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MCAS & AYP 2011  

Å In 2011, Cunningham Elementary School met the target for:  
ïParticipation  
ïAttendance  
ïMathematics in the Aggregate  
ïMathematics for the Special Education Subgroup  
ïELA in the Aggregate  
ïELA for the Special Education Subgroup  

ÅAs a result of the above, Cunningham Elementary Schoolõs 
NCLB Accountability Status is:  No Status  



Comparison of 2011 Growth 
and % Proficient and Higher  

ELA 

  
MSGP 
2010 

MSGP 
2011 Diff. 

% Proficient 
or Higher 

2010 

 % Proficient 
or Higher        

2011 Diff. 

Collicot 60.0 64.0 4.0 76 79 3 

Cunningham 57.0 76.0 19.0 72 76 4 

Glover 56.0 62.5 6.5 80 84 4 

Tucker 78.0 70.0 -8.0 60 65 5 

PMS 52.0 57.0 5.0 84 86 2 

MHS 46.0 58.0 12.0 86 92 6 

MATH 

  
MSGP 
2010 

 MSGP 
2011 Diff. 

% Proficient 
or Higher 

2010 

% Proficient 
or Higher         

2011 Diff. 

Collicot 65.0 83.0 18.0 74 86 12 

Cunningham 48.0 75.0 27.0 69 80 11 

Glover 49.0 62.0 13.0 67 80 13 

Tucker 80.0 81.5 1.5 62 66 4 

PMS 55.0 62.0 7.0 72 73 1 

MHS 58.0 48.0 -10.0 81 86 5 



What Do the Data  
Reveal in ELA?  

ÅGrades 3, 4, & 5 higher than the State 
in every area for the aggregate.  

ÅDifference between State and 
Cunningham Open Response òPercent 
Correctó increases with grade level 
(2%, 9%, 16%) 

ÅAreas of relative weakness for Special 
Education Subgroup:  Language, Style, 
òabstractó meaning making 

 

 



What Do the Data  
Reveal in Math?  

ÅGrades 3, 4, & 5 notably higher than 
the State in every area for the 
aggregate . 
ÅOpen Response scores higher in 

mathematics than in ELA for Grade 
3 and Grade 4  
ÅAreas of relative weakness for 

Special Education Subgroup - 
Measurement & Number Sense  
 
 



High Academic Achievement 
for All Students  

Å Curriculum Common Core 
ï MPS Curriculum Documents  
ï Cunningham Writing Initiative  
ï Assess current writing instruction at Cunningham  

Å Common Assessments, etc. 
ï Work continues district wide  
ï Discussion of data in grade level meetings  

Å Student Achievement Gap  
ï Target professional development  
ï Study Island, Math is a Slam Dunk, After School Support  

Å Raising the Bar  
ï Advanced Enrichment Group Pilot (Grades 3&4)  
ï Looking at Student Work PD  

Å Individual Student Recognition  
ï Publish student work; Spring Awards Assembly; Study Island 
Recognition; Principalõs Advisory Team; FPS; Continental Math; Word 
Masters; Science Fair; Art Display; Kindness Award  

 

 
 

 



Excellence in the Classroom  

ÅEngaging All Students  
ïTheme- òExcellence in Teachingó- staff meetings; 

evaluation process; collaborative leadership; 
building a repertoire of strategies  

ïImplement varied opportunities for students to 
write  

ÅProfessional Development  
ïLinking MPS PD with School Based Opportunities:  

Focus on Effective Writing Instruction  
ÅTechnology 
ïIncrease Smartboards  at  
Cunningham 
ïProfessional Development  

 
 
 




