessed. 

• Provide professional development to school-based staff 
(administrators, school test coordinators, teachers, and re-
lated-service providers) for training on the current Alt-MSA 
Handbook and Alt-MSA online. 

• Continue technical assistance to Alt-MSA teachers and 
teams during the testing window through individualized 
professional development and after-school group sessions 
to promote meaningful data/error analysis, purposeful in-
struction, and thorough assessment practices. 

Chart 1.5.6 - Grades 3 to 10 Mathematics Alt-MSA 
Proficient or Advanced by Race/Ethnicity
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• Collaborate with MSDE decision makers to address the 
lower scores that resulted from the introduction of the sci-
ence Mastery Objectives and to identify areas for improve-
ment, which include the prohibition of the use of an 
opaque correction fluid to mask errors, erroneous artifact 
dates, artifacts evidencing less than three days between 
baseline and mastery of the objective, prompting errors, 
and artifacts not aligned with the SC, especially in the area 
of science. Provide Alt-MSA Handbook training to princi-
pals, test coordinators, and teachers administering and as-
sisting with Alt-MSA; and recommend the establishment of 
a testing examiner team so that a cross-curricular group 
would be involved in the monthly, periodic review of the 
Alt-MSA portfolios. Distribute calendars that clearly show 
dates that are not to be used (blackout dates) on portfolio 
artifacts, and provide the testing coordinators with timeline 
charts establishing Alt-MSA deadline dates for important 
milestones.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What is measured? 

Percentage of eligible prekindergarten students having access to 
prekindergarten programs 

Results for 2008-2009 

One hundred percent of eligible prekindergarten students were 
provided access to a program during school year 2008-2009. 

In 2008-2009, 2,895 students were enrolled in prekindergarten 
classes as of September 30, 2008.  

Explanation of Results 

The 2002-2003 initiative to provide access to all eligible prekin-
dergarten students has been successful to date. Schools with 
prekindergarten programs evaluated students for automatic eligi-
bility regardless of the number of students enrolled; schools 
without programs also evaluated for automatic eligibility. If pro-
grams were full or if schools did not offer prekindergarten pro-
grams, children with automatic eligibility were referred for 
placement in other schools. 

 Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue efforts to enroll all eligible children as defined in 
the BCPS Prekindergarten Screening Procedures. 

• Continue to monitor enrollment in existing prekindergarten 
programs in order to determine the need for additional 
programs. 

• Continue to publicize prekindergarten program eligibility. 

• Collaborate with Baltimore County Head Start to dually 
enroll prekindergarten students. 

 
  
 

 

 

 

 

 

P erformance Indicator 1.6 - All eligible 
prekindergarten students will have access to a 

prekindergarten program by the 2007-2008 school year. 
(State standard) 



PERFORMANCE GOAL 1 

Page 24 

BLUEPRINT FOR PROGRESS REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 

 

What is measured? 

Percentage of schools having full-day kindergarten  

Results for 2008-2009 

 

All elementary schools had full-day kindergarten in 2008-2009 
and in the previous year, meeting the state requirement of 100% 
by 2008 (chart 1.7.1).  

Explanation of Results 

The five-year implementation plan, which began in 2003-2004, 
was successful in meeting the state goal of having full-day kin-
dergarten in 100% of elementary schools by 2008. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to support the implementation of full-day kinder-
garten in all elementary schools. 

 

What is measured? 

Percentage of students in grades 2–6 achieving grade level stan-
dards on reading assessments 

Results for 2008-2009 

No Data Yet Available 

Explanation of Results 

N/A 

 

What is measured? 

Percentage of students in Grade 8 taking Algebra I in middle 
school  

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, 56.9% (4,411 out of 7,747) of students in Grade 8 
had taken Algebra I in middle school, a 7.9 percentage point 
increase since 2004-2005 (chart 1.9.1).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.7.1 - Full-day Kindergarten
State Standard is 100% by 2008
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Chart 1.9.1 - Middle School Algebra I Enrollment
Grade 8
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Chart 1.9.2 shows that 41.0% (1,225 out of 2,986) of students 
receiving free and reduced price meal services had taken Algebra 
I in middle school; 96.0% (2,076 out of 2,168) of students en-
rolled in gifted and talented programs had taken Algebra I in 
middle school; 14.0% (16 out of 112) of the ELL had taken 
Algebra I in middle school; and 11.0% (80 out of 739) of stu-
dents receiving special education services had taken Algebra I in 
middle school.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In 2008-2009, 56.0% of the 36 students in the American Indian, 
76.0% of the 409 students in the Asian, 45.0% of the 3,211 stu-
dents in the African American, 67.0% of the 3,781 students in 
the White, and 43.0% of the 310 students in the Hispanic sub-
groups in Grade 8 had taken Algebra I in middle school (chart 
1.9.3). From 2004-2005 to 2008-2009, the percentage of Grade 
8 students who have taken Algebra I in the middle school has 
increased for each racial/ethnic student group. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.9.2 - Middle School Algebra I Enrollment
Grade 8 by Student Group

BCPS Standard is 100%
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Chart 1.9.3 - Middle School Algebra I Enrollment
Grade 8 by Race/Ethnicity
BCPS Standard is 100%

41

68

35

58

34
40 37

63

36
45

75

39

62

35
41 40

67

47
56

76

45

67

43

70 73

0

20

40

60

80

100

American Indian Asian African American White Hispanic

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009



PERFORMANCE GOAL 1 

Page 26 

BLUEPRINT FOR PROGRESS REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 

Explanation of Results 

Continued attention remained on placing students in Algebra I 
at the middle school level. A benchmark assessment was admin-
istered at the end of the school year to students in Grade 7 to 
determine potential placement in Algebra I in Grade 8. In addi-
tion, diagnostic and readiness tests were available to ensure that 
middle school students who demonstrated readiness for Algebra 
I were placed in the course. Several programs were in place to 
provide support for students who were not in a Pre-Algebra 
class but who demonstrated potential for Algebra I through 
performance in mathematics. The implementation of the Alge-
bra with Assistance program and the Pre-Algebra summer 
school course, has supported the placement of additional middle 
school students into Algebra I.   

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to support the Algebra with Assistance program 
and the Pre-Algebra summer school course to ensure ap-
propriate placement of students into Algebra I at the mid-
dle school. 

• Continue to administer a diagnostic benchmark during 
fourth quarter for all students at the middle school to en-
sure that students demonstrating a readiness for Algebra I 
are appropriately placed. In particular, focus attention on 
middle schools where a lower percentage of students are 
enrolled in Algebra I in Grade 8. 

• Continue to support the implementation of the elementary 
mathematics program that includes additional opportunities 
to build the foundation for Algebra I prior to middle 
school. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What is measured? 
 
Percentage of students (less exemptions) passing Algebra/Data 
Analysis HSA by end of Grade 9 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, 71.2% (5,463 out of 7,671) of students who had 
taken Algebra I had passed the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA by 
the end of Grade 9, the highest percentage since 2004-2005 
(chart 1.10.1). This represented a 1.5 percentage point increase 
from the previous year’s rate of 69.7% and an overall increase of 
18.2 percentage points since 2004-2005. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.10.1 - Algebra/Data Analysis HSA by the End of 
Grade 9 Pass Rate
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In 2008-2009, the percentage of students passing the Algebra/
Data Analysis High School Assessment (HSA) by the end of 
Grade 9 has increased for each student group when compared 
to 2004-2005 (chart 1.10.2). In 2008-2009, 49.0% (1,595 out of 
3,257) of students receiving free and reduced price meal ser-
vices, 91.0% (1,919 out of 2,114) of students enrolled in gifted 
and talented programs, 46.0% (37 out of 81) of ELL, and 22.0%
(187 out of 836) of students receiving special education services 
passed the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA by the end of Grade 9.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Compared to 2004-2005, the percentage of students in 2008-
2009 passing the Algebra/Data Analysis High School Assess-
ment (HSA) by the end of Grade 9 has increased for each ra-
cial/ethnic student group (chart 1.10.3). In 2008-2009, 73.0% 
(22 out of 30) of the American Indian, 90.0% (336 out of 375) 
of the Asian, 58.0% (1,914 out of 3,305) of the African Ameri-
can, 82.0% (2,991 out of 3,652) of the White, and 64.0% (200 
out of 311) of the Hispanic student subgroups passed the Alge-
bra/Data Analysis HSA by the end of Grade 9. The pass rates 
of all racial/ethnic student groups, except for the Hispanic stu-
dent subgroup, increased or remained constant in 2008-2009 
from the previous year, with the American Indian student sub-
group having the largest increase of 19.0 percentage points.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.10.2 - Algebra/Data Analysis HSA by the End of Grade 9
Pass Rate by Student Group

BCPS Standard is 100%
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Chart 1.10.3 - Algebra/Data Analysis HSA by the End of Grade 9
Pass Rate by Race/Ethnicity
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Explanation of Results 

Several factors contributed to the percentage of students passing 
the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA by the end of Grade 9 in 2008-
2009. Schools continued to conduct awareness sessions to in-
form students and parents/guardians of the requirements for 
graduation including the requirement to pass the Algebra/Data 
Analysis HSA. In addition, teachers continued to refine imple-
mentation of the Algebra I curriculum. Teachers were provided 
with additional professional development opportunities on in-
structional strategies and the curriculum.  

The 2008-2009 school year was the first year for students en-
rolled in Algebra I in Grade 9 to have been enrolled previously 
in two of the three Algebraic Thinking courses offered at the 
middle school level. Grade 9 Algebra I teachers were provided 
with professional development on the methodology of the Alge-
braic Thinking program in order to bridge the students’ learning 
of algebraic concepts prior to Algebra I. Benchmark and short-
cycle assessments were adjusted and implemented to continue 
to mirror the questions and style of the HSA and to provide 
teachers with a detailed opportunity to analyze each student’s 
progress towards mastery of the indicators embedded in the 
Core Learning Goals (CLG). Additional HSA practice problems 
were created and distributed to teachers to provide directed 
intervention opportunities for students who did not show pro-
gress towards mastering the CLG.   

There was continued implementation of the course Algebra and 
Data Analysis Adapted, which was intended for diploma-bound 
students in Grade 9 who were recommended through the IEP 
team process. This required content training for special educa-
tion teachers teaching these courses who may not have had a 
mathematics background. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to adjust and implement Algebra I and the bench-
mark and short-cycle assessments at each high school to 
ensure effective implementation and to monitor the results 
of these assessments for all subgroups. Provide profes-
sional development opportunities for teachers of Algebra I 
to ensure understanding of the curriculum and effective 
instructional strategies for all learners. 

• Continue to monitor the middle school program Algebraic 
Thinking in all grades for students who scored basic or in 
the lower one-third of the proficiency range on the MSA. 
The first cohort of students who will have taken all three 
Algebraic Thinking courses in middle school will take the 
Algebra/Data Analysis HSA in May 2010. 

• Continue to support and monitor the implementation of 
the Algebra and Data Analysis Adapted course for high 
school students recommended through the IEP team proc-
ess and for recommended ELL. Review the existing cur-
riculum and instructional strategies to meet the needs of 
students receiving special education services and English 
language learners enrolled in this course. Provide profes-
sional development opportunities for teachers of the Alge-
bra and Data Analysis Adapted course to ensure under-
standing of the curriculum and effective instructional strate-
gies. 

• Continue to work with the Office of Special Education on 
the co-teaching initiative to ensure that special education 
and general education teachers have opportunities to effec-
tively co-plan and co-teach in Algebra I classrooms. 
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What is measured? 

Percentage of Grade 12 students who have at least one fine arts 
credit by the end of Grade 12 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
As shown in chart 1.11.1, 92.3% of the 7,695 students in Grade 
12 had at least one fine arts credit by the end of the 2008-2009 
school year. 

Explanation of Results 

The percentage of students who have fulfilled the requirement 
of at least one fine arts credit by the end of Grade 12 has re-
mained relatively stable over time. The number of students en-
rolled in the fine arts courses has increased from 7,425 in 2004-
2005 to 7,695 in 2008-2009. In 2008-2009, 1.0% of Grade 12 
students were certificate-bound students and were included in 
the results.  

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Conduct additional research to identify root causes related 
to the remaining 7.7% of Grade 12 students who have not 
met the fine arts graduation requirement. 

• Identify the student pass/fail rate in all courses that fulfill 
the state graduation requirement for both diploma- and 
certificate-bound students, ensuring accuracy of reporting 
enrollment in the fine arts courses. 

• Continue to implement an action plan to address course-
specific and school-specific issues that impede student suc-
cess. 

 

• Continue to implement and update the BCPS Fine Arts 
Initiative Strategic Plan and explore additional opportuni-
ties to enhance teaching and learning in the arts at all levels 
of instruction. 

• Continue to disaggregate the data to identify schools that 
will benefit from participation in professional development 
in differentiated instruction in the fine arts to assist in meet-
ing the learning needs of all students. 

 

What is measured? 

Percentage of students by cohort group who pass the corre-
sponding HSA tests 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
At the end of Grade 12, 88.2% of the students in the class of 
2009 passed the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA. This rate was 23.5 
percentage points higher than at the end of Grade 9 for the class 
of 2009 (chart 1.12.1). 

 

Chart 1.11.1 - Fine Arts Pass Rate
State Standard is 100%
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Chart 1.12.2 shows that 85.2% of the 7,107 students in the class 
of 2009 passed the Biology HSA by the end of Grade 12. This 
rate was an increase of 13.6 percentage points for the same class 
at the end of Grade 10. 

 
By the end of Grade 12, 85.9% of students in the class of 2009 
passed the English HSA (chart 1.12.3). This rate was 16.3 per-
centage points above the results for the same class at the end of 
Grade 10. 

 
Chart 1.12.4 shows that 92.9% of students in the class of 2009 
passed the Government HSA by the end of Grade 12 as com-
pared with 69.5% at the end of Grade 9. 

 
At the end of Grade 11, 84.8% of the 7,381 students in the class 
of 2010 passed the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA, an increase of 
19.5 percentage points for the same class at the end of Grade 9  
(chart 1.12.5).

 
Chart 1.12.6 shows that 80.4% of students in the class of 2010 
passed the Biology HSA by the end of Grade 11, a rate that was 
10.6 percentage points higher than at the end of Grade 10. 

 
Chart 1.12.7 shows that by the end of Grade 11, 79.8% of stu-
dents in the class of 2010 passed the English HSA as compared 
to 66.5% the previous year. 

Chart 1.12.2 - Class of 2009
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Chart 1.12.3 - Class of 2009
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Chart 1.12.4 - Class of 2009
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Chart 1.12.5 - Class of 2010
Algebra/Data Analysis HSA Percentage Passed
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The class of 2010 passed the Government HSA at a rate of 
88.1% by the end of Grade 11 as compared with 66.2% at the 
end of Grade 9 (chart 1.12.8). 

 
Chart 1.12.9 shows that 76.9% of the 7,970 students in the class 
of 2011 passed the Algebra/Data Analysis HSA by the end of 
Grade 10. 

 
On the Biology HSA, 69.3% of the students in the class of 2011 
passed the test by the end of Grade 10 (chart 1.12.10).  

 
Chart 1.12.11 shows that 65.1% of the students in the class of 
2011 passed the English HSA by the end of Grade 10. There 
were 7,970 students in the class of 2011.

 
At the end of Grade 10, 77.7% of students in the class of 2011 
passed the Government HSA compared to 67.2% the previous 
year, an increase of 10.5 percentage points (chart 1.12.12). 

 
Chart 1.12.13 shows that 67.6% of the 8,331 students in the 
class of 2012 passed the Algebra/Data Analysis at the end of 
Grade 9. 
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Algebra/Data Analysis HSA Percentage Passed

76.9
65.5

0
20
40
60
80

100

End of Grade 9 End of Grade 10

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

Chart 1.12.10 - Class of 2011
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On the Government HSA, 64.7% of the students in the class of 
2012 passed the test by the end of Grade 9 (chart 1.12.14). 

Explanation of Results 

Algebra/Data Analysis 

Algebra/Data Analysis - Class of 2009 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students passing the Algebra/
Data Analysis HSA by the end of Grade 12 can be attributed to 
the continued attention given to developing an HSA Interven-
tion Plan for each student who did not pass the HSA by Grade 
11. This plan included diagnostic assessments, 60 hours of in-
structional resources, and additional practice problems that 
schools were able to use with students in pull-out programs, in 
after-school settings, and on home assignments.  

In addition, schools continued to use the comprehensive HSA 
Review Packet that was developed for use with students who 
needed additional practice opportunities. A one-half credit 
course entitled Mathematics Modeling: Applications to Algebra 
was available to students who passed Algebra I but not the 
HSA.  

Algebra/Data Analysis - Class of 2010 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students passing the Algebra/
Data Analysis HSA by the end of Grade 11 can be attributed to 
several factors including the development of an HSA Interven-
tion Plan for students who passed Algebra I but not the HSA by 
Grade 10. This plan included diagnostic assessments, 60 hours 
of instructional resources, and additional practice problems that 
schools were able to use with students in pull-out programs, in 
after-school settings, and on home assignments.  

In addition, a comprehensive HSA Review Packet was devel-
oped and distributed for use with students who needed addi-
tional practice opportunities. A one-half credit course entitled 
Mathematics Modeling: Applications to Algebra was available 
for students who passed Algebra I but not the HSA.  

Algebra/Data Analysis - Class of 2011 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students passing the Algebra/
Data Analysis HSA by the end of Grade 10 can be attributed to 
several factors including the development of an HSA Interven-
tion Plan for students who passed Algebra I but not the HSA by 
Grade 9. This plan included diagnostic assessments, 60 hours of 
instructional resources, and additional practice problems that 
schools were able to use with students in pull-out programs, in 
after-school settings, and on home assignments.  

In addition, a comprehensive HSA Review Packet was devel-
oped and distributed for use with students who needed addi-
tional practice opportunities. A one-half credit course entitled 
Mathematics Modeling: Applications to Algebra was available 
for students who passed Algebra I but not the HSA. English 
language learners (ELL) and students with an Individual Educa-
tion Plan (IEP) continued in Algebraic Functions Adapted, a 
course developed to directly assist students who continued to 
need additional support to pass the HSA and to complete the 
content of Algebra I.  

Algebra/Data Analysis - Class of 2012 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students passing the Algebra/
Data Analysis HSA by the end of Grade 9 may be attributed to 
the continued implementation of the revised Algebra I curricu-
lum and adjusted benchmarks and short-cycle assessments. 
Benchmarks with a developed HSA Prep Plan for Algebra I 
provided teachers with diagnostic tools and resource materials 
to assist students in mastering specific skills of the Core Learn-
ing Goals.  

Continued attention was paid to the effective implementation of 
the Algebra I curriculum. Teachers of Algebra I students in 
Grade 9 were provided with professional development to transi-
tion students from the middle school Algebraic Thinking pro-
gram into Algebra I. English language learners (ELL) and stu-
dents with an Individual Education Plan (IEP) continued in 
Algebraic Functions Adapted, a course developed to directly 
assist students who continued to need additional support to pass 
the HSA and to complete the content of Algebra I. Special edu-
cation teachers were provided with professional development to 
increase content knowledge and instructional practices appropri-
ate for students enrolled in this course. 
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Biology  

Biology - Class of 2009 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students passing the Biology 
HSA between Grade 10 and Grade 12 may be attributed to con-
tinued intervention efforts at the school level provided to stu-
dents who passed the biology course but not the HSA. Interven-
tions included utilizing the comprehensive HSA Student Review 
Guide, initiating pull-out programs that occurred during after-
school settings, and implementing Contemporary Problems in 
Biology, a semester-long remediation course.   

Biology - Class of 2010 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students passing the Biology 
HSA between Grade 10 and 11 may be attributed to continued 
implementation of the revised biology curriculum, the recom-
mended textbook, adjusted benchmark and short-cycle assess-
ments, and the comprehensive HSA Student Review Guide. 
Continued attention was given to the effective implementation 
of the biology curriculum in all classrooms to ensure the success 
of all students. Additionally, teachers were provided with pro-
fessional development opportunities to increase both content 
knowledge and knowledge of instructional practices and differ-
entiated instructional strategies. 

Biology - Class of 2011 Results 

Schools continued to implement the revised biology curriculum, 
the recommended textbook, adjusted benchmark and short-
cycle assessments, and the comprehensive HSA Student Review 
Guide. Professional development opportunities were afforded 
to all biology teachers, paraprofessionals, and classroom assis-
tants during the school year and in the summer to increase 
knowledge of content and instructional practices, effective in-
structional delivery methods, and differentiated instructional 
strategies. 

English 

English - Class of 2009 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students passing the English 
HSA may be attributed to several factors including the imple-
mentation of short-cycle and benchmark assessments. Assess-
ments provided teachers with relevant information about each 
student’s strengths and areas of need as well as direction to 
modify instruction. In addition, BCPS implemented comprehen-
sive reading acceleration programs to address the needs of stu-
dents who were reading below grade level. Data indicated a sig-
nificant increase in the students’ overall phonemic awareness 
and fluency. An additional factor that contributed to the  

increase in scores was teacher participation in the Governor’s 
Academy for English.  

English - Class of 2010 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students passing the English 
HSA may be attributed to several factors including the imple-
mentation of short-cycle and benchmark assessments. Assess-
ments provided teachers with relevant information about each 
student’s strengths and areas of need as well as direction to 
modify instruction. In addition, BCPS implemented comprehen-
sive reading acceleration programs to address the needs of stu-
dents who were reading below grade level. Data indicated a sig-
nificant increase in the students’ overall phonemic awareness 
and fluency. An additional factor that contributed to the in-
crease in scores was teacher participation in the Governor’s 
Academy for English.  

English - Class of 2011 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students passing the English 
HSA on the first attempt may be attributed to several factors 
including the implementation of short-cycle and benchmark 
assessments. Assessments provided teachers with relevant infor-
mation about each student’s strengths and areas of need as well 
as direction to modify instruction. In addition, BCPS imple-
mented comprehensive reading acceleration programs to ad-
dress the needs of students who were reading below grade level. 
Data indicated a significant increase in the students’ overall pho-
nemic awareness and fluency. An additional factor that contrib-
uted to the increase in scores was teacher participation in the 
Governor’s Academy for English.  

Government 

Government - Class of 2009 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students who passed the Gov-
ernment HSA may be attributed to continued intervention ef-
forts by the schools through pull-out programs, voluntary after-
school sessions, and home assignments. A one-half credit 
course entitled Principles of Government was offered in 2008-
2009 to assist students who did not pass the Government HSA. 
Students who did not pass the Government HSA met the 
graduation requirement by reaching a combined HSA score of 
1602 or by successfully completing Bridge Plan projects.  

Government - Class of 2010 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students who passed the Gov-
ernment HSA may be attributed to several factors. Students in 
Grade 10 who passed the American Government course but not 
the Government HSA were afforded opportunities to re-take 
the course and were serviced through pull-out programs, volun-
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tary after-school sessions, and home assignments. A one-half 
credit course entitled Principles of Government was offered in 
2008-2009 to assist students who did not pass the Government 
HSA. 

Government - Class of 2011 Results 

The increase in the percentage of students who passed the Gov-
ernment HSA may be attributed to several factors. Students in 
Grade 10 who passed the American Government course but not 
the Government HSA were afforded opportunities to re-take 
the course and were serviced through pull-out programs, volun-
tary after-school sessions, and home assignments. A one-half 
credit course entitled Principles of Government was offered in 
2008-2009 to assist students who did not pass the Government 
HSA. 

Government - Class of 2012 Results 

The percentage of students who passed the Government HSA 
(64.7%) may be attributed to the alignment of the American 
Government course to the Government HSA, use of short-
cycle and benchmark data to inform instruction, and use of the 
re-teaching manual. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

Algebra/Data Analysis 

• Continue to monitor the implementation of the Mathemat-
ics Modeling: Applications to Algebra course and provide 
professional development for teachers implementing the 
course. 

• Continue to adjust and implement Algebra I and bench-
mark and short-cycle assessments at each high school to 
ensure effective implementation. 

• Continue to implement the middle school program, Alge-
braic Thinking, in all grades for students who scored basic 
or were in the lower one-third of the proficiency range on 
the MSA.  

• Continue to provide a bridging program for teachers of 
Grade 9 Algebra I students to transition students from the 
concepts learned in Algebraic Thinking Part 2 to the con-
cepts taught in Algebra I. 

• Review the existing curricula and instructional strategies in 
Algebra and Data Analysis and Algebraic Functions 
Adapted to meet the needs of  students receiving special 
education services and English language learners. Continue 
to provide professional development opportunities for 
teachers of these courses to ensure understanding of the 
curriculum and use of effective instructional strategies. 

• Continue to adjust and implement Algebra I short-cycle and 
benchmark assessments to ensure alignment among the 
tested, written, and taught curricula. 

• Continue to develop review materials for HSA courses to 
provide intervention strategies for students performing at 
the basic level. 

• Continue to provide curriculum and professional develop-
ment for teachers of Algebra I students enrolled in Evening 
School and Saturday School as well as Summer School.   

• Continue to offer Preparing for Algebra as a summer 
school intervention for Grade 9 students who have com-
pleted middle school without taking Algebra I and who 
need to refine their skills in preparation for Algebra I. 

• Continue to work with the Offices of Special Education 
and World Languages and ESOL to identify interventions 
specifically designed for students receiving special education 
services and English language learners. 

Biology 

• Continue to monitor the implementation of the revised 
biology curriculum, benchmark and short-cycle assess-
ments, and the HSA Student Review Guide. 

• Continue to monitor student progress, identify areas of 
weakness/content misconceptions, and make informed 
instructional decisions through analysis of benchmark and 
short-cycle data.   

• Continue to train science department chairs in data analysis 
and program implementation.  

• Continue to implement the Contemporary Problems in 
Biology course for students who have passed the biology 
course but failed the Biology HSA. 

• Continue to improve teacher effectiveness and increase 
student performance by providing ongoing professional 
development for biology teachers in content, best instruc-
tional practices, classroom management, and instructional 
technology. 

• Continue to collaborate with other curriculum offices to 
design programs and interventions appropriate for all stu-
dents. 

• Continue to collaborate with the Offices of Special Educa-
tion and World Languages and ESOL to identify interven-
tions specifically designed for English language learners and 
students with IEPs. 
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• Implement the Biology Re-teaching Guide, a resource that 
offers strategies for re-teaching concepts of biology for 
students who need additional resource assistance.   

• Continue to implement the Bridge Plan for Academic Vali-
dation for students who meet the criteria for eligibility and 
do not pass the Biology HSA. 

English 

• Provide the students currently enrolled in Language! with the 
core English language arts curriculum in grades 6-9. Reduce 
the amount of time spent in the Language! program in order 
to accommodate the additional 45 minutes of the core cur-
riculum. 

• Begin implementation of a comprehensive grammar cur-
riculum in grades 6-12, and use feedback to revise the gram-
mar curriculum for full integration the following year. 

• Continue to provide teachers and administrators with pro-
fessional development to support the implementation of 
identified acceleration curricula. 

• Continue to monitor progress of the students in the Lan-
guage! program through the use of both internal and external 
assessments. 

• Continue to facilitate professional development that ensures 
the fidelity of implementation of the core curricula. 

• Include special educators and special education office re-
source personnel in professional development opportunities 
related to specific content areas. 

• Review and refine the high school English and reading 
courses listed in the Course Registration Guide to ensure all 
are supported by rigorous curricula. 

• Continue to adjust and implement English 10 short-cycle 
and benchmark assessments to ensure alignment among the 
tested, written, and taught curricula. 

• Continue to provide demonstration lessons to English 10 
teachers by modeling instruction, coaching, and providing 
support to ensure effective implementation of the curricu-
lum and reading programs. 

• Provide ongoing professional development for teachers 
implementing the revised one-half credit course Accelerated 
English, which is designed to address students who did not 
pass the English HSA in Grade 10. 

 

Government 

• Continue to adjust and implement short-cycle and bench-
mark assessments and provide professional development in 
data analysis. 

• Provide ongoing support to schools offering the Principles 
of Government course. 

• Provide additional support to schools through the services 
of a special educator assigned to the Office of Social Stud-
ies. 

• Fully implement the re-teaching manual that provides 
teachers with recommendations for instructional strategies, 
resources, and assessments appropriate for students who do 
not demonstrate mastery. 

• Provide further training so that Kurzweil technology is 
available and used in every high school. 

• Continue support of action plans developed by schools. 

• Increase professional development opportunities for teach-
ers of American Government, special educators, and teach-
ers of ELL. 

• Designate staff from the Office of Social Studies to serve as 
representatives at Grade 9 team meetings in schools eligible 
for alternative governance. 

• Support rigor within the American Government course 
through systematic use of writing strategies. 

• Prepare students who did not pass the Government HSA 
and did not pass the American Government course for 
retesting as they complete their coursework. 

• Offer to students who did not pass the Government HSA 
and passed the American Government course appropriate 
assistance prior to retesting. 
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What is measured? 

Percentage of high schools with at least a 7.0% participation rate  
on the Advanced Placement (AP) examinations 
 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, 70.8% (17 out of 24) of high schools had at least 
a 7.0% participation rate in AP examinations (chart 1.13.1). The 
AP participation rate increased 4.1 percentage points from  
2007-2008 and increased 16.6 percentage points since  
2004-2005.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
As shown in chart 1.13.2, 14.2% (4,376 out of 30,879) of the 
total number of enrolled high school students took at least one 
AP exam in 2008-2009, which was more than double the na-
tional average of 7.0%. This rate was an increase of 1.6 percent-
age points from 2007-2008 and 4.0 percentage points since  
2004-2005.   
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.13.1 - AP Participation Rate
Schools Meeting or Exceeding National Average

BCPS Standard is 100%
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Chart 1.13.2 - AP Participation Rate
National Average is 7.0%
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P erformance Indicator 1.13 - All high schools will 
meet or exceed the national average of a 7.0% 

participation rate on the Advanced Placement (AP) 
examinations. (BCPS standard) 
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Chart 1.13.3 shows that in 2008-2009, 6.0% (532 out of 9,336) 
of students receiving free and reduced price meal services, 
42.0% (4,358 out of 10,293) of students enrolled in gifted and 
talented programs, and 1.0% (19 out of 2,936) of students re-
ceiving special education services took at least one AP exam. In 
2008-2009, 0.3% (1 out of 384) of ELL took at least one AP 
exam. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In 2008-2009, 11.0% (14 out of 131) of the American Indian, 
28.0% (445 out of 1,603) of the Asian, 6.0% (804 out of 12,375) 
of the African American, 19.0% (3,005 out of 15,673) of the 
White, and 9.0% ( 99 out of 1,097) of the Hispanic student sub-
groups took at least one AP exam (chart 1.13.4). There were 
increases in AP participation rates from the previous year 
among the Asian, White, and Hispanic student subgroups; there 
was a decrease in the participation rate for the American Indian 
subgroup, while the participation rate for the African American 
student subgroup remained constant. Since 2004-2005, the rate 
of AP participation among all racial/ethnic student subgroups 
increased.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.13.4 - AP Participation Rate
by Race/Ethnicity

National Average is 7.0%

4
6

4

14

24

5

1615

6

11

6

19

9

7

13

21

8 7

23

78 8

17

27 28

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

American Indian Asian African American White Hispanic

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
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by Student Group
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Explanation of Results 

The results suggest that applying data analysis to instruction, 
differentiating instruction, and implementing vertical teams con-
tinued to build both content knowledge and skill sets for stu-
dents with varying academic needs. High schools increased the 
number of AP and International Baccalaureate (IB) courses, and 
some high schools offered AP courses in earlier grades such as 
in Grade 9. The implementation of rigorous courses increased 
opportunities for students to participate in AP coursework and 
to achieve successfully on AP examinations. The implementa-
tion of the AVID classes and schoolwide use of strategies pre-
pared students for success in higher level coursework. Further, 
all students were provided the opportunity to take the PSAT, 
the results of which were used to identify potential AP candi-
dates. Finally, there was an increase in professional development 
for AP teachers that resulted in improved instruction, greater 
student enrollment, and, most importantly, increased student 
achievement.  

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Refine identification of AP Potential professional develop-
ment for administrators, school counselors, and AP coordi-
nators. 

• Increase professional development opportunities for core 
subject middle school teachers that focus on Pre-AP in-
structional strategies, and increase AP professional develop-
ment training for core and non-core subjects. 

• Increase communication with parents/guardians via Educa-
tion Channel, Connect Ed, and system newsletters. 

• Extend the advisory role of school guidance counselors 
with a particular focus on PSAT and AP Potential and the 
benefits of a college education. 

• Expand the opportunities for all students to have access to 
rigorous courses. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What is measured? 

Percentage of high schools with at least a 70.0% AP pass rate 
(scores of 3, 4, or 5) 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
As shown in chart 1.14.1, 37.5% of the high schools (9 out of 
24) had at least a 70.0% pass rate on AP exams in 2008-2009.   

 
Chart 1.14.2 shows that in 2008-2009, 68.5% of the 9,002 high 
school students who took AP exams achieved passing scores.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.14.1 - AP Pass Rate
Schools with at least 70% Pass Rate
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Chart 1.14.2 - AP Pass Rate
BCPS Standard is 70.0%

70.8 70.8 68.7 70.5 68.5

0

20

40

60

80

100

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

P erformance Indicator 1.14 - All high schools will 
have at least 70.0% of their students who take 

Advanced Placement (AP) examinations achieve passing 
scores. (BCPS standard) 
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Chart 1.14.3 shows that 41.0% of the 929 students receiving free 
and reduced price meals and 50.0% of the 28 students receiving 
special education services passed the AP exam in 2008-2009, 
which were higher percentages than the previous year. The pass 
rate for students enrolled in gifted and talented programs was 
68.0% (6,152 out of 8,982) in 2008-2009, which was 3.0 percent-
age points lower than the previous year. For all years except 
2005-2006, the number of students in the LEP subgroup was 
less than five; therefore, data are not reported in chart 1.14.3. 

In 2008-2009, 76.0% (22 out of 29) of the American Indian and 
41.0% (567 out of 1,378) of the African American student sub-
groups taking AP exams passed, an increase from the previous 
year (chart 1.14.4). The 2008-2009 AP pass rates were 72.0% 
(815 out of 1,135) for the Asian, 74.0% (4,641 out of 6,267) for 
the White, and 62.0% (113 out of 182) for the  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Hispanic student subgroups, a decrease from the previous year 
and 1.0 percentage points lower than the rates in 2004-2005. 

Explanation of Results 

Due to the continued focus on AP participation for all high 
school students, schools continued to implement new delivery 
systems such as online courses and distance learning. All AP 
course syllabi must now pass through the AP audit process initi-
ated by the College Board ensuring the consistent implementa-
tion of AP courses in all schools. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.14.3 - AP Pass Rate
by Student Group

BCPS Standard is 70.0%
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Chart 1.14.4 - AP Pass Rate
by Race/Ethnicity
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Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Implement Pre-AP strategies as defined in the College 
Board Partnership Academic Support Plan. 

• Provide professional development for AP teachers includ-
ing Pre-AP topics for vertical teams. 

• Provide professional development for new AP teachers 
including support network programs to enhance the imple-
mentation of the Advanced Placement curricula and tests. 

• Provide professional development on scoring free response 
answers on AP tests and analyzing students’ responses to 
improve student performance. 

• Provide AP sessions at designated schools to prepare stu-
dents for the AP exams. 

• Continue to collaborate with local institutions of higher 
education to provide graduate-level professional develop-
ment for teachers of all AP courses. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What is measured? 

Percentage of IB students who participate and complete the IB 
diploma requirements 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
The percentage of IB students who earned an IB diploma in 
2008-2009 was 10.5% (2 out of 19). This was a decrease of 21.3 
percentage points from the 2007-2008 previous year’s rate of 
31.8% (14 out of 44). Since 2004-2005, the IB diploma rate has 
decreased by 45.5 percentage points (chart 1.15.1). 

Explanation of Results 

To earn an IB diploma, students must take 6 IB course exams, 
earn a total of 24 out of 42 possible points on the 6 exams (each 
exam is scored on a seven-point scale), complete the Creativity 
Activity Service (CAS) requirement of 150 service learning 
hours, and not score below 4 points on more than 1 of the 
higher level course exams:  English, biology, history, art, or mu-
sic. In 2008-2009, there were 17 candidates who did not earn an 
IB diploma; of those, 2 missed earning the diploma by 1 point 
and 4 missed by 2 points. Sixteen students not earning the IB 
diploma earned certificates (passed the subject exams) in 1 to 4 
individual subject areas. Additionally, during the spring testing 
in 2009, 1 of the IB schools was closed due to a swine flu out-
break. Conflicting information regarding the rescheduling of the 
assessments may have raised anxiety among students and possi-
bly contributed to lower than expected test results. 

 

 

Chart 1.15.1 - IB
Percentage of Diplomas Awarded
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P erformance Indicator 1.15 - All students who 
participate in the International Baccalaureate (IB) 

program will complete the IB diploma requirements. 
(BCPS standard) 
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Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to implement activities for grades 9 and 10 Pre-IB 
students and their parents/guardians that provide exposure 
to rigorous coursework and 24/7 online information re-
sources in order to increase participation in the diploma 
program. 

• Continue to implement activities for grades 11 and 12 IB 
diploma students and parents/guardians to improve reten-
tion in the IB diploma program. 

• Continue to analyze the effectiveness of efforts to recruit 
and retain students in the IB diploma program. 

• Continue efforts to identify and analyze the root causes for 
the decrease in IB diploma attainment rate. 

• Continue the development of collaborative partnerships 
with model IB programs in Maryland for professional de-
velopment and program enhancement. 

• Continue to identify and provide professional development 
resources, including the International Baccalaureate Organi-
zation (IBO), and research-based instructional strategies to 
improve student achievement. 

• Ensure ongoing professional development for IB teachers. 

• Continue to expand IB program recruitment and program 
enrollment efforts for IB diploma candidates. 

• Investigate the development of Middle Years IB programs 
that support the high school IB programs. 

• Encourage IB diploma candidates to retake examinations 
not passed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What is measured?  

Percentage of IB students with passing scores of four through 
seven points on IB examinations 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Chart 1.16.1 shows that 49.7% of the IB students passed the IB 
exam in the 2008-2009 school year as compared with 44.1% in 
2007-2008. The 2008-2009 results were 5.6 percentage points 
higher than the previous year and 13.3 percentage points lower 
than the rate in 2004-2005. 

Explanation of Results 

In 2008-2009, 58 IB students in grades 11 and 12 completed 196 
IB subject exams. Each exam was comprised of multiple per-
formance requirements including extensive written responses 
(individual research papers), oral examinations, written com-
mentary, and brief constructed responses. The IB exams were 
scored on a seven-point scale and a score of four is considered 
passing.  

In 2008-2009, students received passing scores (4 points or 
higher) on 96 of the 193 IB exams taken. Of the 97 exams not 
passed, students missed passing 38 exams by 1 point. 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.16.1 - IB Pass Rate
Percentage of Exams Passed

BCPS Standard is 75.0%
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P erformance Indicator 1.16 - Seventy-five percent 
of students participating in the International 

Baccalaureate (IB) program will meet or exceed the 
passing score for all IB examinations. (BCPS standard) 
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Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue efforts to identify and analyze the root causes for 
changes in IB exam pass rates. 

• Continue the development of collaborative partnerships 
with model IB programs in Maryland for professional de-
velopment and program enhancement. 

• Continue to identify and provide professional development 
resources, including the International Baccalaureate Organi-
zation (IBO), and research-based instructional strategies to 
improve student achievement. 

• Identify strategies to expand enrollment of qualified candi-
dates. 

• Develop strategies to expand IB exam participation and 
pass rates and lower the program attrition rates. 

• Maintain rigor in all program subject areas, grades 9-12.  

What is measured? 

Percentage of high schools with SAT or ACT participation rates 
that meet or exceed the national average 

Results for 2008-2009 

Chart 1.17.1 shows that the percentage of the 24 high schools 
whose SAT participation rate exceeded the national average was 
62.5% in 2008-2009. Since 2004-2005, the percentage has in-
creased by 6.0 percentage points from 13 out of 23 high schools 
in 2004-2005 to 15 out of 24 high schools in 2008-2009.  

 

 
Chart 1.17.2 shows that no high schools exceeded the national 
ACT participation rate of 42.0% in 2008-2009. 

As shown in chart 1.17.3, 49.3% of 7,604 students took the SAT 
in 2008-2009, which exceeded the national SAT participation 
rate of 46.0% by 3.3 percentage points. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

P erformance Indicator 1.17 - All high schools will 
meet or exceed the national average for 

participation in the SAT or the ACT. (BCPS standard) 

Chart 1.17.2 - ACT Participation Rate
Percentage of Schools Exceeding National Average
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Chart 1.17.3 - SAT Participation Rate
National Participation Rate for 2009 is 46.0%
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Chart 1.17.4 shows that the SAT participation rate in 2008-2009 
was 31.0% (649 out of 2,108) for students receiving free and 
reduced price meal services, 78.0% (2,538 out of 3,272) for stu-
dents enrolled in gifted and talented programs, 32.0% (12 out of 
38) for ELL, and 11.0% (75 out of 667) for students receiving 
special education services, a decrease from the previous year.  

Chart 1.17.5 indicates that among the racial/ethnic subgroups 
exceeding the national SAT participation rate of 46.0%, 75.0% 
(281 out of 374) were Asian, 48.0% (1,348 out of 2,832) were 
African American, and 49.0% (2,018 out of 4,156) were White. 
The 2008-2009 SAT participation rate was 36.0% (13 out of 36) 
for the American Indian and 37.0% (77 out of 206) for the His-
panic student subgroups. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.17.6 shows that since 2004-2005 the ACT participation 
rate has increased from 6.9% to 7.9%. The participation rate for 
2008-2009 was 0.2 percentage points higher than in 2007-2008 
and was the highest since 2004-2005.   

 

Chart 1.17.4 - SAT Participation Rate
by Student Group
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Chart 1.17.7 indicates that in 2008-2009, the ACT participation 
rate for students receiving free and reduced price meal services 
was 5.0% (106 out of 2,108), 13.0% (427 out of 3,272) for stu-
dents enrolled in gifted and talented programs, 1.0% (9 out of 
667) for students receiving special education services, and 0.0% 
(0 out of 38) for ELL.  

Chart 1.17.8 shows that in 2008-2009, the ACT participation 
rate for all race/ethnicity student groups, with the exception of 
the American Indian student subgroup, was the same as or 
higher than the participation rate in 2007-2008.  

Explanation of Results 

High schools continued to encourage students to participate in 
an SAT administration through increased communication with 
students and parents/guardians about the value of taking the 
SAT. Schools  provided opportunities for additional support to 
interested students with the availability of the College Board 
SAT online course and PSAT/SAT preparation courses. Be-
cause BCPS continued to fund the PSAT testing for all diploma- 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

bound grades 9 and 10 students, more students became familiar 
with the College Board testing format and, consequently, partici-
pated in an SAT administration. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to fund PSAT testing for all diploma-bound 
grades 9 and 10 students so that students are familiar with 
the College Board testing format. 

• Send a PSAT informational letter from the superintendent 
to parents/guardians of grades 9 and 10 students. 

• Continue to assist students and parents/guardians with the 
interpretation of PSAT test results. 

• Communicate to students and parents/guardians the bene-
fits of and differences between the SAT and ACT.  

• Increase counseling and teacher advisement regarding SAT 
course prerequisites. 

Chart 1.17.7 - ACT Participation Rate
by Student Group
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• Continue to pursue rigor in daily instruction using sug-
gested AVID and AP methodologies and college prepara-
tory skills. 

• Continue to provide professional development regarding 
differentiated instruction. 

• Use PSAT and AP Potential data to encourage students to 
enroll in honors, gifted and talented, and advanced place-
ment courses. 

What is measured? 

Percentage of high schools whose verbal and mathematics SAT 
or composite ACT scores meet or exceed national average 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, 41.7% (10 out of 24) high schools exceeded the 
national combined average on the SAT, the same as in 2007-
2008 (chart 1.18.1).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.18.2 shows that 37.5% (9 out of 24) high schools ex-
ceeded the national composite ACT score in 2008-2009, com-
pared with 41.7% (10 out of 24) in 2007-2008.   

 
As shown in chart 1.18.3, the mean score for the 3,749 students 
who were tested in 2008-2009 was 998, an increase of 11 points 
from 2007-2008.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.18.3 - SAT Combined Scores
National Mean for 2009 is 1016
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reading, mathematics, and writing scores on the SAT or 
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Chart 1.18.1 - SAT Combined Scores
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Chart 1.18.4 shows that combined SAT average scores for each 
student subgroup was higher in 2008-2009 than in 2007-2008. 
The LEP student subgroup had largest increase of 82.0 points 
on the combined SAT average scores from 2007-2008 to 2008-
2009.  

Chart 1.18.5 shows that all racial/ethnic student groups, except 
for the American Indian student subgroup, had higher com-
bined average SAT scores in 2008-2009 than in 2007-2008. 
Asian and Hispanic student subgroups had higher combined 
average scores in 2008-2009 than in 2004-2005.   

 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

Chart 1.18.6 shows that in 2008-2009 the ACT composite aver-
age scores were 21.0, an increase of 0.7 points from 2007-2008 
and 1.0 point higher than in 2004-2005.  

 

Chart 1.18.4 - SAT Combined Scores
by Student Group
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Chart 1.18.7 shows that in 2008-2009, the average ACT com-
posite score for students receiving free and reduced price meal 
services was 17.0; the average score for students enrolled in 
gifted and talented programs was 23.0; the average score for 
students receiving special education services was 14.0. In 2008-
2009, the number of ELL was zero and, therefore, not reported 
in chart 1.18.7. 

Chart 1.18.8 shows that in 2008-2009, Asian, African American, 
White, and Hispanic student subgroups had the same or higher 
ACT composite average scores than in 2007-2008. In 2008-
2009, the number of students in the American Indian subgroup 
was less than five and, therefore, not reported in chart 1.18.8. 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Explanation of Results 

The SAT data for 2008-2009 combined composite score for 
reading and mathematics reflected an increase as compared to 
the SAT data for 2007-2008 due to the district’s efforts in refin-
ing curriculum with rigorous teaching strategies and increasing 
the infusion of technology into curriculum. Professional devel-
opment and training were provided on rigorous instruction, 
differentiated instruction and data to inform instruction as well 
as on analyzing data and aligning instruction to students’ learn-
ing styles. Continuous counseling advisement supported stu-
dents in decision making when registering for courses that were 
rigorous such as honors, gifted and talented, and AP for SAT 
and ACT readiness.  

 

 

Chart 1.18.7 - ACT Composite Scores
by Student Group
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Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to fund PSAT testing for all diploma-bound 
grades 9 and 10 students so that students are familiar with 
the College Board testing format. 

• Use PSAT and AP Potential data to encourage students to 
take honors, gifted and talented, and advanced placement 
courses. 

• Continue to increase professional development opportuni-
ties on analyzing data to inform instruction. 

• Utilize English and mathematics PSAT/SOAS - (Summary 
of Answers and Skills) reports to align daily instruction and 
address deficit skills. 

• Increase professional development opportunities for teach-
ers, guidance counselors, department chairs, administrators, 
AP coordinators, and SAT coordinators. 

• Inform students and parents/guardians about the relation-
ship between SAT and ACT scores and college admission 
requirements. 

• Advise students and parents/guardians about the advan-
tages of taking the SAT and ACT. 

• Communicate to students and parents/guardians the im-
portance of test preparation. 

• Advise students to take the PSAT/SAT preparation course 
and to utilize the College Board SAT online course. 

• Continue to pursue rigor in daily instruction using sug-
gested AVID and AP methodologies and college prepara-
tory skills. 

• Continue to provide professional development regarding 
differentiated instruction. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
What is measured? 

Percentage of students whose Accuplacer scores enable them to 
enroll in two-year colleges 

Results for 2008-2009  

 

Chart 1.19.1 shows that 84.5% (457 out of 541) of high school 
students who took the Accuplacer during 2008-2009 were col-
lege ready or on track for college-level work in English. The rate 
in 2008-2009 was 1.2 percentage points lower than the rate in 
2007-2008 but higher than the rates from 2004-2005 through 
2006-2007. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.19.1 - Accuplacer English Placement
Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track

BCPS Standard is 100%
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In 2008-2009, 42.0% (14 out of 33) of students receiving special 
education services who took the Accuplacer were college ready 
or on track for college-level work in English, an increase of 11.0 
percentage points from 2007-2008. In 2008-2009, 77.0% (146 
out of 189) of students eligible for free and reduced price meal 
services and 92.0% (170 out of 184) of students enrolled in 
gifted and talented programs who took the Accuplacer were 
college ready or on track for college-level work in English, a 
decrease from 2007-2008 (chart 1.19.2). In 2008-2009, the num-
ber of ELL was less than five and, therefore, not reported in 
chart 1.19.2. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Among the racial/ethnic student subgroups, 87.0% (230 out of  
265) of White and 75.0% (9 out of 12) of Hispanic students 
who took the Accuplacer in 2008-2009 were college ready or on 
track for college-level work in English, an increase from 2007-
2008; 69.0% (18 out of 26) of Asian and 84.0% (199 out of 237)
of African American students who took the Accuplacer in 2008-
2009 were college ready or on track for college-level work in 
English, a decrease from 2007-2008 (chart 1.19.3). In 2008-
2009, the number of students in the American Indian subgroup 
was less than five and, therefore, not reported in chart 1.19.3. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.19.2 - Accuplacer English Placement
Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Student Group

BCPS Standard is 100%
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Chart 1.19.3 - Accuplacer English Placement
Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Race/Ethnicity
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Chart 1.19.4 shows that 49.7% (259 out of 521) of high school 
students who took the Accuplacer during 2008-2009 were col-
lege ready or on track for college-level work in reading. The 
2008-2009 rate was 3.8 percentage points higher than in 2007-
2008 but lower than 2004-2005 through 2006-2007. 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In 2008-2009, 41.0% (77 out of 187) of students receiving free 
and reduced price meal services who took the Accuplacer were 
college ready or on track for college-level work in reading, an 
increase from 2007-2008. Chart 1.19.5 shows that 67.0% (120 
out of 179) of students enrolled in gifted and talented programs 
and 10.0% (3 out of 31) of students receiving special education 
services who took the Accuplacer in 2008-2009 were college 
ready or on track for college-level work in reading, a decrease 
from the previous year. In 2008-2009, the number of ELL was 
less than five and, therefore, not reported in chart 1.19.5. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.19.5 - Accuplacer Reading Placement
Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Student Group

BCPS Standard is 100%
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Chart 1.19.4 - Accuplacer Reading Placement
Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track

BCPS Standard is 100%
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Among the racial/ethnic student subgroups, 51.0% (118 out of 
232) of African American and 51.0% (130 out of 255) of White 
students who took the Accuplacer in 2008-2009 were college 
ready or on track for college-level work in reading, an increase 
from 2007-2008; 29.0% (6 out of 21) of Asian and 33.0% (4 out 
of 12) of Hispanic students who took the Accuplacer in 2008-
2009 were college ready or on track for college-level work in 
reading, a decrease from 2007-2008 (chart 1.19.6). In 2008-2009, 
the number of students in the American Indian subgroup was 
less than five and, therefore, not reported in chart 1.19.6. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.19.7 shows that 16.7% (73 out of 437) of high school 
students who took the Accuplacer during 2008-2009 were col-
lege ready or on track for college-level work in mathematics, an 
increase of 3.6 percentage points from the previous year and 
11.9 percentage points less than the rate in 2004-2005. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.19.7 - Accuplacer Mathematics Placement
Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track

BCPS Standard is 100%
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Chart 1.19.6 - Accuplacer Reading Placement
Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Race/Ethnicity
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In 2008-2009, 14.0% (23 out of 167) of students receiving free 
and reduced price meal services, 28.0% (41 out of 144) of stu-
dents enrolled in gifted and talented programs, and 11.0% (3 out 
of 27) of students receiving special education services who took 
the Accuplacer were college ready or on track for college-level 
work in mathematics, an increase from 2007-2008 (chart 1.19.8). 
In 2008-2009, the number of ELL was less than five and, there-
fore, not reported in chart 1.19.8. 

Chart 1.19.9 shows that among the racial/ethnic student sub-
groups, 25.0% (3 out of 12) of Asian, 16.0% (33 out of 206) of 
African American, 17.0% (36 out of 208) of White, and 10.0% 
(1 out of 10) of Hispanic students who took the Accuplacer in 
2008-2009 were college ready or on track for college-level work 
in mathematics, an increase from 2007-2008. In 2008-2009, the 
number of students in the American Indian subgroup was less 
than five and, therefore, not reported in chart 1.19.9. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Explanation of Results 

Guidance counselors and teachers identified students, who gen-
erally were not considering entry to college, for Accuplacer in 
order to help them realize their potential for college and deter-
mine what they need to do to become college ready.   

In recent years, the Accuplacer has been given to students in 
grades 10 and 11 to determine their status for college readiness. 
It has been determined that administration in Grade 11 provides 
optimum results in determining student readiness; this change 
will be reflected in future administrations of the assessment.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.19.8 - Accuplacer Mathematics Placement
Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Student Group

BCPS Standard is 100%
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Chart 1.19.9 - Accuplacer Mathematics Placement
Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Race/Ethnicity

BCPS Standard is 100%
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Students not performing at the on-track or college-ready level were 
counseled and encouraged to take additional English, reading, or 
mathematics courses beyond the graduation requirements. In par-
ticular, students were counseled to enroll in College Readiness: Eng-
lish, reading, or mathematics, three Grade 12 courses developed in 
conjunction with the Community College of Baltimore County 
(CCBC) to provide the bridge from high school to credit-bearing 
courses at the college level.  

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to collaborate with CCBC to assist students in pursu-
ing post-secondary education. 

• Increase early identification of potential college ready students 
on the middle school level. 

• Have students take the Accuplacer in Grade 11 rather than in 
Grade 10. 

• Continue to provide Accuplacer to promote career/college 
counseling and parallel enrollment. 

• Select students who are prepared for the Accuplacer for the 
College Readiness program. 

• Continue to coordinate with College Board to provide profes-
sional development opportunities for English and mathematics 
department chairs in reading, grammar/writing, and mathemat-
ics. 

• Continue to advise students to enroll in rigorous courses to 
prepare for college. 

• Continue to develop content in the College Readiness courses. 

• Continue to update curriculum with rigorous instructional 
methodologies and strategies. 

• Implement continuous districtwide professional development 
on rigorous instruction for principals, assistant principals, 
teachers, department chairs, and the Division of Curriculum 
and Instruction staff. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
What is measured? 

Percentage of students identified as Career and Technology Educa-
tion concentrators whose cumulative and technical GPAs meet or 
exceed state standards 

Results for 2008-2009 

 

In 2008-2009, 62.9% (1,029 out of 1,635) of career and technology 
education students earned an overall GPA of at least 2.0, a decrease 
of 9.6 percentage points from the previous year and an increase of 
2.0 percentage points from 2004-2005 (chart 1.20.1).  

The percentage of career and technology education students attain-
ing an overall GPA of at least 2.0 in 2008-2009 was 48.0% (258 out 
of 534 for students receiving free and reduced price meal services 
and 34.0% (74 out of 218) for students receiving special education 
services, a decrease from the prior year (chart 1.20.2). In 2008-2009, 
there were no ELL enrolled in career and technology education. 

Chart 1.20.1 - Career and Technology - Overall GPA
Percentage Meeting or Exceeding State Standards

State Standard is 100%

72.5 62.962.561.6
60.9

0

20

40

60

80

100

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

P erformance Indicator 1.20 - All high school students 
identified as Career and Technology Education 

concentrators will meet or exceed state standards for both 
cumulative and technical grade point averages (GPA). 
(State standard) 

Chart 1.20.2 - Career and Technology - Overall GPA
Percentage Meeting or Exceeding State Standards by Student 
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Chart 1.20.3 shows that among the students in career and technol-
ogy education, 73.0 % (8 out of 11) of the American Indian, 83.0% 
(20 out of 24) of the Asian, 54.0% (320 out of 595) of the African 
American, 68.0% (661 out of 971) of the White, and 59.0% (20 out 
of 34) of the Hispanic subgroups earned a GPA of at least 2.0 in 
2008-2009. The percentages for all student groups decreased in 
2008-2009 from the previous year with the exception of the Ameri-
can Indian subgroup, which did not have any students enrolled in 
career and technology education in 2007-2008. 

Chart 1.20.5 indicates that since 2004-2005, the percentage of stu-
dent groups attaining an overall GPA of at least 2.0 in career and 
technology education has increased. However, in 2008-2009 the 
percentage of these same student groups attaining an overall GPA 
of at least 2.0 in career and technology education decreased as com-
pared to the previous year. In 2008-2009, there were no students in 
the LEP subgroup identified as career and technology education 
concentrators. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
In 2008-2009, 77.2% (1,301 out 1,686) of career and technology 
education students earned a technical GPA of at least 2.0, a decrease 
of 6.9 percentage points from the previous year (chart 1.20.4). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 1.20.4 - Career and Technology - Technical GPA
Percentage Meeting or Exceeding State Standards
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Chart 1.20.3 - Career and Technology - Overall GPA

Percentage Meeting or Exceeding State Standards by Race/Ethnicity
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Chart 1.20.5 - Career and Technology - Technical GPA
Percentage Meeting or Exceeding State Standards by Student Group
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In 2008-2009, 91.0% (10 out of 11) of the career and technology 
education students in the American Indian subgroup achieved at 
least a 2.0 GPA, the highest rate for this student subgroup since 
2004-2005. Chart 1.20.6 shows that lower percentages of career and 
technology education students in the Asian, African American, and 
White subgroups achieved at least a 2.0 GPA in 2008-2009 than in 
the previous year. 

Explanation of Results 

Career and Technology Education (CTE) completer programs often 
begin in grade 10 or 11. Intervention measures were implemented to 
improve the academic and technical performance of career and 
technology education students. Baltimore County Public Schools 
was proactive placing students with diverse and special needs into 
CTE programs. Students received differentiated instruction to 
achieve higher overall and technical GPA. CTE teachers were con-
stantly improving the delivery, rigor, and relevance of the content. 
Curriculum activities and professional development workshops were 
conducted to integrate mathematics, writing, reading, and language 
arts into CTE course content.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to disaggregate and analyze annual outcome achieve-
ment data, to assist schools to identify and meet the needs of 
students, and to continue to align CTE programs with estab-
lished goals and standards to support the achievement of all 
students. 

• Continue to revise CTE program proposals for career com-
pleter programs annually to meet MSDE requirements, to up-
grade low performing CTE programs, and to align programs 
with career clusters. 

• Continue to infuse business and industry technical skill stan-
dards into curriculum content, competency profile develop-
ment, and instructional activities for all CTE programs. 

• Continue to implement strategies to support student success on 
industry certification exams and AP exams related to CTE pro-
grams. 

• Continue to provide and upgrade equipment, technology, and 
instructional resources for CTE programs using local and fed-
eral funds. 

• Continue to provide technical support to maintain or expand 
work-based learning opportunities, particularly for schools re-
structuring to smaller learning communities and magnet pro-
grams. 

• Continue to implement components of CTE courses that in-
volve students in online collaboration and resource sharing. 

 

 

Chart 1.20.6 - Career and Technology - Technical GPA
Percentage Meeting or Exceeding State Standards by Race/Ethnicity
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What is measured? 

Percentage of schools achieving at least a 94.0% attendance rate 

Results for 2008-2009 

* Starting with the school year 2004-2005, data are based on March 15 MSDE Attendance Rate 

Since 2004-2005, the percentage of schools that achieved the state 
standard attendance rate of at least 94.0% has increased by 3.0 per-
centage points (chart 1.21.1). In 2008-2009, 81.8% of the 170  
schools achieved an attendance rate of at least 94.0% compared 
with 81.0% of 168 schools in 2007-2008. 

 

 

 

 

* Starting with the school year 2004-2005, data are based on March 15 MSDE Attendance Rate 

As shown in chart 1.21.2, 97.2% of 107 elementary schools achieved 
an attendance rate of at least 94.0% in 2008-2009, a decrease of 0.9 
percentage points from the previous year. 

* Starting with the school year 2004-2005, data are based on March 15 MSDE Attendance Rate 

In 2008-2009, 86.2% of 29 middle schools achieved an attendance 
rate of at least 94.0% compared with 75.9% in 2007-2008, an in-
crease of 10.3 percentage points (chart 1.21.3). 

 

 

 

Chart 1.21.1 - Attendance for All Schools
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Chart 1.21.2 - Attendance for Elementary Schools
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achieve an attendance rate of at least 94.0%. (State 
standard) 
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* Starting with the school year 2004-2005, data are based on March 15 MSDE Attendance Rate 

In 2008-2009, the percentage of 26 high schools that met or ex-
ceeded the state standard of 94.0% was 34.6%, as compared to 
38.5% in 2007-2008 (chart 1.21.4). 

Explanation of Results 

Programs and services that supported student attendance were At-
tendance Committees, Positive Behavior Interventions and Sup-
ports (PBIS), Student Support Services Teams, Achievement via 
Individual Determination (AVID), CollegeEd, Alternative Educa-
tion programs, and Project Attend. The decline in the rate of atten-
dance at the high school level was the result of efforts to prevent 
the dropout of students with poor attendance.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Promote best practices as outlined in the Attendance Manual. 

• Continue to work with the state legislature to include Baltimore 
County Public Schools in the pilot Truancy Court Program. 

• Increase the use of Positive Behavior Interventions and Sup-
ports (PBIS) for chronic truancy. 

• Increase the availability of special programs within the schools 
to address attendance and graduation rates. 

• Increase access to alternative programs. 
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♦ In 2008-2009, 76.5% of English language learners (ELL) attained English proficiency 

on the Language Assessment Scales Links (LAS-Links) assessment. 

♦ The percentage of diploma-bound English language learners (ELL) achieving profi-
ciency on the reading MSA was 57.7% in 2008-2009, a decrease of 0.6 percentage 
points from the previous year and an increase of 9.9 percentage points since 2004-
2005. 

♦ The percentage of diploma-bound ELL attaining proficiency on the mathematics 
MSA increased 1.7 percentage points in 2008-2009 to 66.3% from the previous year 
and increased by 15.3 percentage points since 2004-2005. 

♦ In 2008-2009, 69.9% of diploma-bound ELL scored proficient or advanced on the 
English exam, an increase of 50.9 percentage points from the previous year for the 
same cohort of test takers. 

♦ In 2008-2009, 82.0% of diploma-bound ELL scored proficient or advanced on the 
Algebra/Data Analysis assessment, an increase of 0.2 percentage points from the pre-
vious year for the same cohort of test takers. 

By 2012, all English language learners will become proficient in 
English and reach high academic standards in English/reading/

writing, mathematics, science, and social studies. 
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What is measured? 

Percentage of English language learners who achieve proficiency 
on the Language Assessment Scales Links (LAS-Links) assess-
ment by the end of their fourth school year 

Results for 2008-2009 

Note: In 2008-2009, the Maryland State Department of Education changed the exit criteria and 

proficiency requirements for English language learners (ELL). To meet the exit criteria, ELL must 

now achieve an overall score of 5 on the LAS-Links assessment and scores of no less than 4 in any 

of the four subsets: speaking, listening, reading, and writing. In addition, the subgroup now in-

cludes all ELL, even those who do not receive ESOL services. Therefore, prior years’ results have 

been excluded from the graph. 

Chart 2.1.1 shows that 76.5% (410 out 536) of ELL achieved 
proficiency on the LAS-Links assessment in 2008-2009. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: In 2008-2009, the Maryland State Department of Education changed the exit criteria and 

proficiency requirements for English language learners (ELL). To meet the exit criteria, ELL must 

now achieve an overall score of 5 on the LAS-Links assessment and scores of no less than 4 in any 

of the four subsets: speaking, listening, reading, and writing. In addition, the subgroup now in-

cludes all ELL, even those who do not receive ESOL services. Therefore, prior years’ results have 

been excluded from the graph. 

In 2008-2009, 72.9% (212 out of 291) of students receiving free 
and reduced price meal services, 87.5% (21 out of 24) of stu-
dents enrolled in gifted and talented programs, 76.1% (402 out 
528) of students with limited English proficiency, and 33.3%  
(7 out of 21) of students receiving special education services 
achieved proficiency on the LAS-Links assessment (chart 2.1.2).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 2.1.1 - ESOL LAS-Links Grades K-12
Percentage Met Exit Criteria
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Languages (ESOL) services will attain English proficiency 
by the end of their fourth school year. (BCPS standard) 
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Chart 2.1.3 indicates that in 2008-2009, 84.0% (184 out of 219) 
of the Asian, 76.2% (61 out of 80) of the African American, 
87.3% (48 out of 55) of the White, and 65.2% (116 out of 178) of 
the Hispanic student subgroups achieved proficiency on the  
LAS-Links assessment. The number of students in the American 
Indian subgroup was less than five and, therefore, not reported in 
chart 2.1.3. 

Explanation of Results 

As the Annual Measurable Achievement Objective (AMAO) for 
proficiency attainment set by Maryland State Department of 
Education was raised substantially for 2008-2009, no comparison 
with previous years’ achievement is available.  

Increasingly, secondary ELL entered the program lacking literacy 
skills and faced greater challenges in attaining proficiency in a 
second language.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Provide additional supports including ESOL teachers co-
teaching in content classes (language arts, government, and 
mathematics).  

• Implement an ESOL mathematics course. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 2.1.3 - ESOL LAS-Links Grades K-12
Percentage Met Exit Criteria by Race/Ethnicity
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Note: In 2008-2009, the Maryland State Department of Education changed the exit criteria and proficiency requirements for English 

language learners (ELL). To meet the exit criteria, ELL must now achieve an overall score of 5 on the LAS-Links assessment and 

scores of no less than 4 in any of the four subsets: speaking, listening, reading, and writing. In addition, the subgroup now includes all 

ELL, even those who do not receive ESOL services. Therefore, prior years’ results have been excluded from the graph. 
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What is measured? 

Percentage of English language learners (ELL) receiving English 
for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL) services that meet or 
exceed state standards for reading and mathematics on the MSA  

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, 57.7% (454 out of 787) of English language learn-
ers (ELL) scored proficient or advanced on the reading MSA, an 
increase of 9.9 percentage points from 2004-2005 (chart 2.2.1). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Compared to 2004-2005, the percentage of ELL who scored 
proficient or advanced on the reading MSA has increased for all 
racial/ethnic groups over the last five years (chart 2.2.2). The 
percentage increased by 17.0 percentage points from 50.0% in 
2004-2005 to 67.0% in 2008-2009 for students in the Asian  
subgroup. For students in the African American subgroup, the 
percentage increased by 16.0 percentage points from 44.0% in 
2004-2005 to 60.0% in 2008-2009. For students in the White 
subgroup, the percentage of ELL scoring proficient or advanced 
on the reading MSA increased by 11.0 percentage points from 
55.0% in 2004-2005 to 66.0% in 2008-2009. For students in the 
Hispanic subgroup, the increase was 6.0 percentage points from 
43.0% in 2004-2005 to 49.0% in 2008-2009. The number of 
students in the American Indian subgroup was less than five 
and, therefore, not reported in chart 2.2.2. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 2.2.1 - ELL Reading
Proficient or Advanced
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Chart 2.2.2 - ELL Reading
Proficient or Advanced by Race/Ethnicity
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The percentage of ELL who scored proficient or advanced on 
the mathematics MSA in 2008-2009 was 66.3% (535 out of 
807), an increase of 15.3 percentage points since 2004-2005
(chart 2.2.3). 

Compared to 2004-2005, the percentage of ELL who scored 
proficient or advanced on the mathematics MSA has increased 
for all racial/ethnic groups over the last five years (chart 2.2.4). 
The percentage increased by 18.0 percentage points from 61.0% 
in 2004-2005 to 79.0% in 2008-2009 for students in the Asian 
subgroup. For students in the African American subgroup, the 
percentage increased by 22.0 percentage points from 38.0% in 
2004-2005 to 60.0% in 2008-2009. For students in the White 
subgroup, the percentage of ELL scoring proficient or advanced 
on the mathematics MSA increased by 6.0 percentage points 
from 67.0% in 2004-2005 to 73.0% in 2008-2009.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

For students in the Hispanic subgroup, the increase was 22.0 
percentage points from 36.0% in 2004-2005 to 58.0% in  
2008-2009. The number of students in the American Indian 
subgroup was less than five and, therefore, not reported in chart 
2.2.4. 

The percentage of ELL scoring proficient or advanced on the 
English MSA was 69.9% (58 out of 83), an increase of 50.9 per-
centage points over the previous year (chart 2.2.5). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 2.2.4 - ELL Mathematics
Proficient or Advanced by Race/Ethnicity
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Proficient or Advanced

40.0 35.2

19.0

69.9

0

20

40

60

80

100

2006 2007 2008 2009

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

Note: Data from 2005-2006 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were changed to 

cohort data in 2007-2008 and 2008-2009; and therefore, there is a break in the trend line. 
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The percentage of ELL scoring proficient or advanced on the 
Algebra/Data Analysis MSA in 2008-2009 was 82.0% (73 out of 
89), an increase of 0.2 percentage points from the previous year 
(chart 2.2.6). 

Explanation of Results 

The continued improvement of ELL performance on elemen-
tary and middle school MSA was attributed to the growing 
number of students entering the program at PreK and kinder-
garten levels simultaneously with their English speaking peers.  

The implementation of the curricula PreK through Grade 8 
closely aligned with the State Curriculum (SC) and positively 
impacted student performance. Students entering in the higher 
grades, especially the growing number with significantly inter-
rupted formal education, required more time to close learning 
gaps. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to ensure the proper placement of ELL in main-
stream and ESOL classes in order to maximize rigorous 
instruction at appropriate cognitive levels. 

• Continue to provide high quality, research-based profes-
sional development focused on cross-cultural sensitivity, 
second language acquisition, and strategies to differentiate 
instruction for ELL who are at varying levels of English 
proficiency. 

 

 

Chart 2.2.6 - ELL Algebra/Data Analysis
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Note: Data from 2005-2006 through 2006-2007 represent first-time test takers and were changed 

to cohort data in 2007-2008 and 2008-2009; and therefore, there is a break in the trend line. 
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♦ In 2008-2009, 96.4% of all teachers in BCPS were highly qualified. This  
represented an increase of 9.4 percentage points since 2004-2005. 

♦ In 2008-2009, 96.0% of BCPS paraprofessionals were highly qualified. This repre-
sented an increase of 15.5 percentage points since 2004-2005. 

♦ In 2008-2009, 98.9% of middle school mathematics teachers met the  
requirement for highly qualified, representing an increase of 1.5 percentage points 
from 2007-2008 and an increase of 19.5 percentage points since 2004-2005. 

♦ All Title I teachers hired in 2008-2009 met the requirements for highly  
qualified.  

♦ One hundred percent of parents/guardians of students in Title I schools were no-
tified of their children’s teachers’ qualifications during the 2008-2009 school year. 

By 2005-2006, all students will be taught by highly qualified 
teachers. 
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What is measured? 

Percentage of teachers and paraprofessionals who meet the 
highly qualified standard 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Since 2004-2005, the percentage of highly qualified teachers has 
increased by 9.4 percentage points. As shown in chart 3.1.1 
96.4% of all 7,095 teachers were highly qualified in 2008-2009, 
demonstrating a 0.8 percentage point increase from 2007-2008. 

 
Since 2004-2005, the percentage of highly qualified paraprofes-
sionals has increased by 15.5 percentage points (chart 3.1.2). In 
2008-2009, 96.0% of 1,009 paraprofessionals were highly quali-
fied, which was an increase of 1.4 percentage points from  
2007-2008. 

Explanation of Results 

The system implemented a number of recruitment strategies 
focused on increasing the number of highly qualified teachers, 
especially in mathematics, science, Spanish, and special educa-
tion. In addition, school visits by personnel officers, collabora-
tion among system offices to provide information regarding 
college courses, online courses and college partnerships, and 
cohort programs for teachers and paraprofessionals contributed 
to the increase in the percentage of highly qualified teachers and 
paraprofessionals. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue the efforts to recruit highly qualified teachers in 
core subject areas. 

• Continue to provide professional development opportuni-
ties for teachers to meet requirements of the No Child Left 
Behind Act (NCLB). 

• Continue to provide assistance to paraprofessionals in non-
Title I schools who need to meet the requirements of the 
Blueprint for Progress. 

• Continue to utilize the recruitment and teacher intern spe-
cialist to hire highly qualified teachers and to place teacher 
interns. 

 
What is measured? 

The number of teachers and paraprofessionals who receive high 
quality professional development, as required by No Child Left 
Behind and defined by MSDE 

Results for 2008-2009 

Baltimore County Public Schools’ teachers and paraprofession-
als received high quality professional development during the 
2008-2009 school year. Specific emphasis was placed on four 
strategic initiatives: PreK-12 Literacy, PreK-12 Algebraic Think-
ing, Advancement via Individual Determination (AVID), and 
Rigorous Instruction. The PreK-12 Literacy professional devel-
opment initiative helped to increase reading proficiency for the 
All Students subgroup at the middle school level by 7.3 percent-
age points. The PreK-12 Algebraic Thinking professional devel-
opment initiative helped to increase mathematics proficiency 

Chart 3.1.1 - Percentage of Highly Qualified Teachers
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Chart 3.1.2 - Percentage of Highly Qualified 
Paraprofessionals
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P erformance Indicator 3.1 - All teachers and para-
professionals will meet the requirements for highly 

qualified, as defined by the No Child Left Behind and the 
Bridge to Excellence in Public Schools Education acts. 
(BCPS standard) 

P erformance Indictor 3.2 - All teachers and 
paraprofessionals will participate in high quality 

differentiated professional development, as defined by 
No Child Left Behind. (State standard) 
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for the All Students subgroup at the middle school level by 7.6 
percentage points. During 2008-2009, AVID students’ annual 
attendance rate was 95.0%, and AVID students’ annual grade 
point average increased to 2.5. In addition, all AVID graduating 
seniors passed the HSA; and 95.0% of the AVID graduating 
seniors received college acceptance letters. Further, systemwide 
professional development initiatives in the area of rigorous in-
struction increased. 

Explanation of Results 

High quality professional development is defined as sustained, 
content focused, and research based. BCPS professional devel-
opment initiatives included initial workshops, site-based follow-
up, and specialized coaches to support the delivery of instruc-
tion. Participation in high quality professional development 
initiatives such as PreK-12 Literacy, PreK-12 Algebraic Think-
ing, AVID, and Rigorous Instruction improved teacher instruc-
tional practice and led to gains in student performance.  

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Provide intensive professional development and resources 
to reading specialists and teachers that focus on rigorous 
comprehension strategy instruction. 

• Continue to provide collaborative professional develop-
ment between general and special educators to ensure the 
success of students in inclusive and self-contained settings. 

• Intensify professional development for special education 
and general education teachers in best practices for co-
teaching models and differentiated instruction. 

• Provide professional development to support differentia-
tion of instruction with rigorous and engaging instruction. 

• Increase professional development to expand a systemic, 
seamless, cross-curricular, rigorous approach to daily teach-
ing and learning. 

• Continue to provide ongoing professional development 
support for the SpringBoard framework within the Grade 8 
curriculum. 

• Provide initial and ongoing professional development sup-
port for the language curriculum. 

• Provide ongoing professional development in the imple-
mentation of a rigorous composition program that empha-
sizes all phases of the writing process. 

• Continue to monitor the implementation of the Algebraic 
Thinking program in middle schools and the mathematics 
program in elementary schools. 

What is measured? 

Percentage of middle school mathematics teachers who meet 
the requirement for highly qualified 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Chart 3.3.1 shows that 98.9% (266 out of 269) of middle school 
mathematics teachers met the requirement for highly qualified 
in 2008-2009, which represented an increase of 1.5 percentage 
points from 2007-2008. The percentage of highly qualified mid-
dle school mathematics teachers has steadily increased since 
2004-2005. 

Explanation of Results 

Several factors contributed to the increase in the number of 
highly qualified middle school mathematics teachers. These 
factors included the continued implementation of a number of 
system initiatives that focused on the hiring of highly qualified 
middle school mathematics teachers as well as the continuation 
of programs that provided support for teachers seeking highly 
qualified status. These initiatives included qualification reviews 
for teachers attaining highly qualified status through the Ad-
vanced Professional Certification process, the availability of an 
eight-hour review session and an online review course for the 
middle school Praxis test, and reimbursement of Praxis test fees 
for passing scores on the middle school Praxis or Praxis II test. 
The number of middle school teachers with highly qualified 
status in mathematics continued to increase. 

Chart 3.3.1 - Percentage of Highly Qualified Middle School 
Mathematics Teachers
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Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue all current programs for helping teachers attain 
highly qualified status in middle school. 

• Identify middle school teachers not meeting highly quali-
fied status for 2008-2009 and provide individual counsel 
towards attaining highly qualified status. 

 
What is measured? 

Percentage of new Title I teachers hired who are highly quali-
fied, as required by NCLB 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, 100% of the 147 new Title I teachers hired met 
the requirements for highly qualified, which met the state stan-
dard (chart 3.4.1).   

Explanation of Results 

Baltimore County Public Schools continued to make significant 
progress in hiring highly qualified teachers for Title I schools. 
The school system required that a highly qualified core subject 
teacher replacement be found before a teacher was approved 
for transfer from a Title I school. In addition, BCPS offered 
signing bonuses and relocation stipends to teachers in critical 
shortage areas who selected a Title I or BCPS-identified priority 
school. The challenge continued to be recruiting and retaining 
highly qualified teachers in critical shortage areas for all schools. 

 

 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to offer signing bonuses and relocation stipends 
for highly qualified teachers accepting teaching positions in 
critical shortage areas in Title I and BCPS-identified prior-
ity schools. 

• Continue recruitment efforts to attract highly qualified 
teachers. 

 

What is measured? 

Percentage of parents/guardians of students in Title I schools 
who are notified of their children’s teachers’ qualifications 

Results for 2008-2009 

One hundred percent of parents/guardians of students in Title 
I schools were notified of their children’s teachers’ qualifica-
tions. Subsequently, parents/guardians were notified by letter 
when a teacher became highly qualified. 

Explanation of Results 

Principals in Title I schools notified parents/guardians by letter 
if their children’s teachers did not meet the highly qualified re-
quirements under No Child Left Behind. All schools verified 
that parent/guardian letters were sent by providing written noti-
fication to the Title I Office.  

In addition, parents/guardians were notified by letter when a 
teacher met the highly qualified requirement. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to notify 100% of parents/guardians of students 
in Title I schools of their children’s teachers’ qualifications. 

 

Chart 3.4.1 - Percentage of Highly Qualified Title I 
Teachers
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84.2
97.4 97.0 98.9 100

0

20

40

60

80

100

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

P erformance Indicator 3.5 - All parents/guardians 
will be advised of the qualifications of their child’s 

teacher at the beginning of each school year or upon 
request if there are changes to a teacher’s qualifications 
during the school year. (BCPS standard) 

P erformance Indicator 3.4 - All new teachers in Title 
I schools will meet the standard of highly qualified 

when hired. (State standard) 
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♦ In 2008-2009, 100% of schools had a buzzer or card access system as part of their 
security measures, maintained an emergency plan, and attended the annual Safe 
Schools Conference. 

♦ All schools distributed and reviewed the BCPS Student Handbook with all stu-
dents at the beginning of the 2008-2009 school year. 

♦ In 2008-2009, 79.3% of 2,059 stakeholders who responded to the Online Stake-
holder Satisfaction Survey were satisfied with the school system  
academics, 8.4% were not sure, and 12.3% were not satisfied. 

♦ The majority of stakeholders (77.2%) were satisfied with the safe and orderly envi-
ronment provided by BCPS to students during the 2008-2009 school year. 

♦ The 2008-2009 Online Stakeholder Satisfaction Survey results showed that 74.9% 
of stakeholders were satisfied with the amount of parent/guardian involvement in 
BCPS. 

All students will be educated in school environments that are 
safe and conducive to learning. 
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What is measured? 

Percentage of schools participating in programs that support a 
safe, orderly, and nurturing environment 

Results for 2008-2009 

In 2008-2009, 100% of 167 schools were represented at a con-
ference on providing a safe, orderly, and nurturing environment 
(chart 4.1.1). All schools maintained an emergency plan; and 
100% of the schools had a buzzer, card, or partnership as part 
of security measures, as compared to 87.0% in 2004-2005. 

Explanation of Results 

Administrators, student support staff, teacher representatives, 
and central office staff attended research-based professional 
development sessions at the annual Safe Schools Conference. 
All schools and offices posted their emergency plans and drills 
to the intranet. All schools utilized motion detectors. Additional 
security systems were installed and updated including buzzer 
and card scan systems and closed circuit television systems. All 
middle schools installed the new Internet Protocol (I.P.) camera 
systems. Fifteen of the 25 high schools installed the new I.P. 
camera systems, and the remaining high schools continued to 
use the analog camera system. In addition, 38 elementary play-
grounds were equipped with camera systems.  

 

 

 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to provide site administrators, student support 
staff, teacher representatives, and central office staff with a 
research-based professional development conference on 
school safety each year. 

• Continue to monitor and provide assistance to schools to 
update emergency plans and conduct appropriate practice 
drills. 

• Continue to install and upgrade closed circuit television 
security systems in all schools with a focus on the remain-
ing ten high schools with analog systems. 

• Continue to provide ongoing professional development 
and training to school-based administrators on positive 
behavior planning and disciplinary procedures. 

• Continue to provide school-based staff training on the 
Student Support Team processes and procedures so that 
individual student behavior management plans may be 
developed, implemented, and revised to address the behav-
ioral needs of individual students. 

• Continue to provide training for school staff on appropri-
ate ways to intervene in disruptive behavior and student 
altercations. 

• Continue to provide training and support to school staff 
on prevention strategies for bullying and harassment.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 4.1.1 - Safety and Security
Participating Schools
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What is measured? 

Percentage of schools with published expectations and respon-
sibilities for students and parents/guardians 

Results for 2008-2009 

One hundred percent of schools distributed to all students and 
parents/guardians the BCPS Student Handbook and its code of 
conduct, which defined behavioral expectations. Administrators 
reviewed the BCPS Student Handbook with all students at the 
beginning of the school year or as students new to the school 
arrived.  

Explanation of Results 

Students and parents/guardians signed and dated the Student 
Handbook acknowledgment forms, which verified receipt and 
were retained in the school office.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to monitor the distribution of the BCPS Student 
Handbook. 

• Ensure the revised BCPS Parental Privacy Preference Opt 
Out Form for Directory Information and/or the Parental 
Privacy Opt Out Form for Telecommunications and Intel-
lectual Property are included in back-to-school mailings.  

• Continue to monitor and provide assistance to schools to 
update behavior plans related to the behavioral expecta-
tions identified in the BCPS Student Handbook and the 
school code of conduct. 

What is measured? 

Percentage of staff, students, parents/guardians, and commu-
nity members who express satisfaction with the school learning 
environment, climate, and facilities 

Results for 2008-2009 

As shown in chart 4.3.1, 79.3% of the 2,059 stakeholders who 
responded to the 2008-2009 BCPS Online Stakeholder Satisfac-
tion Survey were satisfied with the school system’s academics, 
8.4% were not sure, and 12.3% were not satisfied. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 4.3.1 - Academic
BCPS Standard is 100%
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P erformance Indicator 4.3 - Staff, students, parents/
guardians, and community members will express 

satisfaction with the learning environment, climate, and 
school facilities. (BCPS standard) 

P erformance Indicator 4.2 - All schools will have 
published expectations of student behavior and 

parental/guardian responsibilities and involvement. (BCPS 
standard) 
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The majority of stakeholders (77.2%) who responded to the 2008-
2009 survey were satisfied with the safe and orderly environment 
BCPS provided to students, 7.4% were not sure, and 15.3% were 
not satisfied (chart 4.3.2). 

As shown in chart 4.3.3, 74.9% of stakeholders who responded to 
the 2008-2009 survey were satisfied with the amount of parent/
guardian involvement in BCPS, 11.0% were not sure, and 14.2% 
were not satisfied.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Explanation of Results 

The administration of the 2008-2009 BCPS Online Stakeholder 
Satisfaction Survey yielded 2,059 respondents, 159 more re-
spondents than in 2004-2005 when it was first piloted. Since 
2004-2005, the survey has been available and promoted to all 
stakeholders: parents/guardians, employees, students, and 
community residents.  

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to encourage greater participation in the Online 
Stakeholder Satisfaction Survey through expanded market-
ing and promotional activities. 

 

Chart 4.3.3 - Parent/Guardian Involvement
BCPS Standard is 100%

76.2 74.977.871.174.2

10.1 11.011.911.012.0
14.212.117.014.811.8

0

20

40

60

80

100

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

Agree Not Sure Disagree

Chart 4.3.2 - Safe & Orderly
BCPS Standard is 100%

75.3

7.9 7.7 7.5 7.4
15.2 15.3

77.277.2
71.5

77.5

17.214.6

7.5

20.8

0

20

40

60

80

100

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

Agree Not Sure Disagree



BALTIMORE COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

 

 

 
 

 

 

BLUEPRINT FOR PROGRESS 
 

PERFORMANCE GOAL 5 
 

All students will graduate from high school. 

  

    

 

 



SUMMARY OF PERFORMANCE GOAL 5 

Page 73 

BLUEPRINT FOR PROGRESS REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 

 

 

♦ In 2008-2009, the graduation rates for all racial/ethnic subgroups increased from 
the previous year. 

♦ The overall 2008-2009 graduation rate of 83.7% was 1.8 percentage points above 
the 2007-2008 rate and 1.8 percentage points below the Annual Measurable Objec-
tive of 85.5%.  

♦ The system level dropout rate improved in 2008-2009 to a rate of 3.7% as com-
pared to 4.3% in 2007-2008.  

♦ In 2008-2009, the Hispanic student subgroup was the only student subgroup to 
show improvement in the dropout rate from 4.0% in the previous year to 3.0%, 
which met the state standard.  

♦ In 2008-2009, the percentage of graduates who met the University System of 
Maryland entrance requirements, Maryland Career Completer and Technology 
Education Career Completer requirements, or both continued to be above 80.0%. 

All students will graduate from high school. 
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What is measured? 

The systemwide high school graduation rate 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, the graduation rate was 83.7%, 1.8 percentage 
points higher than the prior 2007-2008 year and 1.8 percentage 
points below the 2009 Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) of 
85.5% (chart 5.1.1). The 2008-2009 graduation rate was the 
highest rate in 4 years and 1.1 percentage points lower than the 
rate in 2004-2005. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 5.1.2 shows that in 2008-2009 the graduation rates for all 
racial/ethnic student subgroups increased from the previous 
year with the American Indian student subgroup achieving the 
highest gain of 9.0 percentage points. The 2008-2009 gradua-
tion rate for the African American student subgroup increased 
by 3.0 percentage points from the previous year; and graduation 
rates for the Asian, White, and Hispanic student subgroups 
increased by 2.0 percentage points from the previous year. In 
2008-2009, the Asian student subgroup exceeded the AMO 
graduation rate of 85.5% by 7.5 percentage points; the Ameri-
can Indian student subgroup was 10.5 percentage points below 
the AMO; the African American student subgroup was 3.5 per-
centage points below the AMO; the White student subgroup 
was 0.5 percentage points below the AMO; and the Hispanic 
student subgroup was 2.5 percentage points below the AMO. 

Explanation of Results 

Graduation rates have fluctuated from 2004-2005 to 2008-2009; 
however, there was an increase in the graduation rate during the 
2008-2009 school year which may be attributed to the improved 
retention of highly qualified teachers. The increase may also be 
a result of individualized plans that helped students meet 
graduation requirements (i.e., Bridge Plan projects).  

Programs and centers that continued to support the graduation 
rate standard were Evening School, Saturday High School, 
Summer School, Home and Hospital, Crossroads Center, 
Bridge Center, and the alternative high school centers. All pro-
grams and centers were staffed with teachers certified in their 
content areas, which allowed students to earn credits required  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 5.1.1 - Graduation Rate
AMO for 2009 is 85.5%
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by Race/Ethnicity
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for graduation in an alternative setting. The AVID and Mary-
land’s Tomorrow programs continued to provide additional 
support for students. The College Readiness partnership be-
tween Baltimore County Public Schools and the Community 
College of Baltimore remained in place to provide increased 
academic support and encourage preparation for college.  

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Maintain partnership with the Community College of Balti-
more (CCBC) in the College Readiness Program. 

• Expand the use of Accuplacer to help students understand 
their areas of need for college readiness. 

• Continue to provide additional opportunities to pass the 
High School Assessments through Summer School and 
Evening High School in addition to the Bridge Plan for 
Academic Validation. 

• Continue to work with the Hispanic, American Indian, and 
Asian subgroups through Early Intervention and Family 
Literacy programs to provide additional services to stu-
dents and help families remain connected to schools. 

• Continue to provide dropout prevention training to pupil 
personnel workers. 

• Continue to review and correct coding for withdrawn stu-
dents. 

• Use the Advance Path program to help with credit recov-
ery. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What is measured? 

The systemwide high school dropout rate   

Results for 2008-2009 

 
The 2008-2009 dropout rate was 3.7%, an improvement over 
the previous year’s rate of 4.3% and 0.7 percentage points 
higher than the state standard of 3.0% (chart 5.2.1). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 5.2.1 - Dropout Rate
State Standard is 3.0%
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Among the racial/ethnic subgroups, the Hispanic student sub-
group was the only group to show improvement in the dropout 
rate from 4.0% in the previous year to 3.0% in 2008-2009. 
Chart 5.2.2 shows that in 2008-2009 the American Indian stu-
dent subgroup dropout rate increased from 8.0% in 2007-2008 
to 9.0% in 2008-2009. The 2008-2009 dropout rates remained 
the same as the previous year for the Asian (2.0%), African 
American (4.0%), and White (4.0%) student subgroups. 

Explanation of Results 

Although previous dropout data were inconsistent, there was a 
significant decrease in the dropout rate during the 2008-2009 
school year, which was related to direct access to alternative 
programs, positive school climate reflecting high expectations 
for student success, and improved staff experience levels, 
knowledge, and skills that positively affected student motivation 
to complete high school.  

BCPS continued to support student involvement through early 
intervention efforts such as Child Find, Even Start Family Liter-
acy Program, Home Instruction for Parents of Preschool 
Youngsters (HIPPY), Aliza Brandywine Centers (ABC), pre-
kindergarten classes, and full-day kindergarten classes. Other 
interventions included school-based programs such as AVID, 
Positive Behavioral Interventions and Supports (PBIS), Ad-
vance Path Academy, and Maryland’s Tomorrow. Alternative 
programs and centers such as Evening School, Saturday High 
School, Afternoon Middle School, Summer School, Home and 
Hospital, Crossroads Center, Bridge Center, and the alternative 
middle school and high school centers continued to support 
dropout prevention and intervention efforts.  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Provide staff development focused on the needs and learn-
ing styles of all students, especially students at risk of not 
completing high school. 

• Provide mentoring, modeling, and support for new and 
non-tenured staff in order to raise staff expectations for all 
students to complete high school. 

• Continue to participate in the College Readiness Program 
with the Community College of Baltimore County. 

• Continue to provide support to students who are at risk of 
dropping out through the effective assignment of pupil 
personnel workers. 

• Continue to review accuracy of dropout codes for with-
drawn students. 

• Increase Connect-Ed communication to parents/guardians 
regarding student attendance. 

• Continue to monitor student attendance using the school-
based accountability systems that have been put in place. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 5.2.2 - Dropout Rate
by Race/Ethnicity
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What is measured? 

Percentage of graduates who meet University System of Mary-
land entrance requirements, Maryland Career Completer and 
Technology Education Career Completer Requirements, or 
both 

Results for 2008-2009 

 

Chart 5.3.1 shows that the percentage of 7,380 graduates who 
met the University System of Maryland entrance requirements, 
Maryland Career Completer requirements, or both increased by 
4.7 percentage points from the previous year to 88.6% in  
2008-2009. 

 

In 2008-2009, 81.9% of the 7,380 graduates met the university 
entrance requirements, the highest rate since 2004-2005 and an 
increase of 5.0 percentage points from the previous year (chart 
5.3.2). 

 

In 2008-2009, 21.2% of the graduates met the entrance require-
ments, which was the lowest rate since 2004-2005 (chart 5.3.3). 

 

Chart 5.3.4 shows that 14.6% of the graduates met the entrance 
requirements in 2008-2009. 

Explanation of Results 

There has been a growing emphasis in Baltimore County Public 
Schools for students to pursue college upon graduating from 
high school. With the expansion of the AVID program, the 
system has seen an increase in the college preparedness of the 
students graduating; therefore, students met the requirements of 
the University System of Maryland and not the Career and 
Technology Education requirements. Along with the expansion 
of this program, Advanced Placement enrollment increased. 
The increase was due to the open enrollment policy that en-
couraged access for all students. Students who chose to take a 
minimal schedule in Grade 12 and/or to participate in parallel 
enrollment at the college level may only have been counted by 
the school as university system completers.  

 

 

 

 

Chart 5.3.1 - University System of Maryland or Career 
and Technology
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Chart 5.3.2 - University System of Maryland
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Chart 5.3.3 - Career and Technology Requirements
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Chart 5.3.4 - University System of Maryland and 
Career and Technology
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Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Offer Career and Technology Education (CTE) programs 
in the ten Maryland Career Clusters. 

• Provide Career Pathways recommended sequences of 
courses and suggested electives designed to provide stu-
dents with multiple career pathways leading to employment 
and further education. 

• Embed CTE programs in the Career Pathways offered 
within each career cluster. 

• Align career completer programs to meet the standards of 
the Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE) 
CTE pathways. 

• Include opportunities for students to attain industry certifi-
cation, to enroll in honors and gifted and talented courses, 
and to earn college credits while in high school CTE pro-
grams. 

• Continue to develop competency profiles for students in 
technical programs with accommodations for students with 
special needs. 

• Continue to update CTE programs and proposals to in-
crease the rigor and relevance of all CTE courses including 
accommodations for special needs students. 

• Increase student achievement through comprehensive ca-
reer information initiatives and by increasing the opportu-
nities for students and educators to participate in safe and 
structured work-based and/or internship experiences. 

• Develop and implement MSDE Fast Track or Model CTE 
programs with opportunities for additional industry certifi-
cations that align to similar programs at the post-secondary 
level. 

• Develop program advisory committees for new CTE pro-
grams with representatives from secondary schools, two-
year colleges, and four-year colleges, where possible, to 
ensure that program alignment to industry/technical skill 
standards, academic standards, and skills for success oc-
curs. 

• Use career clusters and the various pathway programs to 
allow the Office of Career and Technology Education to 
individualize and diversify student programs. 

 

 

• Enable guidance counselors to schedule students according 
to needs, current performance, and other individual issues 
to make students’ programs relevant, meaningful, and 
achievable.  

• Expand access for students with special needs and their 
families to various post-secondary educational and training 
options. 

• Provide countywide transportation for students with spe-
cial needs to attend post-secondary field trips. 

• Provide students and parents/guardians access to addi-
tional resources and materials to be successful in post-
secondary endeavors. 

• Explain and promote the advantages of the CCBC articu-
lated credits and parallel enrollment opportunities for stu-
dents and their families. 
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♦ All schools provided all parents/guardians with multiple opportunities to partici-
pate in home-school communication during the 2008-2009 school year. 

♦ In 2008-2009, 100% of schools increased the number of student, parent/guardian, 
and teacher conferences. 

♦ All schools increased the number of learning opportunities provided during the 
2008-2009 school year for parents/guardians, staff, and community members.  

♦ During the 2008-2009 school year, 100% of schools increased parent/guardian at-
tendance at school-based events and activities. 

♦ All schools increased parent/guardian, school, business, and community partner-
ships in 2008-2009. 

♦ In 2008-2009, 100% of schools increased communication and positive relation-
ships with parents/guardians and community members through the dissemination 
of information about system, school, and student successes. 

Engage parents/guardians, business, and community members 
in the educational process. 
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What is measured? 

Percentage of schools providing home-school communication 
to all parents/guardians 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Chart 6.1.1 shows that in 2008-2009, 100% of schools provided 
home-school communication to all parents/guardians. 

Explanation of Results 

BCPS offered comprehensive programs that required schools to 
involve parents/guardians, families, and community members 
in a variety of roles. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to publicize the school’s commitment to parent/
guardian, family, and community involvement. 

• Continue to make parent/guardian and family involvement 
an integral component of the school improvement process. 

• Continue to help parents/guardians and families enhance 
parenting skills and foster conditions that support students’ 
learning. 

• Continue to provide parents/guardians and families with 
learning techniques to help students at home. 

• Continue to work cooperatively with community agencies 
that provide assistance to students as well as to parents/
guardians and families. 

 

• Continue to promote clear communication between school 
and home concerning school programs and students’ pro-
gress. 

• Continue to promote effective use of parent/guardian vol-
unteers. 

• Continue to support parents/guardians and families as 
decision makers and promote their leadership in advisory 
and advocacy roles. 

 
What is measured? 

Percentage of schools increasing the number of student, par-
ent/guardian, and teacher conferences 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Chart 6.2.1 shows that in 2008-2009, 100% of schools increased 
the number of student, parent/guardian, and teacher confer-
ences.  

Explanation of Results 

BCPS continued to use the six areas of parent/guardian in-
volvement to structure and monitor parent/guardian involve-
ment goals in individual School Improvement Plans (SIP) and 
enhanced effective home-school partnerships to improve stu-
dent achievement. The system continued to implement Board 
of Education Policy and Superintendent’s Rule 1270 entitled 
Community Involvement, which asserts that schools, parents/
guardians, and families have a mutual responsibility to work 
together in order to increase student achievement.  

 

Chart 6.1.1 - Schools that Met Indicator
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Chart 6.2.1 - Schools that Met Indicator
BCPS Standard is 100%
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P erformance Indicator 6.1 - All parents/guardians 
will have multiple opportunities to participate in 

home-school communication. (BCPS standard) 

P erformance Indicator 6.2 - Increase student, 
parent/guardian, and teacher conferences to 100% 

in all schools. (BCPS standard) 
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Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to monitor student-parent/guardian-teacher con-
ferences and include this data in each School Improvement 
Plan (SIP). 

• Continue to provide administrators with guidelines and 
strategies on multicultural infusion and cultural sensitivity 
to promote effective student-parent/guardian-teacher con-
ferences. 

• Continue to facilitate home-school communication by pub-
lishing key system documents in other languages. 

• Continue to implement the Parental/Guardian Outreach, 
Attendance Notification, and Emergency Communication 
System (Connect-Ed) to deliver messages to parents/
guardians through automated telephone and e-mail com-
munication. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What is measured? 

Percentage of schools increasing learning opportunities for par-
ents/guardians, staff, and community members to assist in de-
veloping and refining the knowledge and skills needed to sup-
port students’ academic achievement and recognize students’ 
successes 

 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, 100% of schools increased learning opportunities 
for parents/guardians, staff, and community members to assist 
in developing and refining the knowledge and skills needed to 
support students’ academic achievement and recognize stu-
dents’ successes (chart 6.3.1).  

Explanation of Results 

BCPS endorsed cooperation among schools, parents/guardians, 
families, and community members in order to increase involve-
ment and participation in promoting the social, emotional, and 
academic growth of students. BCPS encouraged the involve-
ment and input of parents/guardians, families, and community 
members in the educational process. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Encourage open and ongoing communications among 
home, school, and the community. 

• Encourage parents/guardians, families, and community 
members to play an integral role in assisting student learn-
ing. 

• Encourage parents/guardians, families, and community 
members to volunteer their support and assistance in the 
school. 

• Include parents/guardians, families, and community mem-
bers in the decision-making process. 

• Collaborate with community resources, as outlined in 
School Improvement Plans, to strengthen schools, families, 
and student learning. 

• Provide opportunities for parents/guardians, families, and 
community members to celebrate student successes at the 
local and system levels. 

 

Chart 6.3.1 - Schools that Met Indicator
BCPS Standard is 100%
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P erformance Indicator 6.3 - Increase learning 
opportunities for parents/guardians, staff, and 

community members to assist in developing and refining 
the knowledge and skills needed to support students’ 
academic achievement and recognize students’ successes. 
(BCPS standard) 
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What is measured? 

Percentage of schools increasing parent/guardian attendance at 
school-based events 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
As indicated in chart 6.4.1, 100% of schools increased parent/
guardian attendance at school-based events in 2008-2009. 

Explanation of Results 

BCPS continued to provide staff training designed to increase 
awareness of and sensitivity to the needs of stakeholders in or-
der to increase parent/guardian and community participation at 
school events and programs. The system provided outreach to 
parents/guardians and the community through the Education 
Channel 73, BCPS Web site, Parent Mobile, and Connect-Ed. 
These services were intended to provide timely information 
regarding curriculum and programs, policies, student achieve-
ment, and school-site activities. Opportunities were also pro-
vided for parents/guardians to celebrate student successes in 
school-based and systemwide programs (e.g., STEM Fair, Black 
Saga, Mock Trial, Odyssey of the Mind, 24 Challenge, and Ca-
reer and Technology Education Awards Ceremony). 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to coordinate by geographic area a schedule for 
back-to-school nights according to feeder schools within a 
cluster in an effort to optimize parent/guardian opportuni-
ties to attend. 

• Continue to provide workshops for staff to increase aware-
ness of and sensitivity to the needs of stakeholders in order 
to increase parent/guardian and community participation 
at school events and programs. 

• Continue to provide opportunities for parents/guardians to 
celebrate student successes at the local and system levels. 

• Continue to implement parent/guardian support services 
in all communities and internally evaluate effectiveness. 

What is measured? 

Percentage of schools increasing parent/guardian, school, busi-
ness, and community partnerships 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, 100% of schools increased parent/guardian, 
school, business, and community partnerships (chart 6.5.1).  

Explanation of Results 

BCPS made it a priority to include all stakeholders in the educa-
tional process. Comprehensive communication between par-
ents/guardians and the school was essential to student achieve-
ment. In order to prepare graduates for optimal success in the 
global marketplace, partnerships were developed with busi-
nesses and community organizations. 

 

 

 

Chart 6.4.1 - Schools that Met Indicator
BCPS Standard is 100%
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Chart 6.5.1 - Schools that Met Indicator
BCPS Standard is 100%

100 100100

0

20

40

60

80

100

2007 2008 2009

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

P erformance Indicator 6.5 - Increase parent/
guardian, school, business, and community 

partnerships. (BCPS standard) 

P erformance Indicator 6.4 - Increase parent/
guardian attendance at school-based events and 

activities such as back-to-school nights and school 
improvement teams. (BCPS standard) 
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Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Expand recognition opportunities for students, parents/
guardians, community, and business partners. 

• Train school personnel in processes used to develop and 
retain volunteers, tutors, and school-business partnerships. 

• Encourage business partnerships that support and comple-
ment the educational program. 

 

What is measured? 

Percentage of schools increasing communication and positive 
relationships with parents/guardians and community members 
by disseminating information about system, school, and student 
successes 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
As indicated in chart 6.6.1, 100% of schools increased commu-
nication and positive relationships with parents/guardians and 
community members in 2008-2009 by disseminating informa-
tion about system, school, and student successes.  

 

 

 

 

 

Explanation of Results 

BCPS encouraged the support of community members. It was 
evident that meaningful involvement by, and partnership with, 
members of the community offered the potential to produce an 
improved educational environment for all students. Community 
members included parents/guardians, parent/guardian groups, 
businesses, civic groups, and various concerned individuals. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Maintain year-round, regular channels of communication 
with parents/guardians and other community members to 
provide information about school programs, resources, 
policies, issues, and performance. 

• Share information that may be of interest to the commu-
nity or in which individuals have indicated an interest. 

• Continue to involve the community in the local schools’  
educational programs. 

• Continue to have a School Improvement Team in each 
school on which there is parent/guardian and community 
representation. 

• Continue to promote organizations such as the PTA/
PTSA and Student Government Association in each school 
as a means of channeling communication and allowing for 
participation in issues related to school improvement. 

 

 

Chart 6.6.1 - Schools that Met Indicator
BCPS standard is 100%
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P erformance Indicator 6.6 - Increase communication 
and positive relationships with parents/guardians 

and community members by disseminating information 
about system, school, and student successes. (BCPS 
standard) 
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♦ In 2008-2009, BCPS central office staff continued to generate school-level data reports 
that were shared with schools to facilitate the development of school improvement 
plans. 

♦ Schools communicated student-level data during the 2008-2009 school year to the 
community through the local results report that provided evidence of progress towards 
meeting the established standards set forth in the Blueprint for Progress. 

Involve principals, teachers, staff, stakeholders, and parents/
guardians in the decision-making process. 
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What is measured? 

The number of schools that are provided with school-level data 
to develop a school improvement plan 

Results for 2008-2009 

One hundred percent of schools received school-level data. 

One hundred percent of schools communicated student-level 
achievement results to the community. 

Explanation of Results 

Schools used school-level data contained in the local results 
report to determine progress toward meeting established stan-
dards as defined by the Blueprint for Progress. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to provide schools with school-level data used to 
develop local results reports. 

 

 

P erformance Indicator 7.1 - All schools will develop a 
results review report that is aligned with the system's 

annual results report. (BCPS standard) 
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♦ The 2008-2009 ratio of students to computers was 3.4 to 1; and teachers, administra-

tors, and clerical staff had access to more than one computer. 

♦ The 2008-2009 operating and capital budgets continued to be submitted on time. 

♦ During the 2008-2009 school year, 96.7% of buses arrived at school within the estab-
lished arrival window.  

♦ The employee attendance rate for 2008-2009 was 95.6%. 

♦ In 2008-2009, school-based positions were allocated based upon enrollment projec-
tions and filled within one week after school opened. 

♦ There were ten EEO complaints in 2008-2009.  

♦ The Wide Area Network (WAN), the Enterprise System (ES), and telephone systems 
were operational 99.9% of the time in 2008-2009. 

♦ In 2008-2009, 99.9% of customer service issues were resolved within 48 hours. 

All students will receive a quality education through the efficient 
and effective use of  resources and the delivery of  business services. 
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What is measured? 

The computer processing unit (CPU) count of MSDE and BCPS 
standard computers 

Results for 2008-2009 

The ratio of students to computers was 3.4:1. The ratio of teachers 
to computers was 1:1. The ratio of administrators to computers 
was 1:1. The ratio of clericals to computers was 1:1. 

Explanation of Results for Indicator 8.1 

In 2008-2009, teachers, administrators, and clerical staff in BCPS 
had access to at least one computer. The following initiatives were 
designed to improve teachers’ and students’ access to technology: 
converted 1.0 million transcripts from microfilm; developed and 
implemented a Web-based Articulated Instruction Module (AIM) 
to measure and communicate a student’s skill level; upgraded elec-
tronic closets in all secondary schools; piloted the new elementary 
school report card in the Student Tracking and Registration System 
(STARS) in 20 schools; migrated middle and high school report 
cards to STARS; developed and implemented technology to sup-
port a Virtual Learning Pilot Program; piloted a 90-day password 
reset policy using an auto-reset application; converted all students’ 
social security numbers to a BCPS assigned identifier; and retired 
the Unix mainframe system. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Next Steps for Indicator 8.1: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Develop professional development activities for all school-
based personnel. 

• Distribute an additional 60 scanners to schools with large  
student populations to increase the capacity to scan bench-
mark and short-cycle test instruments. 

• Continue to upgrade electronic closets in all elementary 
schools. 

• Continue to implement AIM for use by all teachers in all 
schools. 

• Implement a plan to redesign the BCPS Web site. 

• Complete the installation of Transparent LAN (Local Area 
Network) services. 

Explanation of Results for Indicator 8.2 

The 2008-2009 inventory indicated that the student to computer 
ratio was 3.4:1 systemwide with all schools having at least a 5:1 
ratio and all teachers, clericals, administrators, and supervisory  
personnel having a 1:1 ratio. 

Next Steps for Indicator 8.2: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Seek funding to continue a four-year replacement cycle for 
one computer per five students. 

• Continue to provide professional development and support  
to school-based technology liaisons in maintaining hardware 
and software inventories and in managing, maintaining, and 
troubleshooting hardware resources in schools based on the 
Maryland Teacher Professional Development Standards. 

• Implement thin client solutions that are an alternative to  
providing one CPU per user. 

• Allocate as many computing “seats” as funding and tech-
nology (thin client) will allow. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

P erformance Indicator 8.1 - All students, teachers, 
and office staff will have access to technology to 

support student achievement, a highly qualified teaching 
staff, and stakeholder involvement in the educational 
process.  (BCPS standard) 

P erformance Indicator 8.2 - All schools and offices 
will have high-capacity computers at the ratio of: one 

computer per five students by 2005; one computer per 
school-based teacher, administrator, and clerical by 2006; 
and one computer per central office administrative/
supervisory and clerical staff by 2007. (BCPS standard) 
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What is measured? 

Submission of the operating and capital budgets for board ap-
proval by the statutorily required dates 

Maintenance of budget to actual variance of 1.0% or less 

Receipt of the Association of School Business Officials (ASBO) 
and Government Finance Officers' Association (GFOA) Meri-
torious Budget awards on the budget book 

Results for 2008-2009 

The operating and capital budgets were submitted to the Board 
of Education by the statutorily required dates. 

The budget to actual variance for 2008-2009 was 0.79% for the 
expected budget. 

BCPS received the Association of School Business Officials 
(ASBO) and the Government Finance Officers’ Association 
(GFOA) Meritorious Budget Award for the 2008-2009 adopted 
budget book. 

Explanation of Results 

All categories of expenditures were at or below the expected 
budgeted amounts.  

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to work closely with the forecasting committee to 
monitor accounts throughout the year. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
What is measured? 

The percentage of end users who are satisfied with the content 
of the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) 

Results for 2008-2009 

Of those that responded, 95.0% of end users were satisfied with 
the content of the FY2008 Comprehensive Annual Financial 
Report (CAFR). 

Explanation of Results 

Procedures were established and implemented to achieve 100% 
of user satisfaction each year. This was the first year in which 
the survey was distributed electronically.  

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to distribute user surveys electronically, with ac-
cess to the CAFR on the Web site, to determine the effec-
tiveness of the document.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

P erformance Indicator 8.3 - The annual operating and 
capital budgets will be developed and administered 

in a timely and accurate manner. (BCPS standard) 
P erformance Indicator 8.4 - The Department of Fiscal 

Services' staff will effectively and efficiently provide 
timely access to functional information. (BCPS standard) 
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What is measured? 

September 30 annual BCPS enrollment projections 

Results for 2008-2009 

 

Chart 8.5.1 shows that the student enrollment projections for 
September 2008 were 99.7% accurate, which represented a 0.3 
percentage point increase from the previous year and was above 
the BCPS standard of 99.0%. 

Explanation of Results 

The results reflect continued accuracy of projections for Balti-
more County Public Schools. 

 Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to implement current methods of projections. 

• Continue to collaborate efforts and data sharing with Balti-
more County government. 

• Continue to pursue accurate data and methods of analysis 
for student enrollment projections. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What is measured? 

Percentage of buses arriving at school within the established 
arrival window 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, the percentage of buses arriving within the estab-
lished arrival window was 96.7%. This is an increase of 0.6 per-
centage points from 2007-2008. Since 2004-2005, the percent-
age has increased by 1.8 points. The 2008-2009 percentage is 
6.7 points above the BCPS standard of 90.0% (chart 8.6.1). 

Explanation of Results 

Fewer overall vacancies for the position of bus driver mini-
mized the number of routes doubled, which resulted in in-
creased on-time arrival. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to monitor on-time school bus service. 

• Continue to monitor bell schedules and tiering of bus 
routes. 

• Continue bus driver recruitment efforts. 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 8.5.1 - Comparison of BCPS Enrollment
Projections vs. Actual
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Chart 8.6.1 - Bus Arrival
On-Time Percentage
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P erformance Indicator 8.5 - The student enrollment 
projections will have a 99.0% accuracy rate. (BCPS 

standard) 
P erformance Indicator 8.6 - Ninety percent of buses 

will arrive each day within the established opening/
closing window. (BCPS standard) 
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What is measured? 

Percentage of students’ ride time of less than three hours 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Chart 8.7.1 shows that in 2008-2009, 95.7% of student bus rid-
ers had daily total ride time of fewer than three hours, which is 
an increase of 0.5 percentage points from the previous 2007-
2008 year. 

Explanation of Results 

The number of buses and full-time equivalent (FTE) positions 
did not adequately accommodate the additional homeless stu-
dents transported to the school of origin and the expansion of 
non-public schools. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Request additional buses and FTE positions in the FY 
2011 budget to be dedicated to the transportation of stu-
dents to non-public schools. 

• Continue to monitor the on-board time school bus service. 

 

 

 
 
 
 
  
 

What is measured? 

The number of schools meeting optimal meal service capacity 

Results for 2008-2009 

 

Since 2004-2005, the percentage of secondary schools meeting 
maximum meal capacity has continued to increase. Chart 8.8.1 
shows that in 2008-2009, 80.0% of secondary schools met the 
maximum meal capacity, which represented a 3.0 percentage 
point increase from the previous year. 

Explanation of Results 

The 2008-2009 results represented advances made through the 
availability of capital project funding for the construction of a 
satellite lunchroom and the renovation of several serving lines. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to seek funding for use in updating service lines 
and, if possible, adding satellite lunchrooms. 

• Continue to monitor student meal schedules, and meal 
service and work with school administrators to make ap-
propriate adjustments. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 8.7.1 - Students' Ride Time
Percentage Less than Three Hours
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Chart 8.8.1 - Percentage of Secondary Schools
Meeting Maximum Meal Service Capacity
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P erformance Indicator 8.7 - All students will have 
total ride times of less than three hours per day. 
(BCPS standard) 

P erformance Indicator 8.8 - Each school will provide 
meal service at optimal capacity. (BCPS standard) 
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What is measured? 

Employee attendance rate 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Chart 8.9.1 shows that the employee attendance rate was 95.6% 
in 2008-2009, which was 0.3 percentage points greater than the 
previous year’s employee attendance rate of 95.3%. The 2008-
2009 employee attendance rate was 0.4 percentage points below 
the BCPS standard of 96.0%. 

Explanation of Results 

The Employee Attendance Monitoring Program has been fully 
implemented for four years. The employee attendance rate was 
calculated using all employee groups but excluded long-term, 
approved leaves of absence.  

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Provide training on the Employee Attendance Monitoring 
Program for all new administrators. 

• Provide intensive case management for employees referred 
to the Office of Risk Management. 

• Continue to assist administrators with the implementation 
of the Employee Attendance Monitoring Program. 

• Disaggregate attendance data to identify which employee 
groups’ attendance has not improved. 

 

 
 

 
What is measured? 

Copy and Print Services (CPS) will meet the established stan-
dard of 46.7 million impressions (copies) 

Results for 2008-2009 

 

Since 2004-2005, the print shop productivity has continued to 
increase. In 2008-2009, 50.8 million copies were produced, 
which was an increase of 5.2 million over the previous year 
(chart 8.10.1). 

Explanation of Results 

Copy and Print Services is an award vendor for excess duplica-
tion of printed materials and has assumed the responsibility for 
the printing of school letterheads and envelopes. This has in-
creased Copy and Print Services’ production of Baltimore 
County Public Schools’ print jobs.    

Next Steps: 2009-2010  Master Plan 

• Continue to utilize the printing, copying, and reproduction 
services bid to capture print jobs that would normally go to 
outside printing vendors. 

• Continue to upgrade printing equipment to increase pro-
duction capabilities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 8.9.1 - Employee Attendance Rate
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Chart 8.10.1 - Print Shop Productivity
Optimum Production is 46.7 million
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P erformance Indicator 8.9 - The BCPS employee 
attendance rate will meet or exceed the system 

standard.  (BCPS standard) 
P erformance Indicator 8.10 - Copy and Print Services 

will operate at optimal capacity. (BCPS standard) 
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What is measured? 

Submission of the Capital Improvement Program (CIP) to the 
superintendent for approval prior to the capital budget request 

Results for 2008-2009 

The 2008 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) was submitted 
to the superintendent and the Board of Education prior to the 
capital budget request. 

Explanation of Results 

The CIP was successfully submitted. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to submit the CIP prior to the capital budget 
request. 

What is measured? 

Allocation of available school-based positions based on pro-
jected enrollment 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Chart 8.12.1 shows that 99.8% of teacher positions were filled 
based on projected enrollment in 2008-2009, which was 0.1 
percentage points higher than the previous 2007-2008 year.   

 
Chart 8.12.2 shows that 96.4% of instructional assistant posi-
tions were filled one week after school opened in 2008-2009, 
which was 1.8 percentage points less than the previous year.   

Explanation of Results 

The Office of Personnel recruited in over 16 states and at 43 
colleges and universities. In addition, BCPS offered signing 
bonuses and relocation stipends for teachers in critical shortage 
areas who accepted positions in priority schools. Personnel 
officers also met with principals during staffing meetings in May 
to discuss potential vacancies. The expanded recruitment initia-
tives, signing bonuses, and continued collaboration with princi-
pals on instructional teaching needs have resulted in over 99.0% 
of instructional vacancies being filled for teacher positions. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to expand recruitment initiatives for critical 
shortage subject areas. These include providing signing 
bonuses for teachers accepting positions in critical shortage 
areas, recruiting in different states, and offering recruitment 
fairs in BCPS. 

• Continue to implement the BCPS staffing plan, which em-
phasizes staffing critical shortage subjects in priority 
schools. 

• Continue the BCPS Student Scholarship Loan Program, 
which is designed to encourage more students to pursue 
careers in education, specifically in the areas of mathemat-
ics, science, and special education. 

• Continue to assist teachers who have not met the require-
ments of No Child Left Behind through school visits and 
collaboration with the Department of Professional Devel-
opment and institutions of higher education to provide 
coursework that will assist teachers to meet the require-
ments of No Child Left Behind. 

 

Chart 8.12.1 - Percentage of Teacher Positions Filled
One Week After School Opened
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Chart 8.12.2 - Percentage of Instructional Assistant 

Positions Filled
One Week After School Opened
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Improvement Program will align with the 

distribution of instructional programs. (BCPS standard) 

P erformance Indicator 8.12 - All schools will receive 
equitable staffing allocations in a timely manner.  

(BCPS standard) 
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What is measured? 

The number of qualified applicants in the system's pool of ad-
ministrators required to meet staffing needs 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, there was a total of 37 qualified candidates in the 
system’s pool of principals as shown in chart 8.13.1. There were 
17 more candidates in the principal pool than the BCPS stan-
dard of a minimum of 20 candidates. 

 
In 2008-2009, there was a total of 83 qualified candidates in the 
system’s pool of assistant principals as shown in chart 8.13.2. 
There were 38 more candidates in the assistant principal pool 
than the BCPS standard of a minimum of 45 candidates. 

 

 

 

Explanation of Results 

Leadership opportunities were communicated to BCPS staff 
through a variety of means including collaboration with the 
Department of Professional Development to present work-
shops to aspiring leaders, presentations to the Baltimore County 
Alliance of Black School Educators (BCABSE), the Minority 
Achievement Advisory Group, and the Aspiring Leaders Mod-
ules of the Educational Leadership and Development Program. 
In addition, individual meetings were held during the school 
year by the Director of Personnel with aspiring leaders for prin-
cipal and assistant principal positions.   

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Collaborate with the Department of Professional Develop-
ment to provide workshops for future leaders. 

• Continue to meet with various stakeholder groups to ad-
vertise leadership opportunities and discuss eligibility re-
quirements for the principal and assistant principal pools. 

• Expand recruitment initiatives to increase candidates in 
principal and assistant principal pools. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 8.13.1 - Total Candidates in Principal Pool
BCPS Standard is a Minimum of 20
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Chart 8.13.2 - Total Candidates in Assistant Principal Pool
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What is measured? 

The number of EEO complaints  

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Chart 8.14.1 shows 16 fewer Equal Employment Opportunity 
(EEO) complaints in 2008-2009 than in the previous 2007-2008 
year (from 26 to 10). This reduction in EEO complaints repre-
sents a 61.5% decrease from the previous 2007-2008 year, 
which is above the BCPS standard of at least a 5.0% reduction. 
Between 2004-2005 and 2008-2009, the number of EEO com-
plaints has decreased, representing an overall reduction of 
78.7%. 

Explanation of Results 

The EEO office resolved 10 EEO-related issues preventing the 
filing of formal complaints. An additional 16 complaints were 
received by the EEO office and determined to be non-EEO 
related and referred to the appropriate offices to be addressed. 
The EEO Web site was revised in order to provide clarification 
and additional information to all employees. Training to em-
ployee groups continued to occur upon request. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue screening of all complaints received in the EEO 
office. 

• Analyze trends and types of complaints to determine ap-
propriate strategies to address issues. 

• Continue to provide EEO-related trainings offered in a 
variety of formats to administrators, supervisors, and em-
ployees. 

• Review, and if necessary, revise EEO-related Board of 
Education policies and superintendent’s rules. 

• Develop a superintendent’s rule to support Board of Edu-
cation Policy 4000. 

• Create fact sheets that provide guidance on EEO-related 
issues for use by administrators and managers. 

 
What is measured? 

The number of administrative and supervisory employees 
trained in various aspects of the master agreements and the 
appraisal process 

Results for 2008-2009 

During the 2008-2009 school year, the system provided training 
on the topics of negotiations and the appraisal process to 
school teams, new administrators, incumbent principals, office 
staffs, managers/supervisors in both the Divisions of Business 
Services and Curriculum and Instruction, and members of the 
superintendent’s staff. A total of 382 managerial/supervisory 
staff members received training so that the master agreements 
could be implemented effectively. 

Explanation of Results 

During the 2008-2009 academic year, Baltimore County Public 
Schools employed approximately 940 personnel in administra-
tive and supervisory positions. The goal was to provide training 
to 10.0% of these employees. The system was able to exceed 
this goal by providing formalized training to 382 managerial 
employees, or 40.6%. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to train new principals, new assistant principals, 
members of the negotiations teams, superintendent’s staff, 
and managerial/supervisory personnel in the Divisions of 
Business Services and Curriculum and Instruction. 

• Continue to print and distribute new master agreements or 
supplements to all employees that include all language 
changes negotiated between the Board of Education and 
the employee organizations. A summary of changes to the 
master agreements will be placed in the superintendent’s 
bulletin for distribution to employees. 

Chart 8.14.1 - EEO Complaints
BCPS Standard is an Annual Reduction of at Least 5.0%
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P erformance Indicator 8.14 - The number of Equal 
Employment Opportunity (EEO) complaints will be 

reduced. (BCPS standard) 

P erformance Indicator 8.15 - All administrative and 
supervisory personnel will receive training so that 

master agreements will be implemented effectively. (BCPS 
standard) 
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• Continue to schedule training with other groups of manag-
ers/supervisors within the system. 

What is measured? 

The number of opt-ins to the Employee Self-Service (ESS) Web 
site 

Results for 2008-2009 

 

The number of employees opting-in the Employee Self-Service 
(ESS) Web site has increased each year since 2004-2005. In 
2008-2009, 8,861 opt-ins were made to the Web site. This rep-
resented an increase of 1,038 contacts from the previous year 
and exceeded the goal of a 5.0% annual increase (chart 8.16.1). 

Explanation of Results 

The continued increase in the use of the ESS Web site can be 
attributed to encouraging new employees during orientation 
sessions to access the site for payroll and benefits information. 
In addition, information about the site was included in em-
ployee benefits-related communications. 

 Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Successful completion of the Advantage HR system up-
grade in 2010 will enable us to provide further improve-
ments in 2011. 

• Improve new hire orientation materials to ensure under-
standing of programs offered and to encourage use of the 
ESS Web site. 

• Continue to monitor the use of the ESS Web site on a 
monthly basis. 

 
What is measured? 

Percentage of operational facilities that meet or exceed the stan-
dard of operational performance of 91.9% 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Since 2004-2005, the percentage of schools that were opera-
tional has increased and exceeded the BCPS standard of 91.9%. 
In 2008-2009, 99.9% of schools were operational, which was 
the same rate as in 2007-2008 (chart 8.17.1). 

Explanation of Results 

School closings and the reasons for the closings were tracked 
throughout the year. Most of the school closings were for a 
portion of the school day and were a result of public utility out-
ages. Only two schools were closed for an entire day due to 
water main breaks in the areas of those affected schools. One 
school was closed for a state-mandated three-day quarantine as 
a result of the flu. Operational school days were calculated by 
multiplying the number of days in a school year (180) times the 
number of schools, programs, and centers in the system (172) 
for a total of 30,960 school days. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue to address maintenance issues through the Capi-
tal Improvement Program. 

• Continue to implement the Preventive Maintenance Pro-
gram. 

• Continue to work with utility providers, such as Baltimore 
Gas & Electric and the Baltimore City Water Department, 
to reduce power outages and water main breaks and to 
improve restorable timeframes. 

Chart 8.16.1 - Count of Employees Accessing Benefits 
Web sites
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Chart 8.17.1 - Operational Schools
BCPS Standard is 91.9%
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P erformance Indicator 8.16 - All employees and 
retirees will have effective information regarding 

employee benefits. (BCPS standard) 

P erformance Indicator 8.17 - All BCPS facilities will 
be operational in the school year at a level that meets 

or exceeds the 2002-2003 baseline. (BCPS standard) 
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What is measured? 

The number of schools in which full-time equivalent (FTE) 
enrollment exceeds seating capacity (state-rated capacity plus 
available relocatable seats) 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
In 2008-2009, 16 elementary schools were over capacity, the 
same as the previous 2007-2008 year and a decrease of three 
schools since 2004-2005 (chart 8.18.1).

 
In 2008-2009, there were no middle schools that were over 
capacity. This was an improvement over the previous 2007-
2008 year in which there were two middle schools over capacity 
(chart 8.18.2). 

 
In 2008-2009, there were two high schools that were over ca-
pacity. This was an improvement over the previous 2007-2008 
year in which there were nine schools over capacity (chart 
8.18.3). 

Explanation of Results 

The data demonstrated progress in reducing the number of 
middle schools and high schools and maintaining the number of 
elementary schools in which the FTE enrollment exceeded total 
available seating.   

This progress was achieved through annual systematic analysis 
of enrollments, capacity, projections, capital project priorities, 
and availability of resources. The Office of Strategic Planning 
implemented a progressive approach of recommendations in 
considering schools with enrollments approaching capacity. 
Some steps included capacity analysis, room use recommenda-
tions, use of existing relocatable units, enrollment caps/
annexing/redistricting, purchasing of new relocatable units, 
renovations, additions, and capital construction. These steps 
were progressive both in cost and complexity.   

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Use September 30, 2009, enrollment data to analyze cur-
rent enrollments, capacity, and projection accuracy in fall 
2009. 

• Hold meetings with the Office of Strategic Planning and all 
area assistant superintendents to discuss relief options and 
priorities. 

• Ensure that projections will undergo annual enrollment 
updates. 

 

 

 
 

Chart 8.18.1 - Number of Schools Over Capacity
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Chart 8.18.2 - Number of Schools Over Capacity
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Chart 8.18.3 - Number of Schools Over Capacity
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P erformance Indicator 8.18 - Reduce the number of 
schools in which full-time equivalent (FTE) 

enrollment of students exceeds seating capacity (state-
rated capacity plus available relocatable seats). (BCPS 
standard) 
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What is measured? 

The percentage of time that the Wide Area Network (WAN), 
the Enterprise System (ES), and telephone system are fully op-
erational and available to users 

The percentage of issues resolved within 48 hours with cus-
tomer satisfaction as measured by open ticket time and satisfac-
tion response on work order tickets 

Results for 2008-2009 

 
Each year since 2004-2005 the WAN, ES, and telephone sys-
tems have exceeded the BCPS standard to be fully operational 
at least 98.0% of the time. As indicated in chart 8.19.1, the 
WAN, ES, and telephone systems were 99.9% fully operational 
in 2008-2009, which is 1.9 percentage points above the BCPS 
standard. 

 
As indicated in chart 8.19.2, 99.9% of customer service issues 
were resolved with customer satisfaction within 48 hours in 
2008-2009, which represents an increase of 0.9 percentage 

points from the previous year. The percentage of customer 
service issues resolved with customer satisfaction within 48 
hours has met or exceeded the BCPS standard of 98.0% each 
year since 2004-2005.   

Explanation of Results 

In 2008-2009, the telephone, WAN, and ES were all operating 
and available beyond the BCPS standard of 98.0%. The results 
show that the response time for the customer service center 
continually exceeded the BCPS standard of 98.0%. 

Next Steps: 2009-2010 Master Plan 

• Continue with the implementation of the Disaster Recov-
ery Center. 

• Continue to increase bandwidth through the conversion to 
fiber optic technology. 

• Continue to implement a Business Services Platform. This 
application will monitor system hardware and software, 
providing performance and device information that will 
allow the Department of Technology staff to address prob-
lems on a proactive basis. 

 

 

 

Chart 8.19.1 - Percentage of Time that the WAN, ES, and 
Telephones Are Operational
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Chart 8.19.2 - Percentage of Time - Customer
Issues Resolved Within 48 Hours
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P erformance Indicator 8.19 - The Wide Area 
Network, Enterprise Systems, and telephone system 

will operate effectively 98.0% of the time. (BCPS standard) 
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Goal 1 - Elementary School Reading MSA By Race/Ethnicity 

Table 1.1.1 Elementary School Reading MSA Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2005 19,054 23,235 82.0%     
2006 18,794 22,830 82.3%     
2007 18,503 22,264 83.1%     
2008 19,204 22,071 87.0%     
2009 19,643 22,265 88.2%     

Table 1.1.2 Elementary School Reading MSA by Race/Ethnicity Proficient or Advanced 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2005 American Indian 97 132 73.5%     
2006 American Indian 89 123 72.4%     
2007 American Indian 86 116 74.1%     
2008 American Indian 93 109 85.3%     
2009 American Indian 96 104 92.3%     
2005 Asian 881 1,014 86.9%     
2006 Asian 960 1,072 89.6%     
2007 Asian 1,055 1,153 91.5%     
2008 Asian 1,154 1,228 94.0%     
2009 Asian 1,206 1,276 94.5%     
2005 African American 6,672 9,100 73.3%     
2006 African American 6,742 9,117 73.9%     
2007 African American 6,773 8,997 75.3%     
2008 African American 7,360 9,153 80.4%     
2009 African American 7,800 9,458 82.5%     
2005 White 10,856 12,268 88.5%     
2006 White 10,386 11,720 88.6%     
2007 White 9,914 11,110 89.2%     
2008 White 9,770 10,591 92.2%     
2009 White 9,703 10,403 93.3%     
2005 Hispanic 548 721 76.0%     
2006 Hispanic 617 798 77.3%     
2007 Hispanic 675 888 76.0%     
2008 Hispanic 827 990 83.5%     
2009 Hispanic 838 1,024 81.8%     
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Goal 1 - Elementary School Reading MSA By Student Group 

Table 1.1.3 Elementary School Reading MSA LEP Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2005 226 391 57.8%     
2006 265 439 60.4%     
2007 379 566 67.0%     
2008 405 558 72.6%     
2009 373 555 67.2%     

Table 1.1.4 Elementary School Reading MSA Special Education Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent         

2005 1,741 2,812 61.9%         
2006 1,696 2,809 60.4%         
2007 1,713 2,753 62.2%         
2008 1,860 2,722 68.3%         
2009 1,840 2,685 68.5%         

Table 1.1.5 Elementary School Reading MSA FARMS Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent       

2005 6,164 8,723 70.7%       
2006 6,205 8,658 71.7%       
2007 6,142 8,378 73.3%       
2008 6,985 8,843 79.0%       
2009 7,893 9,671 81.6%       

Table 1.1.6 Elementary School Reading MSA Gifted and Talented Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent         

2005 4,990 5,023 99.3%         
2006 5,188 5,238 99.0%         
2007 5,312 5,363 99.0%         
2008 5,253 5,283 99.4%         
2009 5,276 5,297 99.6%         
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Goal 1 - Elementary School Mathematics MSA By Race/Ethnicity 

Table 1.1.7 Elementary School Mathematics MSA Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent       

2005 17,462 23,251 75.1%       
2006 17,835 22,854 78.0%       
2007 18,473 22,278 82.9%       
2008 18,662 22,095 84.5%       
2009 19,058 22,272 85.6%       

Table 1.1.8 Elementary School Mathematics MSA by Race/Ethnicity Proficient or Advanced 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2005 American Indian 94 132 71.2%     
2006 American Indian 86 123 69.9%     
2007 American Indian 89 116 76.7%     
2008 American Indian 89 108 82.4%     
2009 American Indian 89 104 85.6%     
2005 Asian 892 1,018 87.6%     
2006 Asian 972 1,076 90.3%     
2007 Asian 1,102 1,158 95.2%     
2008 Asian 1,174 1,236 95.0%     
2009 Asian 1,225 1,279 95.8%     
2005 African American 5,735 9,108 63.0%     
2006 African American 6,093 9,122 66.8%     
2007 African American 6,613 8,997 73.5%     
2008 African American 6,937 9,158 75.7%     
2009 African American 7,345 9,458 77.7%     
2005 White 10,246 12,270 83.5%     
2006 White 10,098 11,725 86.1%     
2007 White 9,958 11,110 89.6%     
2008 White 9,654 10,599 91.1%     
2009 White 9,541 10,402 91.7%     
2005 Hispanic 495 723 68.5%     
2006 Hispanic 586 808 72.5%     
2007 Hispanic 711 896 79.4%     
2008 Hispanic 808 994 81.3%     
2009 Hispanic 858 1,028 83.5%     
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Goal 1 - Elementary School Mathematics MSA By Student Group 

Table 1.1.9 Elementary School Mathematics MSA LEP Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent       

2005 230 394 58.4%       
2006 296 461 64.2%       
2007 457 580 78.8%       
2008 435 573 75.9%       
2009 423 565 74.9%       

Table 1.1.10 Elementary School Mathematics MSA Special Education Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent         

2005 1,419 2,812 50.5%         
2006 1,460 2,807 52.0%         
2007 1,644 2,750 59.8%         
2008 1,638 2,721 60.2%         
2009 1,568 2,683 58.4%         

Table 1.1.11 Elementary School Mathematics MSA FARMS Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent       

2005 5,371 8,721 61.6%       
2006 5,700 8,667 65.8%       
2007 6,111 8,388 72.9%       
2008 6,662 8,859 75.2%       
2009 7,557 9,674 78.1%       

Table 1.1.12 Elementary School Mathematics MSA Gifted and Talented Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent         

2005 4,972 5,025 98.9%         
2006 5,200 5,239 99.3%         
2007 5,339 5,361 99.6%         
2008 5,266 5,285 99.6%         
2009 5,283 5,298 99.7%         
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Goal 1 - Middle School Reading MSA By Race/Ethnicity 

Table 1.1.13 Middle School Reading MSA Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2005 18,083 25,434 71.1%     
2006 17,656 24,311 72.6%     
2007 16,544 23,475 70.5%     
2008 17,926 22,945 78.1%     
2009 18,350 22,491 81.6%     

Table 1.1.14 Middle School Reading MSA by Race/Ethnicity Proficient or Advanced 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2005 American Indian 78 122 63.9%     
2006 American Indian 81 122 66.4%     
2007 American Indian 73 124 58.9%     
2008 American Indian 85 117 72.6%     
2009 American Indian 83 113 73.5%     
2005 Asian 792 993 79.8%     
2006 Asian 824 997 82.6%     
2007 Asian 837 1,017 82.3%     
2008 Asian 970 1,097 88.4%     
2009 Asian 1,091 1,226 89.0%     
2005 African American 5,947 10,205 58.3%     
2006 African American 6,199 10,007 61.9%     
2007 African American 5,890 9,842 59.8%     
2008 African American 6,677 9,588 69.6%     
2009 African American 7,144 9,420 75.8%     
2005 White 10,855 13,496 80.4%     
2006 White 10,074 12,489 80.7%     
2007 White 9,238 11,704 78.9%     
2008 White 9,585 11,265 85.1%     
2009 White 9,351 10,800 86.6%     
2005 Hispanic 411 618 66.5%     
2006 Hispanic 478 696 68.7%     
2007 Hispanic 506 788 64.2%     
2008 Hispanic 609 878 69.4%     
2009 Hispanic 681 932 73.1%     
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Goal 1 - Middle School Reading MSA By Student Group 

Table 1.1.15 Middle School Reading MSA LEP Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2005 53 193 27.5%     
2006 82 231 35.5%     
2007 88 250 35.2%     
2008 66 250 26.4%     
2009 81 232 34.9%     

Table 1.1.16 Middle School Reading MSA Special Education Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent       

2005 927 2,927 31.7%       
2006 897 2,717 33.0%       
2007 748 2,579 29.0%       
2008 935 2,388 39.2%       
2009 1,140 2,397 47.6%       

Table 1.1.17 Middle School Reading MSA FARMS Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent       

2005 4,880 8,782 55.6%       
2006 5,171 8,829 58.6%       
2007 4,811 8,610 55.9%       
2008 5,643 8,530 66.2%       
2009 6,770 9,304 72.8%       

Table 1.1.18 Middle School Reading MSA Gifted and Talented Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent         

2005 5,309 5,456 97.3%         
2006 5,671 5,833 97.2%         
2007 5,798 6,005 96.6%         
2008 6,178 6,272 98.5%         
2009 6,251 6,343 98.5%         
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Goal 1 - Middle School Mathematics MSA By Race/Ethnicity 

Table 1.1.19 Middle School Mathematics MSA Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2005 14,317 25,442 56.3%     
2006 14,474 24,347 59.4%     
2007 13,923 23,520 59.2%     
2008 15,334 22,956 66.8%     
2009 15,814 22,501 70.3%     

Table 1.1.20 Middle School Mathematics MSA by Race/Ethnicity Proficient or Advanced 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2005 American Indian 58 122 47.5%     
2006 American Indian 58 122 47.5%     
2007 American Indian 53 124 42.7%     
2008 American Indian 69 119 58.0%     
2009 American Indian 65 114 57.0%     
2005 Asian 773 1,004 77.0%     
2006 Asian 822 1,002 82.0%     
2007 Asian 865 1,024 84.5%     
2008 Asian 975 1,102 88.5%     
2009 Asian 1,102 1,230 89.6%     
2005 African American 3,830 10,195 37.6%     
2006 African American 4,193 10,030 41.8%     
2007 African American 4,234 9,868 42.9%     
2008 African American 5,043 9,590 52.6%     
2009 African American 5,454 9,418 57.9%     
2005 White 9,333 13,502 69.1%     
2006 White 9,009 12,494 72.1%     
2007 White 8,379 11,710 71.6%     
2008 White 8,723 11,265 77.4%     
2009 White 8,590 10,803 79.5%     
2005 Hispanic 322 618 52.1%     
2006 Hispanic 391 697 56.1%     
2007 Hispanic 392 794 49.4%     
2008 Hispanic 524 880 59.5%     
2009 Hispanic 603 936 64.4%     
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Goal 1 - Middle School Mathematics MSA By Student Group 

Table 1.1.21 Middle School Mathematics MSA LEP Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent       

2005 77 208 37.0%       
2006 93 234 39.7%       
2007 97 264 36.7%       
2008 99 254 39.0%       
2009 112 242 46.3%       

Table 1.1.22 Middle School Mathematics MSA Special Education Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent         

2005 530 2,928 18.1%         
2006 592 2,723 21.7%         
2007 575 2,571 22.4%         
2008 711 2,393 29.7%         
2009 907 2,395 37.9%         

Table 1.1.23 Middle School Mathematics MSA FARMS Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent       

2005 3,238 8,783 36.9%       
2006 3,624 8,845 41.0%       
2007 3,551 8,636 41.1%       
2008 4,279 8,542 50.1%       
2009 5,283 9,312 56.7%       

Table 1.1.24 Middle School Mathematics MSA Gifted and Talented Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent         

2005 5,180 5,460 94.9%         
2006 5,538 5,836 94.9%         
2007 5,674 6,011 94.4%         
2008 6,042 6,270 96.4%         
2009 6,130 6,345 96.6%         
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Goal 1 - English MSA By Race/Ethnicity 

Table 1.1.25 English MSA Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent   

2006 5,175 8,764 59.0%   
2007 5,786 8,311 69.6%   
2008 5,680 7,100 80.0%   
2009 5,991 7,137 83.9%   

Table 1.1.26 English MSA by Race/Ethnicity Proficient or Advanced 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent   

2006 American Indian 22 36 61.1%   
2007 American Indian 29 44 65.9%   
2008 American Indian 24 32 75.0%   
2009 American Indian 24 28 85.7%   
2006 Asian 279 408 68.4%   
2007 Asian 295 394 74.9%   
2008 Asian 286 331 86.4%   
2009 Asian 296 334 88.6%   
2006 African American 1,399 3,247 43.1%   
2007 African American 1,771 3,212 55.1%   
2008 African American 1,778 2,559 69.5%   
2009 African American 2,016 2,637 76.5%   
2006 White 3,362 4,856 69.2%   
2007 White 3,566 4,440 80.3%   
2008 White 3,467 4,003 86.6%   
2009 White 3,517 3,957 88.9%   
2006 Hispanic 113 217 52.1%   
2007 Hispanic 125 221 56.6%   
2008 Hispanic 125 175 71.4%   
2009 Hispanic 138 181 76.2%   
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Goal 1 - English MSA By Student Group 

Table 1.1.27 English MSA LEP Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent   

2006 82 205 40.0%   
2007 45 128 35.2%   
2008 4 21 19.0%   
2009 58 83 69.9%   

Table 1.1.28 English MSA Special Education Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2006 214 842 25.4%     
2007 280 839 33.4%     
2008 283 682 41.5%     
2009 352 710 49.6%     

Table 1.1.29 English MSA FARMS Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent   

2006 947 2,205 42.9%   
2007 1,142 2,130 53.6%   
2008 1,305 1,919 68.0%   
2009 1,560 2,057 75.8%   
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Goal 1 - Algebra/Data Analysis MSA By Race/Ethnicity 

Table 1.1.31 Algebra/Data Analysis MSA by Race/Ethnicity Proficient or Advanced 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2006 American Indian 32 53 60.4%     
2007 American Indian 29 53 54.7%     
2008 American Indian 26 32 81.2%     
2009 American Indian 25 28 89.3%     
2006 Asian 315 428 73.6%     
2007 Asian 317 406 78.1%     
2008 Asian 292 314 93.0%     
2009 Asian 300 318 94.3%     
2006 African American 1,629 3,994 40.8%     
2007 African American 1,659 3,656 45.4%     
2008 African American 1,769 2,564 69.0%     
2009 African American 1,956 2,623 74.6%     
2006 White 3,821 5,229 73.1%     
2007 White 3,522 4,444 79.3%     
2008 White 3,580 3,942 90.8%     
2009 White 3,600 3,908 92.1%     
2006 Hispanic 128 255 50.2%     
2007 Hispanic 153 269 56.9%     
2008 Hispanic 141 175 80.6%     
2009 Hispanic 154 179 86.0%     

Table 1.1.30 Algebra/Data Analysis MSA Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2006 5,926 9,961 59.5%     
2007 5,680 8,828 64.3%     
2008 5,808 7,027 82.7%     
2009 6,035 7,056 85.5%     
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Goal 1 - Algebra/Data Analysis MSA By Student Group 

Table 1.1.33 Algebra/Data Analysis MSA Special Education Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent       

2006 297 1,066 27.9%       
2007 290 973 29.8%       
2008 347 711 48.8%       
2009 389 753 51.7%       

Table 1.1.34 Algebra/Data Analysis MSA FARMS Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent       

2006 1,129 2,675 42.2%       
2007 1,282 2,594 49.4%       
2008 1,489 2,031 73.3%       
2009 1,674 2,117 79.1%       

Table 1.1.32 Algebra/Data Analysis MSA LEP Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2006 67 176 38.1%     
2007 75 165 45.5%     
2008 45 55 81.8%     
2009 73 89 82.0%     
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Goal 1 - PSAT Participation By Student Group 

Table 1.2.1 PSAT Participation Rate Grade 10 

Year Participation Enrollment Percent   
2005 7,518 8,663 86.8%   
2006 7,692 8,940 86.0%   
2007 7,414 8,725 85.0%   
2008 7,151 8,531 83.8%   
2009 6,971 8,246 84.5%   

Table 1.2.2 PSAT Participation Rate Grade 10 by Student Group 

Year Student Group Participation Enrollment Percent   
2005 FARMS 1,555 1,942 80.1%   
2006 FARMS 1,929 2,293 84.1%   
2007 FARMS 1,823 2,293 79.5%   
2008 FARMS 1,797 2,694 66.7%   
2009 FARMS 2,401 3,088 77.8%   
2005 Gifted and Talented 1,757 1,799 97.7%   
2006 Gifted and Talented 1,940 1,985 97.7%   
2007 Gifted and Talented 1,963 2,033 96.6%   
2008 Gifted and Talented 1,843 1,908 96.6%   
2009 Gifted and Talented 2,002 2,094 95.6%   
2005 LEP 43 131 32.8%   
2006 LEP 73 107 68.2%   
2007 LEP 56 104 53.8%   
2008 LEP 88 129 68.2%   
2009 LEP 116 145 80.0%   
2005 Special Education 593 908 65.3%   
2006 Special Education 564 829 68.0%   
2007 Special Education 609 918 66.3%   
2008 Special Education 601 890 67.5%   
2009 Special Education 582 897 64.9%   
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Goal 1 - PSAT Participation By Race/Ethnicity 

Table 1.2.3 PSAT Participation Rate Grade 10 by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Participation Enrollment Percent   
2005 American Indian 31 37 83.8%   
2006 American Indian 33 40 82.5%   
2007 American Indian 41 50 82.0%   
2008 American Indian 32 46 69.6%   
2009 American Indian 32 37 86.5%   
2005 Asian 328 378 86.8%   
2006 Asian 345 383 90.1%   
2007 Asian 357 389 91.8%   
2008 Asian 378 408 92.6%   
2009 Asian 395 414 95.4%   
2005 African American 2,516 3,032 83.0%   
2006 African American 2,788 3,326 83.8%   
2007 African American 2,778 3,385 82.1%   
2008 African American 2,714 3,355 80.9%   
2009 African American 2,870 3,456 83.0%   
2005 White 4,489 5,009 89.6%   
2006 White 4,342 4,962 87.5%   
2007 White 4,049 4,653 87.0%   
2008 White 3,792 4,424 85.7%   
2009 White 3,421 4,017 85.2%   
2005 Hispanic 154 206 74.8%   
2006 Hispanic 184 229 80.3%   
2007 Hispanic 188 246 76.4%   
2008 Hispanic 234 298 78.5%   
2009 Hispanic 253 322 78.6%   
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Goal 1 - Verbal and Mathematics PSAT By Students Scoring 55 or Above 

Table 1.3.1 Percentage of Students Enrolled in Honors/GT Courses Scoring 55 or Above on Critical Reading PSAT 

Year GT Enrolled PSAT >= 55 Percent           
2005 2,102 2,186 96.2%           
2006 1,970 2,061 95.6%           
2007 2,312 2,430 95.1%           
2008 1,936 2,000 96.8%           
2009 1,775 1,817 97.7%           

Table 1.3.2 Percentage of Students Enrolled in Honors/GT Courses Scoring 55 or Above on Mathematics PSAT 

Year GT Enrolled PSAT >= 55 Percent             
2005 2,326 2,590 89.8%             
2006 2,432 2,697 90.2%             
2007 2,417 2,717 89.0%             
2008 2,292 2,540 90.2%             
2009 2,367 2,564 92.3%             
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Goal 1 - Received Certificate of Attendance - Reading 

Table 1.4.1 Received Certificate of Attendance - Percentage Passing Reading Alt-MSA 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Certificate Percent       

2005 6 47 12.8%       
2006 15 88 17.0%       
2007 34 58 58.6%       
2008 24 43 55.8%       
2009 88 124 71.0%       

Table 1.4.2 Received Certificate of Attendance - Percentage Passing Reading Alt-MSA by Student Group 

Year Program 
Proficient or 
Advanced Certificate Percent         

2005 FARMS 2 18 11.1%         
2006 FARMS 3 37 8.1%         
2007 FARMS 13 26 50.0%         
2008 FARMS 9 21 42.9%         
2009 FARMS 26 33 78.8%         

Table 1.4.3 Received Certificate of Attendance - Percentage Passing Reading Alt-MSA by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Certificate Percent       

2005 American Indian * * *       
2009 American Indian * * *       
2005 Asian * * *       
2006 Asian * * *       
2007 Asian * * *       
2008 Asian * * *       
2009 Asian * * *       
2005 African American 1 18 5.6%       
2006 African American 6 28 21.4%       
2007 African American 12 25 48.0%       
2008 African American 12 21 57.1%       
2009 African American 33 51 64.7%       
2005 White 4 26 15.4%       
2006 White 3 24 12.5%       
2007 White 20 30 66.7%       
2008 White 10 18 55.6%       
2009 White 52 68 76.5%       
2007 Hispanic * * *       
2008 Hispanic * * *       
2009 Hispanic * * *       

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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Goal 1 - Received Certificate of Attendance - Mathematics 

Table 1.4.4 Received Certificate of Attendance - Percentage Passing Mathematics Alt-MSA 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Certificate Percent         

2005 7 47 14.9%         
2006 15 88 17.0%         
2007 34 58 58.6%         
2008 22 43 51.2%         
2009 82 124 66.1%         

Table 1.4.5 Received Certificate of Attendance - Percentage Passing Mathematics Alt-MSA by Student Group 

Year Program 
Proficient or 
Advanced Certificate Percent         

2005 FARMS 2 18 11.1%         
2006 FARMS 4 37 10.8%         
2007 FARMS 14 26 53.8%         
2008 FARMS 9 21 42.9%         
2009 FARMS 22 33 66.7%         
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Received Certificate of Attendance - Mathematics 

Table 1.4.6 Received Certificate of Attendance - Percentage Passing Mathematics Alt-MSA by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Certificate Percent         

2005 American Indian * * *         
2009 American Indian * * *         
2005 Asian * * *         
2006 Asian * * *         
2007 Asian * * *         
2008 Asian * * *         
2009 Asian * * *         
2005 African American 1 18 5.6%         
2006 African American 7 28 25.0%         
2007 African American 13 25 52.0%         
2008 African American 10 21 47.6%         
2009 African American 30 51 58.8%         
2005 White 5 26 19.2%         
2006 White 3 24 12.5%         
2007 White 19 30 63.3%         
2008 White 9 18 50.0%         
2009 White 49 68 72.1%         
2007 Hispanic * * *         
2008 Hispanic * * *         
2009 Hispanic * * *         

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Reading Alt-MSA By Student Group 

Table 1.5.1 Grades 3 to 10 Reading Alt-MSA Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Participation Percent     

2005 682 779 87.5%     
2006 610 749 81.4%     
2007 624 684 91.2%     
2008 624 665 93.8%     
2009 635 721 88.1%     

Table 1.5.2 Grades 3 to 10 Reading Alt-MSA Proficient or Advanced by Student Group 

Year Group 
Proficient or 
Advanced Participation Percent     

2005 FARMS 331 379 87.3%     
2006 FARMS 268 327 82.0%     
2007 FARMS 304 325 93.5%     
2008 FARMS 310 330 93.9%     
2009 FARMS 339 373 90.9%     
2005 LEP 6 6 100%     
2006 LEP 5 6 83.3%     
2007 LEP * * *     
2008 LEP * * *     
2009 LEP * * *     

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Reading Alt-MSA By Race/Ethnicity 

Table 1.5.3 Grades 3 to 10 Reading Alt-MSA Proficient or Advanced by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Participation Percent   

2005 American Indian 5 5 100%   
2006 American Indian * * *   
2007 American Indian * * *   
2008 American Indian * * *   
2009 American Indian * * *   
2005 Asian 13 13 100%   
2006 Asian 14 16 87.5%   
2007 Asian 19 21 90.5%   
2008 Asian 17 18 94.4%   
2009 Asian 19 23 82.6%   
2005 African American 307 356 86.2%   
2006 African American 274 351 78.1%   
2007 African American 287 311 92.3%   
2008 African American 299 317 94.3%   
2009 African American 294 346 85.0%   
2005 White 344 392 87.8%   
2006 White 304 363 83.7%   
2007 White 296 329 90.0%   
2008 White 289 310 93.2%   
2009 White 302 328 92.1%   
2005 Hispanic 13 13 100%   
2006 Hispanic 16 17 94.1%   
2007 Hispanic 19 20 95.0%   
2008 Hispanic 17 18 94.4%   
2009 Hispanic 20 22 90.9%   

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Mathematics Alt-MSA By Student Group 

Table 1.5.4 Grades 3 to 10 Mathematics Alt-MSA Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Participation Percent     

2005 651 779 83.6%     
2006 622 749 83.0%     
2007 628 684 91.8%     
2008 622 665 93.5%     
2009 578 721 80.2%     

Table 1.5.5 Grades 3 to 10 Mathematics Alt-MSA Proficient or Advanced by Student Group 

Year Group 
Proficient or 
Advanced Participation Percent       

2005 FARMS 313 379 82.6%       
2006 FARMS 278 327 85.0%       
2007 FARMS 308 325 94.8%       
2008 FARMS 314 330 95.2%       
2009 FARMS 302 373 81.0%       
2005 LEP 6 6 100%       
2006 LEP 6 6 100%       
2007 LEP * * *       
2008 LEP * * *       
2009 LEP * * *       

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Mathematics Alt-MSA By Race/Ethnicity 

Table 1.5.6 Grades 3 to 10 Mathematics Alt-MSA Proficient or Advanced by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Participation Percent     

2005 American Indian 5 5 100%     
2006 American Indian * * *     
2007 American Indian * * *     
2008 American Indian * * *     
2009 American Indian * * *     
2005 Asian 12 13 92.3%     
2006 Asian 15 16 93.8%     
2007 Asian 20 21 95.2%     
2008 Asian 17 18 94.4%     
2009 Asian 20 23 87.0%     
2005 African American 284 356 79.8%     
2006 African American 283 351 80.6%     
2007 African American 288 311 92.6%     
2008 African American 296 317 93.4%     
2009 African American 264 346 76.3%     
2005 White 338 392 86.2%     
2006 White 306 363 84.3%     
2007 White 299 329 90.9%     
2008 White 290 310 93.5%     
2009 White 273 328 83.2%     
2005 Hispanic 12 13 92.3%     
2006 Hispanic 16 17 94.1%     
2007 Hispanic 18 20 90.0%     
2008 Hispanic 17 18 94.4%     
2009 Hispanic 21 22 95.5%     

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Full-day Kindergarten 

Table 1.7.1 Full-day Kindergarten 

Year 
Full Time 

KG 
School 
Count Percent 

2005 74 103 71.8% 
2006 85 104 81.7% 
2007 95 104 91.3% 
2008 106 106 100% 
2009 106 106 100% 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Middle School Algebra I Enrollment By Student Group 

Table 1.9.1 Middle School Algebra I Enrollment Grade 8 

Year Participation Enrollment Percent     
2005 4,313 8,803 49.0%     
2006 4,458 8,529 52.3%     
2007 4,269 8,176 52.2%     
2008 4,299 7,815 55.0%     
2009 4,411 7,747 56.9%     

Table 1.9.2 Middle School Algebra I Enrollment Grade 8 by Student Group 

Year Group Participation Enrollment Percent   
2005 FARMS 870 2,808 31.0%   
2006 FARMS 983 2,898 33.9%   
2007 FARMS 1,012 2,987 33.9%   
2008 FARMS 1,070 2,823 37.9%   
2009 FARMS 1,225 2,986 41.0%   
2005 Gifted and Talented 1,789 1,941 92.2%   
2006 Gifted and Talented 1,805 1,916 94.2%   
2007 Gifted and Talented 1,922 2,022 95.1%   
2008 Gifted and Talented 1,993 2,075 96.0%   
2009 Gifted and Talented 2,076 2,168 95.8%   
2005 LEP 29 113 25.7%   
2006 LEP 25 105 23.8%   
2007 LEP 31 125 24.8%   
2008 LEP 12 114 10.5%   
2009 LEP 16 112 14.3%   
2005 Special Education 66 1,113 5.9%   
2006 Special Education 97 1,012 9.6%   
2007 Special Education 97 1,010 9.6%   
2008 Special Education 100 787 12.7%   
2009 Special Education 80 739 10.8%   
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Middle School Algebra I Enrollment By Race/Ethnicity 

Table 1.9.3 Middle School Algebra I Enrollment Grade 8 by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Participation Enrollment Percent     
2005 American Indian 16 39 41.0%     
2006 American Indian 16 40 40.0%     
2007 American Indian 19 42 45.2%     
2008 American Indian 15 37 40.5%     
2009 American Indian 20 36 55.6%     
2005 Asian 237 350 67.7%     
2006 Asian 260 371 70.1%     
2007 Asian 271 359 75.5%     
2008 Asian 275 377 72.9%     
2009 Asian 312 409 76.3%     
2005 African American 1,183 3,389 34.9%     
2006 African American 1,258 3,364 37.4%     
2007 African American 1,370 3,477 39.4%     
2008 African American 1,337 3,317 40.3%     
2009 African American 1,429 3,211 44.5%     
2005 White 2,809 4,823 58.2%     
2006 White 2,842 4,528 62.8%     
2007 White 2,517 4,038 62.3%     
2008 White 2,533 3,791 66.8%     
2009 White 2,518 3,781 66.6%     
2005 Hispanic 68 202 33.7%     
2006 Hispanic 82 226 36.3%     
2007 Hispanic 92 260 35.4%     
2008 Hispanic 139 293 47.4%     
2009 Hispanic 132 310 42.6%     
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Algebra/Data Analysis HSA Pass Rate By Student Group 

Table 1.10.1 Algebra/Data Analysis HSA by the End of Grade 9 Pass Rate 

Year Passed Tested Percent         
2005 4,459 8,409 53.0%         
2006 5,603 8,446 66.3%         
2007 5,663 8,185 69.2%         
2008 5,442 7,810 69.7%         
2009 5,463 7,671 71.2%         

Table 1.10.2 Algebra/Data Analysis HSA by the End of Grade 9 Pass Rate by Student Group 

Year Program Passed Tested Percent         
2005 FARMS 812 2,203 36.9%         
2006 FARMS 1,176 2,681 43.9%         
2007 FARMS 1,345 2,811 47.8%         
2008 FARMS 1,554 3,088 50.3%         
2009 FARMS 1,595 3,257 49.0%         
2005 Gifted and Talented 1,548 1,719 90.1%         
2006 Gifted and Talented 1,765 1,943 90.8%         
2007 Gifted and Talented 1,732 1,909 90.7%         
2008 Gifted and Talented 1,861 1,997 93.2%         
2009 Gifted and Talented 1,919 2,114 90.8%         
2005 LEP 37 119 31.1%         
2006 LEP 44 112 39.3%         
2007 LEP 48 117 41.0%         
2008 LEP 70 142 49.3%         
2009 LEP 37 81 45.7%         
2005 Special Education 88 751 11.7%         
2006 Special Education 196 856 22.9%         
2007 Special Education 209 900 23.2%         
2008 Special Education 214 905 23.6%         
2009 Special Education 187 836 22.4%         
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Algebra/Data Analysis HSA Pass Rate By Race/Ethnicity 

Table 1.10.3 Algebra/Data Analysis HSA by the End of Grade 9 Pass Rate by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Passed Tested Percent         
2005 American Indian 20 38 52.6%         
2006 American Indian 26 41 63.4%         
2007 American Indian 28 45 62.2%         
2008 American Indian 25 46 54.3%         
2009 American Indian 22 30 73.3%         
2005 Asian 255 353 72.2%         
2006 Asian 286 353 81.0%         
2007 Asian 311 367 84.7%         
2008 Asian 320 369 86.7%         
2009 Asian 336 375 89.6%         
2005 African American 1,006 3,104 32.4%         
2006 African American 1,563 3,264 47.9%         
2007 African American 1,646 3,246 50.7%         
2008 African American 1,790 3,327 53.8%         
2009 African American 1,914 3,305 57.9%         
2005 White 3,094 4,727 65.5%         
2006 White 3,605 4,587 78.6%         
2007 White 3,538 4,296 82.4%         
2008 White 3,134 3,819 82.1%         
2009 White 2,991 3,652 81.9%         
2005 Hispanic 84 188 44.7%         
2006 Hispanic 123 208 59.1%         
2007 Hispanic 139 231 60.2%         
2008 Hispanic 173 264 65.5%         
2009 Hispanic 200 313 63.9%         



 

Page 28 

REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Fine Arts Pass Rate 

Table 1.11.1 Fine Arts Pass Rate 

Year Passed Fine Arts Enrollment Percent 
2005 6,985 7,425 94.1% 
2006 7,330 7,843 93.5% 
2007 7,508 8,080 92.9% 
2008 7,650 8,291 92.3% 
2009 7,102 7,695 92.3% 



 

Page 29 

REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - HSA By Class of 2009 and Class of 2010 

Table 1.12.1 Class of 2009 Algebra/Data Analysis HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent       
9th Grade 5,618 8,687 64.7%       
10th Grade 5,933 7,807 76.0%       
11th Grade 6,044 7,166 84.3%       
12th Grade 6,265 7,107 88.2%       

Table 1.12.2 Class of 2009 Biology HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent     
10th Grade 5,590 7,807 71.6%     
11th Grade 5,800 7,166 80.9%     
12th Grade 6,057 7,107 85.2%     

Table 1.12.3 Class of 2009 English HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent     
10th Grade 5,432 7,807 69.6%     
11th Grade 5,777 7,166 80.6%     
12th Grade 6,102 7,107 85.9%     

Table 1.12.4 Class of 2009 Government HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent     
9th Grade 6,038 8,687 69.5%     
10th Grade 6,223 7,807 79.7%     
11th Grade 6,370 7,166 88.9%     
12th Grade 6,599 7,107 92.9%     

Table 1.12.5 Class of 2010 Algebra/Data Analysis HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent       
9th Grade 5,839 8,943 65.3%       
10th Grade 6,229 8,146 76.5%       
11th Grade 6,256 7,381 84.8%       

Table 1.12.6 Class of 2010 Biology HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent     
10th Grade 5,682 8,146 69.8%     
11th Grade 5,935 7,381 80.4%     

Table 1.12.7 Class of 2010 English HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent     
10th Grade 5,420 8,146 66.5%     
11th Grade 5,893 7,381 79.8%     
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - HSA By Class of 2010, Class of 2011, and Class of 2012 

Table 1.12.8 Class of 2010 Government HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent     
9th Grade 5,923 8,943 66.2%     
10th Grade 6,456 8,146 79.3%     
11th Grade 6,504 7,381 88.1%     

Table 1.12.9 Class of 2011 Algebra/Data Analysis HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent       
9th Grade 5,631 8,600 65.5%       
10th Grade 6,129 7,970 76.9%       

Table 1.12.10 Class of 2011 Biology HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent     
10th Grade 5,521 7,970 69.3%     

Table 1.12.11 Class of 2011 English HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent     
10th Grade 5,190 7,970 65.1%     

Table 1.12.12 Class of 2011 Government HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent       
9th Grade 5,776 8,600 67.2%       
10th Grade 6,193 7,970 77.7%       

Table 1.12.13 Class of 2012 Algebra/Data Analysis HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent         
9th Grade 5,630 8,331 67.6%         

Table 1.12.14 Class of 2012 Government HSA Percentage Passed 

End of Passed Enrollment Percent       
9th Grade 5,387 8,331 64.7%       
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Advanced Placement (AP) Participation 

Table 1.13.1 AP Participation Rate - Schools Meeting or Exceeding National Average 

Year Exceeding Schools Percent           
2005 13 24 54.2%           
2006 14 24 58.3%           
2007 15 24 62.5%           
2008 16 24 66.7%           
2009 17 24 70.8%           

Table 1.13.2 AP Participation Rate 

Year AP Participation Enrollment Percent 
2005 3,279 32,027 10.2% 
2006 3,491 32,530 10.7% 
2007 3,882 32,561 11.9% 
2008 4,008 31,808 12.6% 
2009 4,376 30,879 14.2% 

Table 1.13.3 AP Participation Rate by Student Group 

Year Student Group AP Participation Enrollment Percent 
2005 FARMS 196 6605 3.0% 
2006 FARMS 276 8142 3.4% 
2007 FARMS 362 8329 4.3% 
2008 FARMS 433 8748 4.9% 
2009 FARMS 532 9336 5.7% 
2005 Gifted and Talented 3,245 8194 39.6% 
2006 Gifted and Talented 3,465 8965 38.7% 
2007 Gifted and Talented 3,856 9275 41.6% 
2008 Gifted and Talented 3,992 9687 41.2% 
2009 Gifted and Talented 4,358 10293 42.3% 
2005 LEP 2 363 0.6% 
2006 LEP 4 318 1.3% 
2007 LEP 0 335 0.0% 
2008 LEP 0 411 0.0% 
2009 LEP 1 384 0.3% 
2005 Special Education 22 3048 0.7% 
2006 Special Education 19 3111 0.6% 
2007 Special Education 22 3155 0.7% 
2008 Special Education 14 3092 0.5% 
2009 Special Education 19 2936 0.6% 



 

Page 32 

REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Advanced Placement (AP) Participation 

Table 1.13.4 AP Participation Rate by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity AP Participation Enrollment Percent 
2005 American Indian 11 144 7.6% 
2006 American Indian 9 139 6.5% 
2007 American Indian 12 148 8.1% 
2008 American Indian 20 136 14.7% 
2009 American Indian 14 131 10.7% 
2005 Asian 323 1,530 21.1% 
2006 Asian 345 1,512 22.8% 
2007 Asian 363 1,529 23.7% 
2008 Asian 429 1,582 27.1% 
2009 Asian 445 1,603 27.8% 
2005 African American 443 11,152 4.0% 
2006 African American 485 11,800 4.1% 
2007 African American 626 12,156 5.1% 
2008 African American 694 12,382 5.6% 
2009 African American 804 12,375 6.5% 
2005 White 2,446 18,517 13.2% 
2006 White 2,587 18,278 14.2% 
2007 White 2,805 17,845 15.7% 
2008 White 2,774 16,696 16.6% 
2009 White 3,005 15,673 19.2% 
2005 Hispanic 46 684 6.7% 
2006 Hispanic 56 801 7.0% 
2007 Hispanic 66 883 7.5% 
2008 Hispanic 83 1,012 8.2% 
2009 Hispanic 99 1,097 9.0% 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Advanced Placement (AP) Pass Rate 

Table 1.14.1 AP Pass Rate - Percentage of Schools with at least 70.0% Pass Rate 

Year 

Schools 
Exceeding 

70.0% 
School 
Count Percent     

2005 11 24 45.8%     
2006 10 24 41.7%     
2007 9 24 37.5%     
2008 10 24 41.7%     
2009 9 24 37.5%     

Table 1.14.2 AP Pass Rate 

Year Passing Tested Percent 
2005 4,877 6,893 70.8% 
2006 5,208 7,352 70.8% 
2007 5,532 8,052 68.7% 
2008 5,667 8,043 70.5% 
2009 6,164 9,002 68.5% 

Table 1.14.3 AP Pass Rate by Student Group 

Year Student Group Passing Tested Percent 
2005 FARMS 149 346 43.1% 
2006 FARMS 201 502 40.0% 
2007 FARMS 232 628 36.9% 
2008 FARMS 288 713 40.4% 
2009 FARMS 384 929 41.3% 
2005 Gifted and Talented 4,861 6,853 70.9% 
2006 Gifted and Talented 5,189 7,322 70.9% 
2007 Gifted and Talented 5,519 8,023 68.8% 
2008 Gifted and Talented 5,652 8,017 70.5% 
2009 Gifted and Talented 6,152 8,982 68.5% 
2005 LEP * * * 
2006 LEP 3 10 30.0% 
2005 Special Education 22 33 66.7% 
2006 Special Education 23 31 74.2% 
2007 Special Education 21 33 63.6% 
2008 Special Education 9 19 47.4% 
2009 Special Education 14 28 50.0% 

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Advanced Placement (AP) Pass Rate 

Table 1.14.4 AP Pass Rate by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Passed Tested Percent 
2005 American Indian 13 25 52.0% 
2006 American Indian 10 18 55.6% 
2007 American Indian 16 23 69.6% 
2008 American Indian 27 43 62.8% 
2009 American Indian 22 29 75.9% 
2005 Asian 586 799 73.3% 
2006 Asian 588 816 72.1% 
2007 Asian 624 888 70.3% 
2008 Asian 796 1,049 75.9% 
2009 Asian 815 1,135 71.8% 
2005 African American 295 763 38.7% 
2006 African American 316 854 37.0% 
2007 African American 342 1,013 33.8% 
2008 African American 386 1,086 35.5% 
2009 African American 567 1,378 41.1% 
2005 White 3,933 5,220 75.3% 
2006 White 4,218 5,549 76.0% 
2007 White 4,476 6,004 74.6% 
2008 White 4,325 5,679 76.2% 
2009 White 4,641 6,267 74.1% 
2005 Hispanic 46 73 63.0% 
2006 Hispanic 71 103 68.9% 
2007 Hispanic 71 114 62.3% 
2008 Hispanic 124 168 73.8% 
2009 Hispanic 113 182 62.1% 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - International Baccalaureate 

Table 1.15.1 IB Percentage of Diplomas Awarded 

Year 
Diplomas 
Awarded 

Diploma 
Candidates Percent 

2005 14 25 56.0% 
2006 8 18 44.4% 
2007 5 21 23.8% 
2008 14 44 31.8% 
2009 2 19 10.5% 

Table 1.16.1 IB Pass Rate - IB Percentage of Exams Passed 

Year 
Percentage 

Passed       
2005 63.0%       
2006 61.8%       
2007 44.2%       
2008 44.1%       
2009 49.7%       
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - SAT and ACT Participation 

Table 1.17.1 SAT Participation Rate - Percentage of BCPS Schools Exceeding National Average 

Year Schools 

Exceeding 
National 

Avg Percent         
2005 23 13 56.5%         
2006 24 16 66.7%         
2007 24 17 70.8%         
2008 24 17 70.8%         
2009 24 15 62.5%         

Table 1.17.3 SAT Participation Rate 

Year Tested Enrolled Participation 
2005 4,086 7,402 55.2% 
2006 4,319 7,664 56.4% 
2007 4,519 7,755 58.3% 
2008 4,449 8,003 55.6% 
2009 3,749 7,604 49.3% 

Table 1.17.2 ACT Participation Rate - Percentage of BCPS Schools Exceeding National Average 

Year Schools 

Exceeding 
National 

Avg Percent         
2005 22 0 0.0%         
2006 24 0 0.0%         
2007 24 0 0.0%         
2008 24 0 0.0%         
2009 24 0 0.0%         
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

 

Goal 1 - SAT Participation 

Table 1.17.4 SAT Participation Rate by Student Group 

Year Program Tested Enrolled Participation 
2005 FARMS 394 1,078 36.5% 
2006 FARMS 596 1,389 42.9% 
2007 FARMS 670 1,506 44.5% 
2008 FARMS 741 1,937 38.3% 
2009 FARMS 649 2,108 30.8% 
2005 Gifted and Talented 2,264 2,537 89.2% 
2006 Gifted and Talented 2,511 2,872 87.4% 
2007 Gifted and Talented 2,634 2,953 89.2% 
2008 Gifted and Talented 2,765 3,050 90.7% 
2009 Gifted and Talented 2,538 3,272 77.6% 
2005 LEP 1 16 6.2% 
2006 LEP 5 10 50.0% 
2007 LEP 3 17 17.6% 
2008 LEP 10 20 50.0% 
2009 LEP 12 38 31.6% 
2005 Special Education 77 627 12.3% 
2006 Special Education 59 683 8.6% 
2007 Special Education 96 689 13.9% 
2008 Special Education 96 663 14.5% 
2009 Special Education 75 667 11.2% 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - SAT Participation 

Table 1.17.5 SAT Participation Rate by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Tested Enrolled Participation 
2005 American Indian 10 36 27.8% 
2006 American Indian 20 37 54.1% 
2007 American Indian 8 25 32.0% 
2008 American Indian 17 33 51.5% 
2009 American Indian 13 36 36.1% 
2005 Asian 295 372 79.3% 
2006 Asian 301 388 77.6% 
2007 Asian 270 348 77.6% 
2008 Asian 310 386 80.3% 
2009 Asian 281 374 75.1% 
2005 African American 1,149 2,398 47.9% 
2006 African American 1,273 2,564 49.6% 
2007 African American 1,512 2,731 55.4% 
2008 African American 1,539 2,930 52.5% 
2009 African American 1,348 2,832 47.6% 
2005 White 2,566 4,462 57.5% 
2006 White 2,612 4,521 57.8% 
2007 White 2,621 4,480 58.5% 
2008 White 2,481 4,459 55.6% 
2009 White 2,018 4,156 48.6% 
2005 Hispanic 56 132 42.4% 
2006 Hispanic 66 154 42.9% 
2007 Hispanic 71 169 42.0% 
2008 Hispanic 93 195 47.7% 
2009 Hispanic 77 206 37.4% 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - ACT Participation 

Table 1.17.7 ACT Participation Rate by Student Group 

Year Program Tested Enrolled Participation 
2005 FARMS 78 1,056 7.4% 
2006 FARMS 91 1,389 6.6% 
2007 FARMS 79 1,506 5.2% 
2008 FARMS 97 1,937 5.0% 
2009 FARMS 106 2,108 5.0% 
2005 Gifted and Talented 277 2,480 11.2% 
2006 Gifted and Talented 284 2,872 9.9% 
2007 Gifted and Talented 352 2,953 11.9% 
2008 Gifted and Talented 413 3,050 13.5% 
2009 Gifted and Talented 427 3,272 13.1% 
2005 LEP 0 16 0.0% 
2006 LEP 0 10 0.0% 
2007 LEP 0 17 0.0% 
2008 LEP 0 20 0.0% 
2009 LEP 0 38 0.0% 
2005 Special Education 9 605 1.5% 
2006 Special Education 7 683 1.0% 
2007 Special Education 17 689 2.5% 
2008 Special Education 7 663 1.1% 
2009 Special Education 9 667 1.3% 

Table 1.17.6 ACT Participation Rate 

Year Tested Enrolled Participation 
2005 498 7,211 6.9% 
2006 512 7,664 6.7% 
2007 553 7,755 7.1% 
2008 618 8,003 7.7% 
2009 600 7,604 7.9% 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - ACT Participation 

Table 1.17.8 ACT Participation Rate by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Tested Enrolled Participation 
2005 American Indian 0 34 0.0% 
2006 American Indian 1 37 2.7% 
2007 American Indian 2 25 8.0% 
2008 American Indian 3 33 9.1% 
2009 American Indian 1 36 2.8% 
2005 Asian 24 371 6.5% 
2006 Asian 33 388 8.5% 
2007 Asian 28 348 8.0% 
2008 Asian 29 386 7.5% 
2009 Asian 33 374 8.8% 
2005 African American 224 2,394 9.4% 
2006 African American 239 2,564 9.3% 
2007 African American 215 2,731 7.9% 
2008 African American 245 2,930 8.4% 
2009 African American 220 2,832 7.8% 
2005 White 245 4,282 5.7% 
2006 White 224 4,521 5.0% 
2007 White 305 4,480 6.8% 
2008 White 322 4,459 7.2% 
2009 White 335 4,156 8.1% 
2005 Hispanic 5 128 3.9% 
2006 Hispanic 9 154 5.8% 
2007 Hispanic 3 169 1.8% 
2008 Hispanic 7 195 3.6% 
2009 Hispanic 11 206 5.3% 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - SAT and ACT Scores 

Table 1.18.1 SAT Combined Scores - Percentage of BCPS Schools Exceeding National Average 

Year Schools 

Exceeding 
National 

Avg Percent         
2005 23 10 43.5%         
2006 24 11 45.8%         
2007 24 10 41.7%         
2008 24 10 41.7%         
2009 24 10 41.7%         

Table 1.18.3 SAT Combined Scores 

Year Tested Verbal Math Combined 
2005 4,086 509 516 1025 
2006 4,319 497 506 1003 
2007 4,519 491 497 988 
2008 4,449 491 496 987 
2009 3,749 496 502 998 

Table 1.18.2 ACT Composite Scores - Percentage of BCPS Schools Exceeding National Average 

Year Schools 

Exceeding 
National 

Avg Percent         
2005 22 8 36.4%         
2006 24 8 33.3%         
2007 24 9 37.5%         
2008 24 10 41.7%         
2009 24 9 37.5%         
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - SAT Scores 

Table 1.18.4 SAT Combined Scores by Student Group 

Year Program Tested Verbal Math Combined 
2005 FARMS 394 429 433 862 
2006 FARMS 596 427 425 852 
2007 FARMS 670 419 419 838 
2008 FARMS 741 422 418 840 
2009 FARMS 649 427 428 855 
2005 Gifted and Talented 2,264 559 570 1129 
2006 Gifted and Talented 2,511 541 556 1097 
2007 Gifted and Talented 2,634 536 546 1082 
2008 Gifted and Talented 2,765 534 543 1077 
2009 Gifted and Talented 2,538 536 544 1080 
2005 LEP * * * * 
2006 LEP 5 328 406 734 
2007 LEP * * * * 
2008 LEP 10 278 299 577 
2009 LEP 12 299 360 659 
2005 Special Education 77 430 410 840 
2006 Special Education 59 408 399 807 
2007 Special Education 96 422 405 827 
2008 Special Education 96 375 372 747 
2009 Special Education 75 377 375 752 

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - SAT Scores 

Table 1.18.5 SAT Combined Scores by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Tested Verbal Math Combined 
2005 American Indian 10 534 523 1057 
2006 American Indian 20 455 461 916 
2007 American Indian 8 424 489 913 
2008 American Indian 17 516 509 1025 
2009 American Indian 13 458 424 882 
2005 Asian 295 508 560 1068 
2006 Asian 301 501 562 1063 
2007 Asian 270 499 555 1054 
2008 Asian 310 505 567 1072 
2009 Asian 281 519 568 1087 
2005 African American 1,149 437 422 859 
2006 African American 1,273 430 417 847 
2007 African American 1,512 422 403 825 
2008 African American 1,539 419 400 819 
2009 African American 1,348 426 414 840 
2005 White 2,566 542 554 1096 
2006 White 2,612 530 544 1074 
2007 White 2,621 530 545 1075 
2008 White 2,481 534 546 1080 
2009 White 2,018 541 554 1095 
2005 Hispanic 56 473 469 942 
2006 Hispanic 66 468 478 946 
2007 Hispanic 71 454 460 914 
2008 Hispanic 93 477 488 965 
2009 Hispanic 77 493 482 975 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

 

Goal 1 - ACT Scores 

Table 1.18.6 ACT Composite Scores 

Year Tested 
Composite 

Score   
2005 499 20.0   
2006 512 19.6   
2007 553 20.5   
2008 618 20.3   
2009 632 21.0   

Table 1.18.7 ACT Composite Scores by Student Group 

Year Program Tested Composite Score 
2005 FARMS 78 16.0 
2006 FARMS 91 17.0 
2007 FARMS 79 17.0 
2008 FARMS 97 18.0 
2009 FARMS 106 17.0 
2005 Gifted and Talented 277 23.0 
2006 Gifted and Talented 284 22.0 
2007 Gifted and Talented 352 23.0 
2008 Gifted and Talented 413 22.0 
2009 Gifted and Talented 427 23.0 
2005 Special Education 9 14.0 
2006 Special Education 7 16.0 
2007 Special Education 17 17.0 
2008 Special Education 7 15.0 
2009 Special Education 9 14.0 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - ACT Scores 

Table 1.18.8 ACT Composite Scores by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Tested 
Composite 

Score   
2006 American Indian * *   
2007 American Indian * *   
2008 American Indian * *   
2009 American Indian * *   
2005 Asian 24 23.0   
2006 Asian 33 20.0   
2007 Asian 28 22.0   
2008 Asian 29 22.0   
2009 Asian 33 23.0   
2005 African American 224 17.0   
2006 African American 239 17.0   
2007 African American 215 17.0   
2008 African American 245 17.0   
2009 African American 220 17.0   
2005 White 245 23.0   
2006 White 224 23.0   
2007 White 305 23.0   
2008 White 322 23.0   
2009 White 335 23.0   
2005 Hispanic 5 22.0   
2006 Hispanic 9 17.0   
2007 Hispanic * *   
2008 Hispanic 7 17.0   
2009 Hispanic 11 21.0   

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Accuplacer English Placement 

Table 1.19.1 Accuplacer English Placement - Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track 

Year 
Ready/
On Track Tested Percent           

2005 472 645 73.2%           
2006 884 1,217 72.6%           
2007 738 959 77.0%           
2008 592 691 85.7%           
2009 457 541 84.5%           

Table 1.19.2 Accuplacer English Placement - Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Student Group 

Year Program 
Ready/
On Track Tested Percent           

2005 FARMS 107 160 66.9%           
2006 FARMS 221 330 67.0%           
2007 FARMS 173 246 70.3%           
2008 FARMS 160 195 82.1%           
2009 FARMS 146 189 77.2%           
2005 Gifted and Talented 93 101 92.1%           
2006 Gifted and Talented 294 326 90.2%           
2007 Gifted and Talented 198 207 95.7%           
2008 Gifted and Talented 175 179 97.8%           
2009 Gifted and Talented 170 184 92.4%           
2005 LEP * * *           
2006 LEP * * *           
2008 LEP * * *           
2009 LEP * * *           
2005 Special Education 10 31 32.3%           
2006 Special Education 11 69 15.9%           
2007 Special Education 35 82 42.7%           
2008 Special Education 14 45 31.1%           
2009 Special Education 14 33 42.4%           

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Accuplacer English Placement 

Table 1.19.3 Accuplacer English Placement - Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Ready/
On Track Tested Percent           

2005 American Indian * * *           
2006 American Indian 5 8 62.5%           
2007 American Indian 6 6 100%           
2008 American Indian * * *           
2009 American Indian * * *           
2005 Asian 10 12 83.3%           
2006 Asian 19 35 54.3%           
2007 Asian 16 23 69.6%           
2008 Asian 20 23 87.0%           
2009 Asian 18 26 69.2%           
2005 African American 203 287 70.7%           
2006 African American 330 460 71.7%           
2007 African American 320 405 79.0%           
2008 African American 237 271 87.5%           
2009 African American 199 237 84.0%           
2005 White 243 327 74.3%           
2006 White 512 689 74.3%           
2007 White 383 509 75.2%           
2008 White 320 378 84.7%           
2009 White 230 265 86.8%           
2005 Hispanic 6 7 85.7%           
2006 Hispanic 16 21 76.2%           
2007 Hispanic 9 12 75.0%           
2008 Hispanic 11 15 73.3%           
2009 Hispanic 9 12 75.0%           

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Accuplacer Reading Placement 

Table 1.19.4 Accuplacer Reading Placement - Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track 

Year 
Ready/
On Track Tested Percent           

2005 346 645 53.6%           
2006 689 1,229 56.1%           
2007 464 916 50.7%           
2008 310 675 45.9%           
2009 259 521 49.7%           

Table 1.19.5 Accuplacer Reading Placement - Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Student Group 

Year Program 
Ready/
On Track Tested Percent           

2005 FARMS 74 160 46.2%           
2006 FARMS 154 337 45.7%           
2007 FARMS 91 233 39.1%           
2008 FARMS 76 191 39.8%           
2009 FARMS 77 187 41.2%           
2005 Gifted and Talented 80 101 79.2%           
2006 Gifted and Talented 264 328 80.5%           
2007 Gifted and Talented 149 199 74.9%           
2008 Gifted and Talented 126 176 71.6%           
2009 Gifted and Talented 120 179 67.0%           
2005 LEP * * *           
2006 LEP * * *           
2008 LEP * * *           
2009 LEP * * *           
2005 Special Education 6 31 19.4%           
2006 Special Education 11 69 15.9%           
2007 Special Education 13 81 16.0%           
2008 Special Education 7 45 15.6%           
2009 Special Education 3 31 9.7%           

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Accuplacer Reading Placement 

Table 1.19.6 Accuplacer Reading Placement - Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Ready/
On Track Tested Percent           

2005 American Indian * * *           
2006 American Indian 3 8 37.5%           
2007 American Indian 2 6 33.3%           
2008 American Indian * * *           
2009 American Indian * * *           
2005 Asian 5 12 41.7%           
2006 Asian 12 35 34.3%           
2007 Asian 10 21 47.6%           
2008 Asian 12 23 52.2%           
2009 Asian 6 21 28.6%           
2005 African American 141 287 49.1%           
2006 African American 231 472 48.9%           
2007 African American 188 387 48.6%           
2008 African American 112 263 42.6%           
2009 African American 118 232 50.9%           
2005 White 188 327 57.5%           
2006 White 430 689 62.4%           
2007 White 254 486 52.3%           
2008 White 177 370 47.8%           
2009 White 130 255 51.0%           
2005 Hispanic 5 7 71.4%           
2006 Hispanic 10 21 47.6%           
2007 Hispanic 6 12 50.0%           
2008 Hispanic 6 15 40.0%           
2009 Hispanic 4 12 33.3%           

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Accuplacer Mathematics Placement 

Table 1.19.7 Accuplacer Mathematics Placement - Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track 

Year 
Ready/
On Track Tested Percent           

2005 177 618 28.6%           
2006 245 1,176 20.8%           
2007 124 847 14.6%           
2008 76 581 13.1%           
2009 73 437 16.7%           

Table 1.19.8 Accuplacer Mathematics Placement - Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Student Group 

Year Program 
Ready/
On Track Tested Percent           

2005 FARMS 26 146 17.8%           
2006 FARMS 46 322 14.3%           
2007 FARMS 32 240 13.3%           
2008 FARMS 22 178 12.4%           
2009 FARMS 23 167 13.8%           
2005 Gifted and Talented 57 101 56.4%           
2006 Gifted and Talented 135 315 42.9%           
2007 Gifted and Talented 59 187 31.6%           
2008 Gifted and Talented 36 141 25.5%           
2009 Gifted and Talented 41 144 28.5%           
2005 LEP * * *           
2006 LEP * * *           
2008 LEP * * *           
2009 LEP * * *           
2005 Special Education 3 29 10.3%           
2006 Special Education 2 67 3.0%           
2007 Special Education 3 80 3.8%           
2008 Special Education 1 43 2.3%           
2009 Special Education 3 27 11.1%           

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Accuplacer Mathematics Placement 

Table 1.19.9 Accuplacer Mathematics Placement - Percentage of Students College Ready or On Track by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Ready/
On Track Tested Percent           

2005 American Indian * * *           
2006 American Indian 0 8 0.0%           
2007 American Indian 0 5 0.0%           
2008 American Indian * * *           
2009 American Indian * * *           
2005 Asian 6 12 50.0%           
2006 Asian 12 34 35.3%           
2007 Asian 2 13 15.4%           
2008 Asian 4 17 23.5%           
2009 Asian 3 12 25.0%           
2005 African American 65 267 24.3%           
2006 African American 53 442 12.0%           
2007 African American 65 382 17.0%           
2008 African American 25 240 10.4%           
2009 African American 33 206 16.0%           
2005 White 99 321 30.8%           
2006 White 176 668 26.3%           
2007 White 52 433 12.0%           
2008 White 45 306 14.7%           
2009 White 36 208 17.3%           
2005 Hispanic 4 6 66.7%           
2006 Hispanic 3 20 15.0%           
2007 Hispanic 2 11 18.2%           
2008 Hispanic 1 15 6.7%           
2009 Hispanic 1 10 10.0%           

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Career and Technology  

Table 1.20.1 Career and Technology - Overall GPA Percentage Meet or Exceed State Standards 

Year Meet or Exceed C&T Students Percent         
2005 1,020 1,675 60.9%         
2006 868 1,410 61.6%         
2007 972 1,556 62.5%         
2008 1,323 1,824 72.5%         
2009 1,029 1,635 62.9%         

Table 1.20.2 Career and Technology - Overall GPA Percentage Meet or Exceed State Standards by Student Group 

Year Program Meet or Exceed C&T Students Percent         
2005 FARMS 151 317 47.6%         
2006 FARMS 191 343 55.7%         
2007 FARMS 182 375 48.5%         
2008 FARMS 284 452 62.8%         
2009 FARMS 258 534 48.3%         
2005 LEP 5 5 100%         
2006 LEP 5 5 100%         
2007 LEP * * *         
2008 LEP * * *         
2009 LEP               
2005 Special Education 73 180 40.6%         
2006 Special Education 86 197 43.7%         
2007 Special Education 71 182 39.0%         
2008 Special Education 89 186 47.8%         
2009 Special Education 74 218 33.9%         

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Career and Technology 

Table 1.20.3 Career and Technology - Overall GPA Percentage Meet or Exceed State Standards by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Meet or Exceed C&T Students Percent         
2005 American Indian 4 12 33.3%         
2006 American Indian 8 12 66.7%         
2007 American Indian 4 8 50.0%         
2008 American Indian * * *         
2009 American Indian 8 11 72.7%         
2005 Asian 58 79 73.4%         
2006 Asian 55 63 87.3%         
2007 Asian 59 73 80.8%         
2008 Asian 38 45 84.4%         
2009 Asian 20 24 83.3%         
2005 African American 353 713 49.5%         
2006 African American 293 564 52.0%         
2007 African American 352 673 52.3%         
2008 African American 483 689 70.1%         
2009 African American 320 595 53.8%         
2005 White 587 842 69.7%         
2006 White 490 733 66.8%         
2007 White 535 769 69.6%         
2008 White 778 1,058 73.5%         
2009 White 661 971 68.1%         
2005 Hispanic 18 29 62.1%         
2006 Hispanic 22 38 57.9%         
2007 Hispanic 22 33 66.7%         
2008 Hispanic 21 29 72.4%         
2009 Hispanic 20 34 58.8%         

Table 1.20.4 Career and Technology - Technical GPA Percentage Meet or Exceed State Standards 

Year Meet or Exceed C&T Students Percent           
2005 1,192 1,663 71.7%           
2006 996 1,396 71.3%           
2007 1,099 1,531 71.8%           
2008 1,571 1,869 84.1%           
2009 1,301 1,686 77.2%           

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Career and Technology  

Table 1.20.5 Career and Technology - Technical GPA Percentage Meet or Exceed State Standards by Student Group 

Year Program Meet or Exceed C&T Students Percent         
2005 FARMS 202 316 63.9%         
2006 FARMS 232 342 67.8%         
2007 FARMS 219 369 59.3%         
2008 FARMS 362 464 78.0%         
2009 FARMS 401 552 72.6%         
2005 LEP 5 5 100%         
2006 LEP 3 5 60.0%         
2007 LEP * * *         
2008 LEP * * *         
2009 LEP               
2005 Special Education 88 178 49.4%         
2006 Special Education 120 197 60.9%         
2007 Special Education 96 174 55.2%         
2008 Special Education 133 197 67.5%         
2009 Special Education 149 225 66.2%         

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Career and Technology  

Table 1.20.6 Career and Technology - Technical GPA Percentage Meet or Exceed State Standards by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Meet or Exceed C&T Students Percent         
2005 American Indian 10 12 83.3%         
2006 American Indian 9 12 75.0%         
2007 American Indian 5 8 62.5%         
2008 American Indian * * *         
2009 American Indian 10 11 90.9%         
2005 Asian 63 78 80.8%         
2006 Asian 56 63 88.9%         
2007 Asian 63 73 86.3%         
2008 Asian 45 49 91.8%         
2009 Asian 21 24 87.5%         
2005 African American 449 709 63.3%         
2006 African American 369 556 66.4%         
2007 African American 422 661 63.8%         
2008 African American 568 712 79.8%         
2009 African American 457 625 73.1%         
2005 White 647 835 77.5%         
2006 White 537 727 73.9%         
2007 White 586 756 77.5%         
2008 White 933 1,075 86.8%         
2009 White 787 990 79.5%         
2005 Hispanic 23 29 79.3%         
2006 Hispanic 25 38 65.8%         
2007 Hispanic 23 33 69.7%         
2008 Hispanic 22 30 73.3%         
2009 Hispanic 26 36 72.2%         

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 1 - Attendance 

Table 1.21.1 Attendance for All Schools - Percentage of Schools Meeting or Exceeding State Standard 

Year 
Met Attendance 

Rate 
Total 

Schools Percent         
2005 130 165 78.8%         
2006 137 165 83.0%         
2007 136 166 81.9%         
2008 136 168 81.0%         
2009 139 170 81.8%         

Table 1.21.2 Attendance for Elementary Schools - Percentage of Schools Meeting or Exceeding State Standard 

Year 
Met Attendance 

Rate 
Total 

Schools Percent           
2005 99 103 96.1%           
2006 104 104 100%           
2007 102 104 98.1%           
2008 102 104 98.1%           
2009 104 107 97.2%           

Table 1.21.3 Attendance for Middle Schools - Percentage of Schools Meeting or Exceeding State Standard 

Year 
Met Attendance 

Rate 
Total 

Schools Percent           
2005 19 28 67.9%           
2006 21 28 75.0%           
2007 21 29 72.4%           
2008 22 29 75.9%           
2009 25 29 86.2%           

Table 1.21.4 Attendance for High Schools - Percentage of Schools Meeting or Exceeding State Standard 

Year 
Met Attendance 

Rate 
Total 

Schools Percent           
2005 10 26 38.5%           
2006 10 26 38.5%           
2007 11 26 42.3%           
2008 10 26 38.5%           
2009 9 26 34.6%           
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 2 - ESOL LAS-Links 

Table 2.1.2 ESOL LAS-Links Grade K-12 - Percentage Met Exit Criteria by Student Group 

Year Program Proficient Tested Percent         
2009 FARMS 212 291 72.9%         
2009 Gifted and Talented 21 24 87.5%         
2009 LEP 402 528 76.1%         
2009 Special Education 7 21 33.3%         

Table 2.1.1 ESOL LAS-Links Grades K-12 - Percentage Met Exit Criteria 

Year Proficient Tested Percent         
2009 410 536 76.5%         

Table 2.1.3 ESOL LAS-Links Grade K-12 - Percentage Met Exit Criteria by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Proficient Tested Percent         
2009 American Indian * * *         
2009 Asian 184 219 84.0%         
2009 African American 61 80 76.2%         
2009 White 48 55 87.3%         
2009 Hispanic 116 178 65.2%         

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 2 - English Language Learners - Reading 

Table 2.2.1 ELL - Reading Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent   

2005 279 584 47.8%   
2006 347 670 51.8%   
2007 467 816 57.2%   
2008 471 808 58.3%   
2009 454 787 57.7%   

Table 2.2.2 ELL - Reading Proficient or Advanced by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent   

2005 American Indian * * *   
2006 American Indian * * *   
2007 American Indian * * *   
2008 American Indian * * *   
2005 Asian 127 253 50.2%   
2006 Asian 168 278 60.4%   
2007 Asian 214 297 72.1%   
2008 Asian 177 257 68.9%   
2009 Asian 163 245 66.5%   
2005 African American 35 80 43.8%   
2006 African American 50 102 49.0%   
2007 African American 62 122 50.8%   
2008 African American 84 136 61.8%   
2009 African American 83 139 59.7%   
2005 White 40 73 54.8%   
2006 White 45 73 61.6%   
2007 White 46 81 56.8%   
2008 White 40 67 59.7%   
2009 White 41 62 66.1%   
2005 Hispanic 76 177 42.9%   
2006 Hispanic 84 215 39.1%   
2007 Hispanic 143 314 45.5%   
2008 Hispanic 170 347 49.0%   
2009 Hispanic 167 341 49.0%   

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 2 - English Language Learners - Mathematics 

Table 2.2.3 ELL - Mathematics Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent   

2005 307 602 51.0%   
2006 389 695 56.0%   
2007 554 844 65.6%   
2008 534 827 64.6%   
2009 535 807 66.3%   

Table 2.2.4 ELL - Mathematics Proficient or Advanced by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent   

2005 American Indian * * *   
2006 American Indian * * *   
2007 American Indian * * *   
2008 American Indian * * *   
2005 Asian 160 264 60.6%   
2006 Asian 206 284 72.5%   
2007 Asian 259 305 84.9%   
2008 Asian 222 268 82.8%   
2009 Asian 200 252 79.4%   
2005 African American 31 81 38.3%   
2006 African American 49 106 46.2%   
2007 African American 65 125 52.0%   
2008 African American 79 135 58.5%   
2009 African American 85 142 59.9%   
2005 White 52 78 66.7%   
2006 White 48 77 62.3%   
2007 White 61 86 70.9%   
2008 White 51 70 72.9%   
2009 White 46 63 73.0%   
2005 Hispanic 64 178 36.0%   
2006 Hispanic 85 226 37.6%   
2007 Hispanic 167 326 51.2%   
2008 Hispanic 182 353 51.6%   
2009 Hispanic 204 350 58.3%   

Note:   * indicates student counts of less than five, and therefore, not reported as the Maryland State Department of Education does 
not report data for student groups of fewer than five students. 
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REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 2 - English Language Learners - English and  Algebra/Data Analysis  

Table 2.2.5 ELL - English Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent   

2006 82 205 40.0%   
2007 45 128 35.2%   
2008 4 21 19.0%   
2009 58 83 69.9%   

Table 2.2.6 ELL - Algebra/Data Analysis Proficient or Advanced 

Year 
Proficient or 
Advanced Tested Percent     

2006 67 176 38.1%     
2007 75 165 45.5%     
2008 45 55 81.8%     
2009 73 89 82.0%     



 

Page 61 

REPORT ON RESULTS FOR SCHOOL YEAR 2008-2009 - SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

Goal 3- Highly Qualified Teachers 

Table 3.1.1 Percentage of Highly Qualified Teachers 

Year Highly Qualified Total Teachers 
Percent Highly 

Qualified 
2005 6,236 7,167 87.0% 
2006 6,534 6,957 93.9% 
2007 6,779 7,120 95.2% 
2008 6,787 7,100 95.6% 
2009 6,842 7,095 96.4% 

Table 3.1.2 Percentage of Highly Qualified Paraprofessionals 

Year Highly Qualified Total Teachers 
Percent Highly 

Qualified 
2005 762 946 80.5% 
2006 847 956 88.6% 
2007 905 981 92.3% 
2008 938 992 94.6% 
2009 969 1,009 96.0% 

Table 3.3.1 Percentage of Highly Qualified Middle School Mathematics Teachers 

Year Total Teachers Highly Qualified 
Not Highly 
Qualified 

Percent Highly 
Qualified 

2005 247 196 51 79.4% 
2006 237 198 39 83.5% 
2007 250 236 14 94.4% 
2008 274 267 7 97.4% 
2009 269 266 3 98.9% 

Table 3.4.1 Percentage of Highly Qualified Title I Teachers 

Year 
New Highly Quali-

fied 
Total New Teach-

ers 
Percent Highly 

Qualified 
2005 203 241 84.2% 
2006 187 192 97.4% 
2007 224 231 97.0% 
2008 178 180 98.9% 
2009 147 147 100% 
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Goal 4 - Safety and Security 

Table 4.1.1 Safety and Security - Percentage of Participating Schools  

Year Program Schools Participating Percent   
2005 Conference 161 161 100%   
2006 Conference 163 162 99.4%   
2007 Conference 164 163 99.4%   
2008 Conference 166 165 99.4%   
2009 Conference 167 167 100%   
2005 E-Plan 161 161 100%   
2006 E-Plan 163 163 100%   
2007 E-Plan 163 163 100%   
2008 E-Plan 165 165 100%   
2009 E-Plan 167 167 100%   
2005 Security 162 141 87.0%   
2006 Security 163 143 87.7%   
2007 Security 164 150 91.5%   
2008 Security 166 159 95.8%   
2009 Security 167 167 100%   
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Goal 5 - Graduation Rate 

Table 5.1.1 Graduation Rate 

Year Dropouts Graduates 
Graduation 

Rate 
2005 1,291 7,190 84.8% 
2006 1,548 7,327 82.6% 
2007 1,486 7,415 83.3% 
2008 1,669 7,532 81.9% 
2009 1,432 7,362 83.7% 

Table 5.1.2 Graduation Rate by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Dropouts Graduates 
Graduation 

Rate 
2005 American Indian 15 48 76.2% 
2006 American Indian 13 42 76.4% 
2007 American Indian 9 24 72.7% 
2008 American Indian 13 25 65.8% 
2009 American Indian 10 30 75.0% 
2005 Asian 29 361 92.6% 
2006 Asian 38 387 91.1% 
2007 Asian 39 350 90.0% 
2008 Asian 38 373 90.8% 
2009 Asian 29 373 92.8% 
2005 African American 424 2,363 84.8% 
2006 African American 556 2,422 81.3% 
2007 African American 579 2,574 81.6% 
2008 African American 715 2,707 79.1% 
2009 African American 615 2,724 81.6% 
2005 White 780 4,295 84.6% 
2006 White 829 4,326 83.9% 
2007 White 794 4,307 84.4% 
2008 White 858 4,238 83.2% 
2009 White 738 4,043 84.6% 
2005 Hispanic 43 123 74.1% 
2006 Hispanic 37 150 80.2% 
2007 Hispanic 65 160 71.1% 
2008 Hispanic 45 189 80.8% 
2009 Hispanic 40 192 82.8% 
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Goal 5 - Dropout Rate 

Table 5.2.1 Dropout Rate 

Year Dropouts Enrollment 
Dropout 

Rate 
2005 1,636 37,323 4.4% 
2006 1,560 37,817 4.1% 
2007 1,290 37,968 3.4% 
2008 1,626 37,520 4.3% 
2009 1,347 36,036 3.7% 

Table 5.2.2 Dropout Rate by Race/Ethnicity 

Year Race/Ethnicity Dropouts Enrollment 
Dropout 

Rate 
2005 American Indian 12 206 6.0% 
2006 American Indian 12 188 6.0% 
2007 American Indian 13 198 7.0% 
2008 American Indian 15 182 8.0% 
2009 American Indian 15 167 9.0% 
2005 Asian 36 1,676 2.0% 
2006 Asian 39 1,678 2.0% 
2007 Asian 23 1,695 1.0% 
2008 Asian 27 1,761 2.0% 
2009 Asian 29 1,770 2.0% 
2005 African American 661 13,619 5.0% 
2006 African American 629 14,380 4.0% 
2007 African American 546 15,016 4.0% 
2008 African American 684 15,377 4.0% 
2009 African American 611 15,201 4.0% 
2005 White 882 20,981 4.0% 
2006 White 832 20,609 4.0% 
2007 White 657 19,981 3.0% 
2008 White 850 19,003 4.0% 
2009 White 649 17,582 4.0% 
2005 Hispanic 45 841 5.0% 
2006 Hispanic 48 962 5.0% 
2007 Hispanic 51 1,078 5.0% 
2008 Hispanic 50 1,197 4.0% 
2009 Hispanic 43 1,316 3.0% 
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Goal 5 - University of Maryland or Career Technology 

Table 5.3.1 University System of Maryland or Career and Technology - Percentage of Students Meeting Requirements 

Year Completed Graduates Percent           
2005 6,281 7,240 86.8%           
2006 6,404 7,372 86.9%           
2007 6,233 7,472 83.4%           
2008 6,352 7,570 83.9%           
2009 6,535 7,380 88.6%           

Table 5.3.2 University System of Maryland - Percentage of Students Meeting Requirements 

Year Completed Graduates Percent       
2005 5,352 7,240 73.9%       
2006 5,528 7,372 75.0%       
2007 5,343 7,472 71.5%       
2008 5,820 7,570 76.9%       
2009 6,047 7,380 81.9%       

Table 5.3.3 Career and Technology Requirements - Percentage of Students Meeting Requirements 

Year Completed Graduates Percent           
2005 2,729 7,240 37.7%           
2006 2,680 7,372 36.4%           
2007 2,582 7,472 34.6%           
2008 1,612 7,570 21.3%           
2009 1,566 7,380 21.2%           

Table 5.3.4 University System of Maryland and Career and Technology Requirements - Percentage of Students Meeting 
Requirements 
Year Completed Graduates Percent               

2005 1,800 7,240 24.9%               
2006 1,804 7,372 24.5%               
2007 1,692 7,472 22.6%               
2008 1,080 7,570 14.3%               
2009 1,078 7,380 14.6%               
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Goal 6 - Engage Stakeholders in The Educational Process 

Table 6.1.1 Percentage of Schools that Met Indicator 

Year School Count Met Indicator Percent   
2007 163 163 100%   
2008 166 166 100%   
2009 168 168 100%   

Table 6.2.1 Percentage of Schools that Met Indicator 

Year School Count Met Indicator Percent   
2007 163 151 92.6%   
2008 166 166 100%   
2009 168 168 100%   

Table 6.3.1 Percentage of Schools that Met Indicator 

Year School Count Met Indicator Percent   
2007 163 163 100%   
2008 166 166 100%   
2009 168 168 100%   

Table 6.4.1 Percentage of Schools that Met Indicator 

Year School Count Met Indicator Percent   
2007 163 161 98.8%   
2008 166 166 100%   
2009 168 168 100%   

Table 6.5.1 Percentage of Schools that Met Indicator 

Year School Count Met Indicator Percent   
2007 163 163 100%   
2008 166 166 100%   
2009 168 168 100%   

Table 6.6.1 Percentage of Schools that Met Indicator 

Year School Count Met Indicator Percent   
2007 163 163 100%   
2008 166 166 100%   
2009 168 168 100%   
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Advanced Placement (AP) Exam Participation 
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Advanced Placement (AP) Exam Pass Rate 
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Grade 12 SAT Participation Rate 
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Grade 12 SAT Combined Mean Scores (Critical Reading and Mathematics) 
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Class of 2009 - Percentage Meeting All Requirements Including HSA 
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Supplemental Data and Area Maps 
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BLUEPRINT FOR PROGRESS 
PERFORMANCE GOALS 

 
Performance Goal 1 - By 2012, all students will reach high standards, as established by the Baltimore County Public 
Schools and state performance level standards, in English/reading/writing, mathematics, science, and social studies. 

Performance Goal 2 - By 2012, all English language learners will become proficient in English and reach high 
academic standards in English/reading/writing, mathematics, science, and social studies. 

Performance Goal 3 - By 2005-2006, all students will be taught by highly qualified teachers. 

Performance Goal 4 - All students will be educated in school environments that are safe and conducive to learning. 

Performance Goal 5 - All students will graduate from high school. 

Performance Goal 6 - Engage parents/guardians, business, and community members in the educational process. 

Performance Goal 7 - Involve principals, teachers, staff, stakeholders, and parents/guardians in the decision-making 
process. 

Performance Goal 8 - All students will receive a quality education through the efficient and effective use of resources 
and the delivery of business services. 
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