© Texas 2009 NCLB Report Card
Part I -- Campus Level: Student performance for each district and campus compared to the state as a
whole, % of Students Tested, Student Achievement by Proficiency Level, 2007-08, 2008-09,
"/,j DIMMITT MIDDLE ( 035901041 )

15:46 Monday, February 1, 2010

1

Grade 5 Reading
- : 0, (1)
o District % of | State % of Percent of Students in Campus at
Campus % of | Students Students Each Achievement Level
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus) | (Basic) | (Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
All Students 2007-08 71 77 89 >99% 23 49 27
2008-09 90 90 89 >99% 10 67 22
American 2007-08 )
Indian * * 91 * * * *
2008-09 * * 89 * * * *
v f*jian 2007-08 * * 95 * * * *
= 2008-09 * * 95 * * * *
Black 2007-08 * * 85 * * * *
2008-09 * * 85 o * * * *
Hispanic 2007-08 75 75 86 >99% 25 57 18
2008-09 89 89 85 >99% 11 72 17
White 2007-08 89 89 95 >99% 11 22 67
2008-09 * * 95 >99% * * *
Female 2007-08 74 74 90 >99% 26 56 19
2008-09 98 98 90 >99% 3 65 33
Male 2007-08 79 79 88 >99% 21 45 34
2008-09 83 83 88 >99% 17 70 13
Special 2007-08
Education 57 57 69 >99% 43 14 43
2008-09 * * 78 >99% * * *
LEP 2007-08 36 36 72 >99% 64 21 14
2008-09 50 50 72 >99% 50 40 10
Economically 2007-08
) Mijsadvantaged 72 72 84 >99% 28 55 17
T— 2008-09 88 88 84 >99% 12 67 22
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Grade 5 Reading
District % of | State % of .
Campus % of | Students Students PercEr;tcgf :ct;llg}el:;i:; tC Ii‘;?zslu s at
Students Met Met Met M
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus)| (Basic) | (Proficient)| (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
Migrant 2007-08 * * 76 o * * *
2008-09 89 89 76 >99% 11 67 22
p
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Part I -- Campus Level: Student performance for each district and campus compared to the state as a
whole, % of Students Tested, Student Achievement by Proficiency Level, 2007-08, 2008-09,
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:\\M
Grade 5 Mathematics
District % of | State % of .
Campus % of [ Students Students PercEI;tc;)lf :S:ﬂsztl;;: tC I?;I\l'glu s at
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus)| (Basic) [ (Proficient)| (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
All Students 2007-08 78 78 88 99 22 49 29
2008-09 83 83 90 >99% 17 51 31
American 2007-08
Indian * * 89 * * * *
2008-09 * * 88 * * * *
; /f\jian 2007-08 * * 96 * * * *
= 2008-09 * * 97 * * * *
Black 2007-08 * * 80 * * * *
2008-09 * * 83 * * * *
Hispanic 2007-08 77 71 85 99 23 53 24
2008-09 79 79 87 >99% 21 50 29
White 2007-08 89 89 94 >99% 11 39 50
2008-09 * * 95 >99% * * *
Female 2007-08 77 77 88 >99% 23 . 48 30
2008-09 85 85 90 >99% 15 53 33
Male 2007-08 79 79 87 98 21 51 28
2008-09 80 80 90 >99% 20 50 30
Special 2007-08
Education 57 57 64 >99% 43 14 43
2008-09 * * 78 >99% * * *
LEP 2007-08 38 38 74 >99% 62 31 8
2008-09 40 40 78 >99% 60 20 20
Economically | 2007-08
/ ﬁsadvantaged 74 74 83 99 26 49 25
\- 2008-09 80 80 86 >99% 20 49 30
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Texas 2009 NCLB Report Card
Part I -- Campus Level: Student performance for each district and campus compared to the state as a
whole, % of Students Tested, Student Achievement by Proficiency Level, 2007-08, 2008-09,

For DIMMITT MIDDLE ( 035901041 )

15:46 Monday, February 1, 2010 4

Grade 5 Mathematics
District % of | State % of .
Campus % of | Students Students Percg;tcﬁf ::;:;i;g;;ﬁ tC Iil;l‘l’slu s at
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus) | (Basic) |(Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
Migrant 2007-08 * * 78 * * * *
2008-09 67 67 81 >99% 33 22 44
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Part I -- Campus Level: Student performance for each district and campus compared to the state as a
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érade 5 Science
District % of | State % of .
Campus % of | Students Students Percg;tcﬁf ::;:giﬁ:l:; tC Iileril'slu s at
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus) | (Basic) | (Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
All Students 2007-08 52 52 78 99 48 29 23
2008-09 66 66 82 99 34 51 15
American 2007-08
Indian * * 83 * * * *
2008-09 * * 85 * * * *
J 'jian 2007-08 * * 89 * * * *
= 2008-09 * * 92 * * * *
Black 2007-08 * * 67 * * * *
2008-09 * * 73 * * * *
Hispanic 2007-08 46 46 73 99 54 31 15
2008-09 63 63 71 99 37 49 14
White 2007-08 83 83 89 >99% 17 28 56
2008-09 82 82 92 >99% 18 64 18
Female 2007-08 36 36 76 98 64 27 9
2008-09 72 72 80 98 28 51 21
Male 2007-08 65 65 81 >99% 35 31 35
2008-09 61 61 84 >99% 39 50 11
Special 2007-08
Education 43 43 55 >99% 57 * *
2008-09 50 50 61 >99% 50 * *
LEP 2007-08 14 14 54 >99% 86 7 7
2008-09 .30 30 61 >99% 70 * *
Economically 2007-08
- Nisadvantaged 43 43 71 99 57 31 12
' 2008-09 63 63 75 99 37 50 13
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A

District % of

State % of

Percent of Students in Campus at

Campus % of | Students Students .
Students Met Met Met Each Achievement Level
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus) | (Basic) | (Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
Migrant 2007-08 * * 63 * * * *
2008-09 56 56 67 >99% 44 * *
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.\Frade 6 Reading
District % of | State % of .
Campus % of | Students Students Perc]t;r:ltc;)lf:ctﬁiilzﬁg tC I?:;glu s at
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus)| (Basic) | (Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
All Students 2007-08 79 79 90 >99% 21 53 27
2008-09 88 88 90 >99% 13 54 33
American 2007-08
Indian * * 92 * * * *
2008-09 * * 92 * * * *
‘ ,jian 2007-08 * * 96 * * * *
IS 2008-09 * * 96 * * * *
Black 2007-08 67 67 86 >99% 33 33 33
2008-09 * ¥ 87 * * * *
Hispanic 2007-08 78 78 87 >99% 22 57 22
2008-09 85 85 87 >99% 15 54 31
White 2007-08 * * 95 >99% * * *
2008-09 * * 96 >99% * * *
Female 2007-08 84 84 93 >99% 16 59 25
2008-09 84 84 91 >99% 16 61 23
Male 2007-08 76 76 87 >99% 24 48 28
2008-09 90 90 89 >99% 10 48 42
Special 2007-08
Education 33 33 66 >99% 67 17 17
2008-09 83 83 73 >99% 17 67 17
LEP 2007-08 62 62 69 >99% 38 8 *
-1 2008-09 55 55 68 >99% 45 45 9
Economically 2007-08 )
I Njsadvantaged 76 76 85 >99% 24 57 19
L 2008-09 84 84 86 >99% 16 52 32
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Grade 6 Reading
District % of | State % of .
Campus % of | Students Students Percg;tc;)lf :ct;:g;l:nslgl tC Iil:\lrglu s at
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus)| (Basic) | (Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
Migrant 2007-08 56 56 78 >99% 44 * *
2008-09 * * 78 >99% * * *
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drade 6 Mathematics
District % of | State % of .
Campus % of | Students Students Percg;t:l(if :;Eﬁs;ﬁgl tC E:;Elu sat
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus) | (Basic) | (Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
All Students 2007-08 60 60 79 >99% 40 49 10
2008-09 58 58 79 >99% 42 41 18
American 2007-08
Indian * * 80 ) * * * *
2008-09 * * 81 * * * *
f‘jian 2007-08 * * 94 * * * *
) 2008-09 * * 94 * * * *
Black 2007-08 60 60 67 >99% 40 * *
2008-09 K * 69 * ® ‘ * *
Hispanic 2007-08 58 58 75 >99% 42 49 9
2008-09 57 57 75 >99% 43 42 15
White 2007-08 67 67 87 >99% 33 33 33
2008-09 74 74 88 >99% 26 42 32
Female 2007-08 69 69 80 >99% 31 53 16
2008-09 57 57 80 >99% 43 39 18
Male 2007-08 53 53 78 >99% 47 47 7
2008-09 60 60 78 >99% 40 42 17
Special 2007-08
Education 33 33 49 >99% 67 17 17
2008-09 83 83 59 >99% 17 67 17
LEP 2007-08 38 38 59 >99% 62 * *
2008-09 36 36 61 >99% 64 18 18
Economically 2007-08
) Njsadvantaged 58 58 72 >99% 42 50 8
T 2008-09 52 52 73 >99% 48 35 17
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Q

District % of

State % of

Percent of Students in Campus at

Campus % of| Students Students .
Students Met Met Met Each Achievement Level
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus)| (Basic) | (Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
Migrant 2007-08 22 22 68 >99% 78 * *
2008-09 63 63 66 >99% 38 50 13
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District % of | State % of Percent of Students in Campus at
Campus % of | Students Students Each Achievement Levg 1
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In | Standard| Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus) | (Basic) | (Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
All Students 2007-08 81 81 84 >99% 19 65 16
2008-09 69 69 84 99 31 58 12
American 2007-08
Indian * * 87 * * * *
2008-09 * * 87 * * * *
" jian 2007-08 * * 93 * * * *
| 2008-09 * * 93 * * * *
Black 2007-08 * * 78 * * * *
Hispanic 2007-08 81 81 79 >99% 19 73 8
2008-09 68 68 78 99 32 60 8
White 2007-08 79 79 91 >99% 21 21 57
2008-09 83 83 91 >99% 17 33 50
Female 2007-08 87 87 87 >99% 13 61 26
2008-09 80 80 86 97 20 63 17
Male 2007-08 76 76 81 >99% 24 69 7
2008-09 62 62 81 >99% 38 54 8
Special 2007-08
Education 30 30 57 >99% 70 * *
2008-09 83 83 61 >99% 17 67 17
LEP 2007-08 14 14 47 >99% 86 * *
2008-09 38 38 48 >99% 63 31 6
Economically 2007-08
,,Df'sadvantaged 80 80 77 >99% 20 70 10
L 2008-09 66 66 77 99 34 56 10
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Grade 7 Reading
District % of | State % of .
Campus % of | Students Students Percg;tczf :;;ﬂ;tt;::: tC Ii‘;‘}g lu s at
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus) | (Basic) | (Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
Migrant 2007-08 86 86 67 >99% 14 * *
2008-09 60 60 67 >99% 40 50 10
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é}ade 7 Mathematics
District % of | State % of .
Campus % of | Students Students Percg;tcgf ::;i?gigll tC Iil:\lrg lu sat
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus)| (Basic) | (Proficient)| (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
All Students 2007-08 68 68 75 >99% 33 59 9
2008-09 52 52 78 99 48 42 9
American 2007-08
Indian * * 78 * * * *
2008-09 * * 78 * * * *
) jian 2007-08 * * 93 * * * *
3 2008-09 * * 93 * * * *
Black 2007-08 * * 63 * * * *
2008-09 * * 66 * * * *
Hispanic 2007-08 65 65 69 >99% 35 60 5
2008-09 49 49 73 99 51 41 8
White 2007-08 79 79 85 >99% 21 50 29
2008-09 67 67 87 >99% 33 50 17
Female 2007-08 66 66 76 >99% 34 53 13
2008-09 60 60 79 97 40 46 14
Male 2007-08 69 69 74 >99% 31 64 5
2008-09 46 46 77 >99% 54 40 6
Special 2007-08
Education * * 43 >99% * * *
2008-09 83 83 56 >99% 17 50 33
LEP 2007-08 43 43 46 >99% 57 * *
2008-09 44 44 55 >99% 56 38 6
Economically 2007-08
1 Djsadvantaged 64 64 66 >99% 36 59 5
1| ) 2008-09 51 51 71 99 49 2 8
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Grade 7 Mathematics -
District % of | State % of .
Campus % of [ Students Students Percl*e:gtcgf:;lllgc‘:’r;t;:; tC E:;slu s at
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended { Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus) | (Basic) | (Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
Migrant 2007-08 71 71 61 >99% 29 * *
2008-09 50 50 67 >99% 50 40 10
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District % of | State % of Percent of Students in Campus at
Campus % of | Students Students Each Achievement Lev£l
Students Met Met Met .
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus) | (Basic) | (Proficient) | (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
All Students 2007-08 94 94 93 >99% 6 39 54
2008-09 95 95 94 99 5 47 47
American 2007-08
Indian * * 95 * * * *
2008-09 * * 96 * * * *
, )jian 2007-08 * * 97 * * * *
Y- 2008-09 * * 96 * * * *
Black 2007-08 * * 91 * * * *
, 2008-09 * * 93 * * * *
Hispanic 2007-08 91 91 90 >99% 9 45 46
2008-09 94 94 92 98 6 54 40
White 2007-08 * * 97 >99% * * *
2008-09 * * 98 >99% * * *
Female 2007-08 94 94 95 >99% 6 24 70
2008-09 97 97 95 >99% 3 37 60
Male 2007-08 93 93 92 >99% 7 50 43
2008-09 93 93 93 98 7 56 37
Special 2007-08
Education 71 71 73 >99% 29 * *
2008-09 78 78 82 >99% 22 * *
LEP 2007-08 60 60 62 >99% 40 * *
2008-09 80 80 67 86 20 * *
Economically | 2007-08
) /f‘fisadvantaged 91 91 90 >99% 9 51 40
N 2008-09 95 95 91 98 5 48 47

(Continued)




Texas 2009 NCLB Report Card

Part I -- Campus Level: Student performance for each district and campus compared to the state as a

whole, % of Students Tested, Student Achievement by Proficiency Level, 2007-08, 2008-09,
For DIMMITT MIDDLE ( 035901041 )

15:46 Monday, February 1, 2010 16

Grade 8 Reading
District % of | State % of . .
Campus % of | Students Students Percg;tcgf::llllg?;t;x tC Ii‘:;glu sat
Students Met Met Met
Standard Standard Standard %
(Proficient) | (Proficient) | (Proficient) % Not %
and and and Tested | Meeting Met %
Commended | Commended | Commended (In Standard | Standard | Commended
(Advanced) | (Advanced) | (Advanced) | Campus)| (Basic) | (Proficient)| (Advanced)
Student Groups | Year
Migrant 2007-08 * * 85 * * * *
2008-09 * * 85 * * * *
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