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Executive Summary 
 
The 2003–2004 Surveys of School Environment (SSE), completed for the Montgomery County 
Public Schools (MCPS), were designed to provide information about how students, parents, and 
school staff perceive their school environments.  Survey respondents were asked to consider their 
own school’s environment in providing their responses.   
 
Parents and students had highly positive perceptions of MCPS schools. Elementary school parent 
mean percentage of positive perceptions range from a low of 88.9% for Physical Environment to 
a high of 97.2% for Guidance. Middle school parent mean positive perceptions range from a low 
of 73.8% for Partnerships to a high of 89.8% for Social Environment, and high school parent 
mean positive perceptions range from a low of 71.7% for Partnerships to a high of 86.3% for 
Satisfaction.  
 
Elementary students also have positive perceptions of MCPS elementary schools. Their mean 
positive perceptions range from a low of 65.7% for Physical Environment to a high of 89.2% for 
Guidance. Middle school student mean positive perceptions range from a low of 59.0% for 
Physical Environment to a high of 80.0% for Guidance.  High school students have the same 
pattern seen for elementary and middle school students; their mean positive perceptions range 
from a low of 56.6% for Physical Environment to a high of 76.9% for Guidance.  
 
MCPS staff members have positive perceptions of their schools.  For staff in elementary, middle, 
and high schools, Physical Environment has the lowest mean percentage of positive perceptions 
ranging from 73.9% in elementary schools, to 72.5% in middle schools to 66.2% in high schools.  
Job Satisfaction had the highest positive perception for school staff, ranging from a low of 83.7% 
for middle schools to 88.5% for elementary schools.  
 
It is important to increase response rates, particularly for parents and staff, and in isolated 
instances for students.  Because the validity of data is affected by low response rates, some 
school-based results cannot be reported.  When parent results were adjusted for differing 
representation by race/ethnicity, the positive perceptions showed an increase in all Broad Areas 
except Partnerships. This suggests that the lack of response may be related to the sense of 
connection parents feel to their children’s schools.  By building that partnership a school would 
likely increase the response rate.  
 
The Department of Shared Accountability (DSA) is investigating the level of effort required to 
develop a Web-based application to pilot online administration of the Student Survey of School 
Environment during the 2004–2005 school year.  This would strengthen the confidentiality and 
streamline data collection and analysis.  In future years, MCPS could explore development of an 
online, school-based staff survey to ensure a successful collaborative implementation. 
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All students will be
educated in learning
environments that are
safe, drug-free, and
conducive to learning
Milestone from Goal 1:
Ensure success for
every student. 

 
Districtwide Summary of the 2003–2004  

Surveys of School Environment   
David J. Bernstein 

Faith Connolly 
Julie Wade 

Cynthia Loeb 
 

 
 

Background 
 
The Surveys of School Environment (SSE) are designed to provide information about how 
parents, students, and staff perceive the school environment. The results provide information that 
can be used for discussion and school improvement.  Results are reported for the Academic 
Environment, School Atmosphere and Communication, Guidance, School Safety and Discipline, 

and Social and Physical Environment of the Montgomery 
County Public Schools.  Results are used for school 
improvement planning and as part of the MCPS strategic 
plan, Our Call to Action: Pursuit of Excellence.   
 
The Baldrige-guided school improvement process, which 
was implemented by Montgomery County Public Schools 
(MCPS) in 2001–2002, also involves understanding parent, 
student, and staff needs and expectations.  The SSE is an 
additional source of information to support the Baldrige 
initiative, providing information about parents, students, as 
well as staff perceptions of their school environments.   
 
 
The Development of the Surveys of School Environment 
 
To design the surveys, staff from the Department of Shared 
Accountability (DSA) conducted a literature review on 
school quality through reviews of published research in the 
areas of effective schools and school climate, as well as an 
examination of existing national surveys (Griffith et al., 
2001).  Reviews of school effectiveness studies indicated 
that school attributes of quality or effectiveness cannot be 
summarized as one unitary dimension (Rothstein, 2000), but 

should represent many dimensions.  A review of the literature conducted by DSA staff identified 
several attributes pertaining to school effectiveness, including 
 

• parental involvement in children’s academic learning, especially during elementary 
school years (Epstein, 1991; Henderson & Berla, 1994; Johnson & Walker, 1991; 
Stevenson & Baker, 1987; Purkey & Smith, 1983; Lezotte, 1997); 
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• perceptions of school safety and discipline (Levine, 1992; Moos, 1979; Stockard & 
Mayberry, 1992; Lezotte, 1997); 

• teachers’ involvement with and collective responsibility for academic achievement 
(Lee & Loeb, 2000; Lee & Smith, 1996); 

• school site management, strong leadership, curriculum articulation and organization, 
staff development, schoolwide recognition, and maximized learning time (Purkey & 
Smith, 1983; Lezotte, 1997; Scheerens, 1999; Sammons, 1999); and 

• collaborative planning and collegial relationships, sense of community, clear goals and 
high expectations that are commonly shared, and order and discipline (Purkey & 
Smith, 1983; Lezotte, 1997; Scheerens, 1999, Sammons, 1999). 

 
 
Pilot Testing the Surveys 
 
The SSEs were pilot-tested with school-based staff and Grade 5 students and their parents in 
spring 2001.  The first administration of the SSE occurred during the 2001–2002 school year.  A 
survey work group was established to guide modifications and changes that had been suggested 
as a result of the first administration. The work group, chaired by the coordinating community 
superintendent, Office of School Performance, was convened in fall 2002.  The group included 
representation from 
 

• MCPS students; 

• Montgomery County Council of Parent Teacher Associations (MCCPTA);  

• Montgomery County Association of Administrative and Supervisory Personnel 
(MCAASP), Montgomery County Education Association (MCEA), and Service 
Employees International Union Local 500 (SEIU Local 500); and 

• central office staff from the Office of School Performance, the DSA, and other MCPS 
central services offices.   
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Methodology 
 
This section of the report will identify the research questions that will be addressed in the results 
section, and review the sampling, administration, and reporting procedures. 
 

1. How many parents and students completed surveys during 2003–2004?  
How has participation changed over time? 

2. What do the parent and student survey results tell us about the school 
environment in MCPS by school level? 

3. How many staff members responded and what do they report about MCPS 
schools? 

4. How are survey results used for the MCPS strategic plan, Our Call to 
Action: Pursuit of Excellence? 

5. How do schools use results for school improvement planning? 

 
Sampling Frame  
 
A sample of parents and students from every school was included in the survey. The sampling 
frame includes students in Grades 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, and 11; parents of students in those grades, Grade 
2 for K–2 schools and, beginning in 2002–2003, parents of students in Grade 1.  All school-
based staff members were surveyed.   
 
Survey Development 
 
Separate instruments were developed for students and parents at the elementary, middle, and 
high school levels, and a single instrument was designed for school-based staff.  As illustrated in 
Figure 1, survey items are averaged into Specific Areas, which are in turn averaged into Broad 
Areas.   
 

Academic Environment
Social Environment
School Safety and Discipline
Physical Environment
Partnerships
Satisfaction
School Atmosphere and Communication
(parents)
Guidance (parents and students)
Administrative Environment
(school-based staff)

Citizenry 
(middle, high school students and parents)

Specific Areas

Survey Items

Broad Areas

 

Figure 1. Surveys of school environment areas and structure. 
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Administration of the Surveys 
 
The surveys are distributed between February and April of each school year.  Student surveys are 
administered during a window of six weeks.  This allows school administrators and teachers 
some flexibility in the timing of the student survey administration so as not to interfere with the 
MCPS testing calendar.   
 
Parent surveys are delivered in two ways.  Elementary school students take surveys home to their 
parents, and parents of middle and high school students receive their surveys through the U.S. 
postal service.  All parents are asked to return the surveys to the DSA in pre-addressed, postage-
paid envelopes.   
 
Since 2002–2003, school-based staff members have received their surveys at their work 
locations.  The surveys may be returned through the MCPS Pony delivery system or by mail 
through the U. S. Postal Service with postage paid by MCPS.  
 
Reporting of School and District Data 
 
After completed surveys are received and scanned, a statistical review is conducted to determine 
if the responding sample is statistically representative of the school. Specific decision rules are 
reported in Appendix A.  Appendix B reports percentages of schools with sufficient response 
rates to report results. 
 
School-level results are calculated by first computing the percentage of individual respondents 
who had a positive perception for each item (that is, responded either “Agree” or “Strongly 
Agree”).  The average of item percentages is used to represent the perception of respondents for 
Specific Areas; Specific Areas are then averaged to calculate the mean positive perception for a 
Broad Area.   
 
Districtwide results are calculated by aggregating respondents from elementary, middle, and high 
schools.  The mean positive perceptions for a Broad Area is the mean percentage of respondents 
who responded “Agree” or “Strongly Agree” on the items that are aggregated to a Specific Area 
and then averaged to a Broad Area.  
 
Data are examined for representation and, if necessary, adjusted by using a weighting process to 
ensure proper representation so that results can be generalized.  Parent data and staff data were 
found not to be representative and were adjusted by weighting; both raw response data and 
adjusted data are provided in all tables.  
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Results 
 
This section reports results for parents, students, and staff and is organized to respond to the five 
questions identified in the methodology. 
 
Parent and Student Respondents 
 
The completion rates for the parent surveys continue to be low, while completion rates for 
students were higher.  This pattern has been consistent over the three survey years.  In 2003–
2004, parents of elementary school students have the highest response rate at 22.5%, followed by 
middle school parents at 15.5%, and then high school parents at 12.5%.  Similarly, response rates 
are highest for elementary students (88.3%), followed by middle school students (82.2%), and 
for high school students (64.9%).  (See Table 1.) 
 

Table 1 

Number and Percent of Returned Parent and Student Surveys for 
2001–2002 through 2003–2004 

School 
Level Respondent 

 
2001–2002 2002–2003  2003–2004

Elementary Parent % 26.8 25.0  22.5 
  n 5,584  8,028  7,038 

 Student % 93.3 85.9  88.3 
  n 18,831  18,197  18,326 

Middle Parent % 17.5 15.7  15.5 
  n 3,680  3,094  3,102 

 Student % 80.2 80.1  82.2 
  n 17,026  17,066  17,706 

High Parent % 15.1 12.0  12.5 
  n 3,074  2,390  2,547 

 Student % 72.2 67.6  64.9 
  n 14,964  14,493  14,314 

   Note: Parents of Grade 1 students were added in 2002–2003. 
 
Over the three years of data collection, elementary, middle, and high school parent participation 
declined from 26.8% to 22.5% for elementary, 17.5% to 15.5% for middle, and 15.1% to 12.5% 
for high schools. Student participation has declined for elementary students, from 93.3% in 
2001–2002 to 88.3% in 2003–2004, and for high school students, from 72.2% to 64.9%.  Middle 
school students rose from 80.2% in 2001–2002 to 82.2% in 2003–2004. 
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Parent and Student Perceptions 
 
Overall, responding groups perceived their school environments positively.  Perceptions of the 
school environment for all three school levels were fairly high; a majority of Broad Areas were 
viewed positively by at least 75% of the parent respondents at all levels and by student 
respondents in elementary schools. 
 
Elementary Schools 
 
Parents report high rates of satisfaction with their children’s elementary schools.  Parent mean 
positive perceptions range from a low of 88.9% for Physical Environment to a high of 97.2% for 
Guidance (see Table 2).  Parent data were adjusted to better represent the race/ethnicity of MCPS 
parents; the adjustment resulted in an increase in the mean percentage of parents with a positive 
perception in all Broad Areas except Partnerships.  These results suggest that parents who do not 
complete a survey may feel less positively about the partnership they have with their children’s 
school. 
 
 

Table 2 

Mean Percentage of Positive Perceptions of  
Elementary School Parents and Students by Broad Area 

Parents Students 
n=(7,038) Adjusted* n=(18,326) Broad Area 

mean mean mean 
Academic Environment  91.5 91.7 78.6 
Social Environment 94.2 94.5 82.7 
Safety And Discipline 92.5 92.7 71.7 
Physical Environment 88.3 88.9 65.7 
Partnerships 91.5 90.1 79.1 
Guidance 97.1 97.2 89.2 
Atmosphere and Communication 93.1 93.5 n/a 
Satisfaction n/a n/a 84.0 

*  Parent data were weighted to better represent racial makeup of the elementary parent survey 
population. 

n/a not applicable for that respondent group. 
 

Elementary students also have a positive perception of MCPS elementary schools. Their mean 
positive perceptions range from a low of 65.7% for Physical Environment to a high of 89.2% for 
Guidance. 
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Middle Schools 
 
Middle school parents report positive perceptions for all Broad Areas. Parent mean positive 
perceptions range from a low of 73.8% for Partnerships to a high of 89.8% for Social 
Environment (see Table 3).  Parent data were adjusted to better represent the race/ethnicity of 
MCPS parents; the adjustment resulted in an increase in mean percentage of parents with a 
positive perception for all Broad Areas except Partnerships.  This decline suggests that parents 
who are not as well represented in the results feel less positively about their partnership with the 
school.  
 
 
 

Table 3 
Mean Percentage of Positive Perceptions of  

Middle School Parents and Students by Broad Area 

Parents   Students 
(n=3,102) Adjusted* (n=17,706) Broad Area 

mean mean mean 
Academic Environment  86.2 86.7 71.7 
Social Environment 89.7 89.8 68.6 
Safety And Discipline 85.3 85.9 60.9 
Physical Environment 82.7 83.7 59.0 
Partnerships 76.5 73.8 75.4 
Guidance 85.2 86.9 80.0 
Atmosphere and Communication 85.3 86.0 n/a 
Satisfaction 87.5 88.0 67.6 
Citizenry 88.4 89.5 72.3 

*  Parent data were weighted to better represent racial makeup of the overall middle school 
parent survey population. 

n/a not applicable for that respondent group. 
 
 

Middle school students also have a positive perception of MCPS middle schools. Their mean 
positive perceptions range from a low of 59.0% for Physical Environment to a high of 80.0% for 
Guidance. 
  
High Schools 
 
Similar patterns occur at the high school level. High school parents report positive perceptions 
for  all Broad Areas. Mean positive perception ranges from a low of 71.7% for Partnerships to a 
high of 87.0% for Satisfaction (see Table 4).  Parent data were adjusted to better represent the 
race/ethnicity of MCPS parents; the adjustment resulted in an increase in mean percentage of 
parents with positive perceptions for all Broad Areas except Partnerships.  As noted in the 
elementary and middle school parent results, this decrease in positive perceptions of Partnerships 



Montgomery County Public Schools Office of Strategic Technologies and Accountability 

Department of Shared Accountability Surveys of School Environment 2003-2004 8

after the data are adjusted suggests that parents who did not complete the survey feel less 
positively about the partnership they have with their children’s school.  
 

Table 4 
Mean Percentage of Positive Perceptions of  

High School Parents and Students by Broad Area 

Parents Students 
(n=2,547) Adjusted* (n=14,314) Broad Area 

mean mean mean 
Academic Environment  83.8 84.3 71.7 
Social Environment 86.1 86.3 66.9 
Safety And Discipline 79.6 80.3 60.2 
Physical Environment 74.7 76.2 56.6 
Partnerships 74.0 71.7 72.8 
Guidance 81.4 82.4 76.9 
Atmosphere and Communication 81.3 81.8 n/a 
Satisfaction 86.6 87.0 66.1 
Citizenry 83.0 83.9 66.1 

*  Parent data were weighted to better represent racial makeup of the overall high school 
parent survey population. 

n/a not applicable for that respondent group. 
 
High school students have the same pattern as elementary and middle school students. The mean 
positive perceptions ranges from a low of 56.6% for Physical Environment to a high of 76.9% 
for Guidance.  
 
Staff Respondents and Perceptions 
 
Overall, the number of school-based staff members who responded to the survey has increased 
over the three years (see Table 5). Participation of elementary school and middle school staff 
increased by almost 10 percentage points over the 3-year period and by more than 8 percentage 
points for high school staff.   
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Table 5 

Staff Response Rates by School Level 

School 
Level 

 
2001–2002 2002–2003 2003–2004 

Elementary % 35.0 42.8 44.9 

 n 2,725  3,317  3,462 

Middle % 29.2 37.2 39.0 

 n 1,042  1,351  1,458 

High % 23.5 30.2 31.8 

 n 971  1,307  1,431 

 
Response rates for staff are the highest for the 2003–2004 school year. A total of 3,462 
elementary staff (44.9%), 1,458 middle school staff (39.0%), and 1,431 high school staff (31.8%) 
completed and returned surveys.   
 
 
 

Table 6 

Mean Percentage of Staff Positive Perceptions by School Level 

Elementary 
(n=3,462) 

Middle 
(n=1,458) 

High 
(n=1,431) Broad Area 

mean adjusted* mean adjusted* mean adjusted*
Academic Environment  85.8 85.7 80.6 80.4 77.5 77.5 
Social Environment 83.7 83.7 81.1 80.9 80.7 80.5 
Safety and Discipline 86.3 86.2 72.2 72.6 69.3 69.3 
Physical Environment 73.8 73.9 72.0 72.5 65.8 66.2 
Partnerships 85.8 85.5 73.5 73.2 71.8 71.9 
Administrative Environment 83.6 83.5 74.5 74.5 72.3 72.5 
Training 83.1 82.9 80.5 80.3 77.6 77.6 
Job Satisfaction 88.4 88.5 83.4 83.7 86.6 86.4 

*  Staff data were weighted to better represent job classifications and years of service of all MCPS 
staff within each school level.  

 
MCPS staff have positive perceptions of their schools.  For elementary, middle, and high school 
staff, Physical Environment has the lowest mean percentage of positive perceptions.  The highest 
is Job Satisfaction, ranging from 83.7% for middle schools to 88.5% for elementary schools.  
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Survey Results in the MCPS Strategic Plan 
 
Results from the SSE for the Broad Area School Safety and Discipline are used as data points to 
monitor Goal 1 Ensure Success for Every Student.  Data relevant to the milestone, “All students 
will be educated in learning environments that are safe, drug-free, and conducive to learning,” is 
presented in Figure 3.  The data points show that the positive perceptions are all above 60%. 

Figure 2.   Parent, student, and school-based staff by school–level positive perceptions of School 
Safety and Discipline. 

 
For Goal 4: Create a Positive Work Environment in a Self-renewing Organization, the SSE 
responds to the milestone: The work environment promotes employee well-being, satisfaction, 
and positive morale. Figure 3 shows the job satisfaction of MCPS employees. The data points 
show that the positive perceptions are all above 80%. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Figure 3. School-based staff by school level positive perceptions of Job Satisfaction.  
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School Improvement 
 
Detailed survey results are made available to the schools so that principals and others involved in 
school improvement planning can review and use the data, both as feedback and as a planning 
mechanism in focusing on goals for the upcoming school year. 
 
Survey results are being used in schools in a variety of ways.  One elementary school principal 
reviewed results with the PTA president as a mechanism to increase parental involvement in the 
school.  Another elementary principal reported in a letter to parents and guardians that the results 
had been reviewed with the PTA leadership to address identified issues.  A middle school 
principal shared parent and student survey results in a schoolwide newsletter, along with a 
discussion of areas of strength and areas needing improvement that were identified in the survey.  
Several schools, including elementary, middle, and high schools, informed the Office of 
Organizational Development that they shared results and implications at meetings and in 
newsletters and documented the process in their School Improvement Team (SIT) notes and 
plans.  The SIT used this input, along with additional information it identified from other groups, 
to develop their mission, vision, and goals for the school; and they referred back to the survey 
results throughout the year. 
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Discussion and Recommendations 
 
Parents and students have highly positive perceptions of MCPS schools. Elementary school 
parent mean percentage of positive perceptions ranges from a low of 88.9% for Physical 
Environment to a high of 97.2% for Guidance. Middle school parents have a mean positive 
perception that ranges from a low of 73.8% for Partnerships to a high of 89.8% for Social 
Environment.  High school parent mean positive perceptions range from a low of 71.7% for 
Partnerships to a high of 86.3% for Satisfaction.  
 
Elementary students also have a positive perception of MCPS elementary schools. Their mean 
positive perception ranges from a low of 65.7% for Physical Environment to a high of 89.2% for 
Guidance. Middle school students have  mean positive perceptions ranging from a low of 59.0% 
for Physical Environment to a high of 80.0% for Guidance.  High school students have the same 
pattern seen for elementary and middle school students; their mean positive perceptions range 
from a low of 56.6% for Physical Environment to a high of 76.9% for Guidance.  
 
MCPS staff members have positive perceptions of their schools.  For elementary, middle, and 
high school staff, Physical Environment has the lowest mean percentage of positive perceptions.  
The highest is Job Satisfaction, ranging from 83.7% for middle schools to 88.5% for elementary 
schools.  
 

 
 
It is important to increase response rates, particularly for parents and staff, and in isolated 
instances for students.  Because the validity of data is affected by low response rates, some 
school-based results cannot be reported.  When parent results were adjusted for differing 
representation by race/ethnicity, the positive perceptions increased in all Broad Areas except 
Partnerships.  This suggests that response rates may be related to the sense of connection parents 
feel to their children’s schools.  Parent involvement has been shown to be an important 
ingredient for increased student performance (Epstein, 1991).  Increasing activities to help 
parents feel more connected to their schools may help to build and support a partnership and may 
likely increase the response rate.  
 
Staff from the DSA will continue to investigate options and present them to stakeholders to 
consider as possibilities to improve response rates.  Possible options include administering the 
survey every three years, creating an online instrument, shortening the survey, and administering 
the survey to all students and parents.  

Recommendation 1: Explore options to increase response rate. 
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Create a Web-based application to pilot during the 2004–2005 school year.  This would increase 
confidentiality and streamline data collection and analysis.  In future years, MCPS can explore 
the possibility of developing an online, school-based staff survey to ensure a successful 
collaborative implementation. 
 
The SSE results provide data related to the perceptions of parents, students, and staff for Our 
Call to Action: Pursuit of Excellence, the MCPS strategic plan.  These data will be used in 
conjunction with other data to monitor progress in achieving the goals of the strategic plan.  This 
report will make this data available to the Board of Education, the superintendent, and MCPS 
administrators to be used for tracking progress in achieving the goals and objectives identified in 
the strategic plan. 
 
 

 
The SSEs were specifically designed to facilitate school improvement planning at the school 
level and to provide information for school improvement plans.  The data are released to school 
leadership teams so that principals and others involved in school improvement planning can 
review data, reflect on changes that have occurred, and use data to review prior initiatives and 
plan for future initiatives.  Survey results also are used to enable school leadership teams to 
identify areas where they may want to clarify issues or concerns with stakeholders.  
 
 

Recommendation 2: Pilot test administration of Web-based 
student survey in spring 2005. 

Recommendation 3: The SSE should be used to support 
school improvement and Baldrige activities. 
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Appendix A 

Decision Rules for Reporting School-level Data 

 
Parent Surveys 

1. Rank by median number of respondents by school level; top 50% are reported. 
2. Rank by median percentage of respondents by school level; top 50% are reported. 
3. For the remaining schools that have not been reported 

a. If the number of completed surveys is greater than or equal to 30, a chi-square 
analysis on race/ethnicity, with a significance level of 0.10 is performed.  If the 
test is significant, indicating that there is a difference between the sample and 
the population, the results are not reported. 

b. If the number of completed surveys is less than 30, results are not reported. 
 

Student Surveys 
1. Any school with a response rate of less than 50% is not reported, since there is 

evidence of uneven administration at the school, i.e., not all students had an 
opportunity to complete the survey. 

 
Staff Surveys 

1. Rank by median number of respondents by school level; top 50% are reported. 
2. Rank by median percentage of respondents by school level; top 50% are reported. 
3. For the remaining schools that have not been reported, if the number of completed 

surveys is 30 or more, a chi-square analysis is performed on staff job classification 
and on years of service (less than 3 years and greater than 3 years), with a 
significance level of 0.10.  If the chi-square test is significant, indicating that there 
is a difference between the sample and the population, the results are not reported.  
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Appendix B 
Schools With Adequate Response Rates for Parent 

and Student Survey Results 

 Parent Student 
School n % n % 

Elementary  
(N= 125 for parents and 120 for students, 
students in 5 K-2 schools not surveyed) 

91 72.8 115 95.8 

Middle  
(N=36) 24 66.7 36 100.0 

High  
(N=23 for parents and 24 for students, 
Thomas Edison included) 

13 56.5 20 83.3 
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Appendix C 
 
 

Mean Percentage of Elementary School Parent and Student Responses  
by Reporting Category for each Broad Area 
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Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ashburton    28.1 41.6 50.4 5.3 2.7 91.0 37.0 38.6 16.2 8.2 
Bannockburn    31.4 45.2 48.7 4.7 1.4 97.7 37.7 42.8 15.0 4.5 
Lucy V. Barnsley 23.8 34.1 52.6 9.4 3.8 99.5 35.3 41.6 17.1 6.0 
Beall    20.9 35.0 55.6 8.2 1.1 91.8 40.4 43.5 12.5 3.6 
Bel Pre    18.3 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Bells Mill    21.9 44.2 47.9 7.2 0.7 89.5 33.9 39.2 17.1 9.9 
Belmont    20.8 38.0 52.0 7.5 2.5 71.5 33.2 41.3 17.9 7.6 
Bethesda    29.8 43.2 49.1 5.5 2.3 100.0 44.5 42.6 10.2 2.7 
Beverly Farms    28.8 30.5 59.7 7.7 2.2 96.1 41.1 41.2 13.1 4.7 
Bradley Hills    35.2 35.0 56.9 6.9 1.1 66.5 35.7 42.6 16.4 5.3 
Broad Acres    18.8 too few respondents 83.4 47.1 29.7 17.5 5.8 
Brooke Grove    24.1 43.3 49.7 6.0 1.0 94.9 39.9 40.6 13.1 6.4 
Brookhaven    55.1 41.3 53.9 4.1 0.8 50.0 43.8 35.0 14.6 6.6 
Brown Station    14.9 too few respondents 91.9 36.4 35.8 18.7 9.0 
Burning Tree    31.1 21.1 63.9 13.4 1.6 93.3 42.9 39.5 13.7 3.8 
Burnt Mills    12.2 35.2 59.4 4.6 0.9 46.3 too few respondents 
Burtonsville    17.5 27.6 61.6 9.4 1.5 90.6 39.9 34.1 15.4 10.7 
Candlewood    26.7 33.5 56.8 8.7 1.1 95.3 35.3 40.1 16.7 7.9 
Cannon Road    26.3 37.0 54.9 6.8 1.3 94.8 41.2 31.6 15.7 11.5 
Carderock Springs    29.9 19.9 63.6 13.1 3.4 76.6 42.3 40.3 12.9 4.5 
Rachel Carson 26.0 35.9 55.1 8.1 0.9 89.5 39.5 39.0 14.7 6.8 
Cashell    32.1 32.0 56.9 9.8 1.3 85.7 44.3 38.4 12.7 4.7 
Cedar Grove    20.0 32.9 61.5 5.1 0.5 96.2 42.5 39.3 14.3 3.9 
Chevy Chase    29.4 42.8 49.1 6.8 1.3 100.0 42.0 43.9 11.8 2.3 
Clarksburg    26.5 25.2 59.9 10.8 4.1 89.3 50.0 33.5 11.5 5.0 

continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Academic Environment continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate More Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative

Response 
Rate More Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Clearspring    22.7 34.4 53.3 8.9 3.4 90.1 43.6 39.2 12.8 4.5 
Clopper Mill    17.8 too few respondents 80.6 35.6 31.9 19.8 12.7 
Cloverly    28.8 37.5 56.4 4.6 1.5 93.7 43.1 39.2 13.5 4.2 
Cold Spring    25.8 47.9 46.5 5.2 0.3 89.9 50.5 36.4 9.9 3.2 
College Gardens    20.6 23.3 63.8 10.9 2.0 89.7 39.9 37.8 15.6 6.7 
Cresthaven    18.3 39.0 54.9 5.2 0.8 65.3 41.9 38.3 15.3 4.6 
Capt. James E. Daly 14.0 30.6 57.8 9.8 1.7 82.4 37.5 39.0 14.4 9.1 
Damascus    16.0 too few respondents 97.5 41.6 38.7 13.6 6.1 
Darnestown    25.1 48.7 46.6 4.4 0.3 97.9 49.2 37.7 10.4 2.7 
Diamond    25.1 25.1 58.1 12.9 3.9 86.4 46.8 37.9 11.8 3.5 
Dr. Charles R. Drew 15.1 too few respondents 43.6 too few respondents 
Dufief    21.5 38.3 52.6 7.4 1.8 98.1 40.1 40.1 14.5 5.3 
East Silver Spring    11.7 too few respondents 68.9 45.3 33.7 14.3 6.7 
Fairland    16.1 too few respondents 94.9 40.3 32.5 16.7 10.6 
Fallsmead    20.9 38.7 52.7 7.3 1.4 91.5 35.7 41.3 16.3 6.7 
Farmland    23.8 33.8 58.1 6.8 1.4 77.9 44.0 39.9 12.6 3.5 
Fields Road    33.3 44.6 46.6 7.7 1.2 91.7 38.4 37.1 17.0 7.4 
Flower Hill    14.7 too few respondents 35.1 too few respondents 
Flower Valley    26.0 44.6 48.2 6.8 0.4 90.4 31.9 42.7 19.5 6.0 
Forest Knolls    22.8 34.8 58.2 5.4 1.6 100.0 45.5 37.5 12.8 4.2 
Fox Chapel    24.9 43.2 51.5 4.7 0.6 93.0 40.8 39.1 14.5 5.6 
Gaithersburg    21.8 31.1 61.9 6.2 0.8 89.2 39.3 35.8 16.6 8.3 
Galway    19.7 41.8 50.3 7.0 0.9 90.9 44.6 33.6 13.5 8.3 
Garrett Park    25.5 41.8 50.6 6.0 1.6 94.2 42.0 40.6 14.4 3.0 
Georgian Forest    18.8 40.0 52.0 6.5 1.4 88.5 48.9 34.0 10.8 6.3 

continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Academic Environment continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Germantown    22.0 too few respondents 96.4 33.5 35.9 18.5 12.1 
Glen Haven    14.5 too few respondents 83.8 39.3 32.6 16.6 11.5 
Glenallan    16.1 too few respondents 94.2 48.8 35.7 11.0 4.6 
Goshen    19.3 36.0 54.6 7.8 1.6 91.3 41.4 32.1 17.4 9.0 
Greencastle    11.9 25.6 60.1 11.8 2.5 82.5 40.4 34.1 14.4 11.1 
Greenwood    29.3 25.4 63.7 10.7 0.2 83.3 39.2 36.0 17.0 7.8 
Harmony Hills    14.8 too few respondents 97.0 40.7 30.0 17.5 11.8 
Highland    9.7 36.3 61.3 2.2 0.2 96.0 37.6 37.7 18.3 6.4 
Highland View    23.5 43.2 50.4 6.1 0.3 95.0 36.3 40.7 16.2 6.8 
Jackson Road    17.4 33.6 60.6 5.1 0.7 92.7 39.5 42.1 14.0 4.4 
Jones Lane    25.1 33.6 56.8 8.6 1.0 89.7 47.0 36.6 11.5 4.9 
Kemp Mill    9.8 too few respondents 87.7 43.4 34.3 15.4 7.0 
Kensington Parkwood    29.7 31.5 56.2 10.3 1.9 92.1 41.0 39.6 16.4 3.0 
Lake Seneca    15.1 too few respondents 91.3 41.3 34.9 16.6 7.2 
Lakewood    30.5 29.1 60.1 9.2 1.6 95.4 38.5 42.5 14.5 4.5 
Laytonsville    34.8 40.8 53.7 5.0 0.6 92.2 38.6 38.2 15.8 7.4 
Luxmanor    25.5 27.7 58.6 10.8 2.9 84.8 42.6 35.8 15.9 5.7 
Thurgood Marshall 25.3 33.2 58.5 7.4 0.9 97.2 45.2 35.6 13.7 5.5 
Maryvale    20.8 35.1 55.5 7.1 2.3 56.1 35.3 34.2 16.1 14.4 
Spark M. Matsunaga 24.3 43.1 49.7 6.1 1.1 88.9 51.6 35.3 10.1 3.0 
S. Christa Mcauliffe 14.3 too few respondents 91.8 42.6 35.4 15.0 6.9 
Ronald A. Mcnair 23.6 35.8 55.9 6.7 1.5 93.8 45.4 34.1 14.3 6.2 
Meadow Hall    22.0 too few respondents 89.3 38.9 36.4 15.3 9.4 
Mill Creek Towne    21.0 too few respondents 94.3 42.1 35.9 15.4 6.5 
Monocacy    24.2 38.6 52.9 7.2 1.3 95.6 46.2 33.8 13.7 6.2 

continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Academic Environment continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Montgomery Knolls    20.1 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
New Hampshire  Estates    14.7 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
North Chevy Chase    7.1 too few respondents 92.4 34.9 38.1 18.3 8.8 
Oak View    16.5 45.9 48.9 4.9 0.2 93.8 43.6 35.3 13.9 7.2 
Oakland Terrace    24.2 34.5 50.0 11.8 3.6 93.2 40.4 37.0 17.2 5.4 
Olney    26.3 36.9 51.6 9.7 1.9 92.3 40.9 38.8 15.6 4.7 
William Tyler Page 21.1 too few respondents 88.5 41.2 34.6 15.8 8.4 
Pine Crest    17.3 too few respondents 91.2 43.5 36.0 13.3 7.2 
Piney Branch    14.7 too few respondents 86.6 35.6 38.1 17.8 8.6 
Poolesville    26.9 34.5 52.0 10.3 3.2 100.0 42.3 43.8 11.4 2.5 
Potomac    25.2 37.3 53.4 6.8 2.5 100.0 41.1 42.1 12.9 3.8 
Judith A. Resnik 14.9 too few respondents 88.9 37.9 37.8 16.9 7.4 
Dr. Sally K. Ride 19.3 40.1 54.1 4.7 1.2 86.6 39.7 34.0 17.6 8.6 
Ritchie Park    29.9 29.9 62.2 6.0 1.9 91.3 45.3 39.5 12.0 3.2 
Rock Creek Forest    24.3 38.3 55.2 3.5 3.0 93.9 41.3 38.2 14.8 5.7 
Rock Creek Valley    18.4 too few respondents 98.0 38.0 37.9 18.6 5.5 
Rock View    17.3 38.3 58.5 2.8 0.4 95.0 42.0 34.3 16.2 7.4 
Lois P. Rockwell 29.0 42.6 49.7 6.9 0.9 97.2 51.5 34.4 9.5 4.7 
Rolling Terrace    14.5 too few respondents 94.7 39.4 35.6 17.9 7.1 
Rosemary Hills    29.4 45.5 47.2 6.2 1.1 n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Rosemont    19.7 too few respondents 45.9 too few respondents 
Sequoyah    17.3 too few respondents 93.1 40.7 38.8 14.4 6.2 
Seven Locks    28.6 48.5 43.3 6.9 1.3 100.0 40.7 40.2 14.1 5.0 
Sherwood    30.3 40.7 51.7 6.9 0.7 92.2 32.8 36.3 18.2 12.8 
Sligo Creek    21.1 45.1 47.8 5.9 1.1 95.0 37.5 36.9 17.0 8.6 

continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Academic Environment continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Somerset    28.4 51.8 41.8 5.5 0.9 87.6 40.9 42.6 13.3 3.2 
South Lake    19.0 too few respondents 90.8 40.9 35.7 15.6 7.7 
Stedwick    21.5 53.2 41.9 4.0 0.9 90.0 41.7 35.6 14.6 8.1 
Stone Mill    32.7 39.4 55.8 4.4 0.4 99.6 45.5 37.1 12.5 4.9 
Stonegate    19.7 too few respondents 80.5 35.9 42.1 15.9 6.1 
Strathmore    13.4 too few respondents 93.8 41.8 33.1 16.3 8.8 
Strawberry Knoll    23.5 30.9 61.6 6.1 1.4 73.3 34.3 34.8 19.6 11.3 
Summit Hall    12.3 too few respondents 70.7 44.9 35.0 12.7 7.4 
Takoma Park    12.2 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Travilah    34.0 32.5 54.7 10.0 2.8 97.7 46.0 38.0 12.3 3.7 
Twinbrook    25.3 37.9 52.1 8.1 1.8 100.0 34.4 32.9 19.8 12.9 
Viers Mill    34.5 39.0 52.1 8.3 0.6 80.9 39.3 34.9 15.7 10.1 
Washington Grove    24.0 36.4 55.4 7.1 1.0 76.9 48.3 34.7 12.1 4.9 
Waters Landing    30.1 33.1 59.9 6.0 1.0 93.4 48.1 34.2 12.3 5.5 
Watkins Mill    20.3 31.0 57.9 9.7 1.4 90.6 44.3 33.6 15.4 6.8 
Wayside    30.0 38.0 56.0 5.1 0.9 93.5 44.7 40.4 11.8 3.1 
Weller Road    12.1 38.8 54.6 6.0 0.6 46.6 too few respondents 
Westbrook    38.5 51.3 41.9 5.0 1.7 95.8 47.0 38.0 11.6 3.4 
Westover    26.1 35.1 55.6 8.2 1.1 94.7 41.4 35.3 16.3 7.0 
Wheaton Woods    16.2 47.0 48.2 4.6 0.2 79.8 41.0 33.2 17.1 8.7 
Whetstone    14.5 36.7 56.6 6.0 0.7 91.0 40.3 36.6 15.7 7.4 
Wood Acres    27.1 42.7 49.9 5.8 1.6 93.1 40.8 43.2 13.2 2.8 
Woodfield    42.9 31.1 59.7 8.8 0.5 92.2 49.8 37.0 9.6 3.6 
Woodlin    20.2 49.6 42.9 7.0 0.5 89.2 38.6 36.3 16.9 8.2 
Wyngate    39.4 37.6 49.7 10.1 2.6 99.4 45.0 39.9 11.5 3.6 
Districtwide Elementary Schools 22.5 37.63 54.11 6.88 1.38 88.3 41.35 37.30 14.80 6.56 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of School Atmosphere and Communication 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate More Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ashburton    28.1 61.2 34.9 2.5 1.4 91.0 
Bannockburn    31.4 54.7 40.9 3.8 0.6 97.7 
Lucy V. Barnsley 23.8 31.3 49.2 11.6 7.8 99.5 
Beall    20.9 42.2 52.9 4.5 0.4 91.8 
Bel Pre    18.3 too few respondents n/a 
Bells Mill    21.9 73.2 24.0 2.6 0.3 89.5 
Belmont    20.8 39.8 53.7 4.6 1.9 71.5 
Bethesda    29.8 55.6 40.1 2.6 1.7 100.0 
Beverly Farms    28.8 32.5 59.3 6.5 1.7 96.1 
Bradley Hills    35.2 43.6 50.0 5.6 0.9 66.5 
Broad Acres    18.8 too few respondents 83.4 
Brooke Grove    24.1 50.3 44.9 4.0 0.8 94.9 
Brookhaven    55.1 54.2 44.3 1.2 0.3 50.0 
Brown Station    14.9 too few respondents 91.9 
Burning Tree    31.1 33.9 52.7 8.0 5.4 93.3 
Burnt Mills    12.2 38.5 58.5 3.0 0.0 46.3 
Burtonsville    17.5 31.4 59.4 7.8 1.4 90.6 
Candlewood    26.7 39.8 52.4 6.9 0.9 95.3 
Cannon Road    26.3 38.4 57.6 3.8 0.2 94.8 
Carderock Springs    29.9 25.3 64.0 7.2 3.6 76.6 
Rachel Carson 26.0 42.7 50.6 6.4 0.2 89.5 
Cashell    32.1 40.2 50.7 7.6 1.4 85.7 
Cedar Grove    20.0 51.0 45.8 2.7 0.5 96.2 
Chevy Chase    29.4 52.5 42.4 5.0 0.2 100.0 
Clarksburg    26.5 31.4 57.8 4.8 6.1 89.3 

Broad Area not included 
on student surveys. 

continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of School Atmosphere and Communication continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Clearspring    22.7 36.0 53.0 7.7 3.3 90.1 
Clopper Mill    17.8 too few respondents 80.6 
Cloverly    28.8 44.2 50.7 2.9 2.2 93.7 
Cold Spring    25.8 55.8 40.9 2.5 0.8 89.9 
College Gardens    20.6 30.0 60.9 8.1 1.0 89.7 
Cresthaven    18.3 44.6 51.5 3.7 0.1 65.3 
Capt. James E. Daly 14.0 39.2 48.8 8.8 3.1 82.4 
Damascus    16.0 too few respondents 97.5 
Darnestown    25.1 58.5 39.8 1.6 0.1 97.9 
Diamond    25.1 30.8 54.5 11.1 3.6 86.4 
Dr. Charles R. Drew 15.1 too few respondents 43.6 
Dufief    21.5 47.7 49.1 2.2 1.0 98.1 
East Silver Spring    11.7 too few respondents 68.9 
Fairland    16.1 too few respondents 94.9 
Fallsmead    20.9 47.5 48.0 3.9 0.6 91.5 
Farmland    23.8 39.7 53.1 6.5 0.8 77.9 
Fields Road    33.3 48.5 45.2 6.0 0.2 91.7 
Flower Hill    14.7 too few respondents 35.1 
Flower Valley    26.0 54.1 41.7 4.1 0.1 90.4 
Forest Knolls    22.8 42.8 51.0 3.9 2.3 100.0 
Fox Chapel    24.9 50.8 45.6 3.6 0.0 93.0 
Gaithersburg    21.8 45.4 48.8 4.1 1.6 89.2 
Galway    19.7 41.4 52.5 4.4 1.7 90.9 
Garrett Park    25.5 50.5 44.3 4.2 1.0 94.2 
Georgian Forest    18.8 40.9 53.8 4.1 1.2 88.5 

Broad Area not included 
on student surveys. 

continue 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of School Atmosphere and Communication continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Germantown    22.0 too few respondents 96.4 
Glen Haven    14.5 too few respondents 83.8 
Glenallan    16.1 too few respondents 94.2 
Goshen    19.3 38.0 49.5 10.5 2.0 91.3 
Greencastle    11.9 21.4 66.1 10.2 2.3 82.5 
Greenwood    29.3 44.5 51.7 3.6 0.1 83.3 
Harmony Hills    14.8 too few respondents 97.0 
Highland    9.7 41.8 55.0 3.0 0.2 96.0 
Highland View    23.5 49.6 45.4 4.4 0.6 95.0 
Jackson Road    17.4 45.0 50.0 4.9 0.2 92.7 
Jones Lane    25.1 44.3 50.6 4.4 0.7 89.7 
Kemp Mill    9.8 too few respondents 87.7 
Kensington Parkwood    29.7 46.3 45.5 6.3 1.9 92.1 
Lake Seneca    15.1 too few respondents 91.3 
Lakewood    30.5 27.2 61.7 9.0 2.1 95.4 
Laytonsville    34.8 45.7 49.5 4.1 0.8 92.2 
Luxmanor    25.5 37.1 51.0 10.0 1.9 84.8 
Thurgood Marshall 25.3 31.3 55.4 11.0 2.4 97.2 
Maryvale    20.8 51.2 42.5 4.7 1.6 56.1 
Spark M. Matsunaga 24.3 39.8 51.1 7.2 1.9 88.9 
S. Christa Mcauliffe 14.3 too few respondents 91.8 
Ronald A. Mcnair 23.6 52.4 44.1 3.0 0.5 93.8 
Meadow Hall    22.0 too few respondents 89.3 
Mill Creek Towne    21.0 too few respondents 94.3 
Monocacy    24.2 44.5 50.8 4.3 0.5 95.6 

Broad Area not included 
on student surveys. 

continue 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of School Atmosphere and Communication continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Montgomery Knolls    20.1 too few respondents n/a 
New Hampshire  Estates    14.7 too few respondents n/a 
North Chevy Chase    7.1 too few respondents 92.4 
Oak View    16.5 50.1 47.2 2.7 0.0 93.8 
Oakland Terrace    24.2 36.4 48.4 11.7 3.5 93.2 
Olney    26.3 53.4 43.0 3.3 0.3 92.3 
William Tyler Page 21.1 too few respondents 88.5 
Pine Crest    17.3 too few respondents 91.2 
Piney Branch    14.7 too few respondents 86.6 
Poolesville    26.9 24.5 50.9 16.1 8.5 100.0 
Potomac    25.2 46.3 47.3 4.8 1.6 100.0 
Judith A. Resnik 14.9 too few respondents 88.9 
Dr. Sally K. Ride 19.3 47.9 49.6 1.7 0.8 86.6 
Ritchie Park    29.9 32.9 60.3 4.9 2.0 91.3 
Rock Creek Forest    24.3 38.6 52.5 7.1 1.8 93.9 
Rock Creek Valley    18.4 too few respondents 98.0 
Rock View    17.3 46.5 49.5 4.0 0.0 95.0 
Lois P. Rockwell 29.0 39.2 47.4 10.2 3.1 97.2 
Rolling Terrace    14.5 too few respondents 94.7 
Rosemary Hills    29.4 50.6 37.3 9.2 2.9 n/a 
Rosemont    19.7 too few respondents 45.9 
Sequoyah    17.3 too few respondents 93.1 
Seven Locks    28.6 60.4 36.7 2.8 0.2 100.0 
Sherwood    30.3 37.9 52.5 7.4 2.2 92.2 
Sligo Creek    21.1 45.6 45.2 7.2 2.0 95.0 

Broad Area not included 
on student surveys. 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of School Atmosphere and Communication continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Somerset    28.4 55.1 41.6 3.0 0.3 87.6 
South Lake    19.0 too few respondents 90.8 
Stedwick    21.5 63.0 34.9 1.8 0.3 90.0 
Stone Mill    32.7 51.5 42.9 5.0 0.6 99.6 
Stonegate    19.7 too few respondents 80.5 
Strathmore    13.4 too few respondents 93.8 
Strawberry Knoll    23.5 42.3 52.4 4.8 0.5 73.3 
Summit Hall    12.3 too few respondents 70.7 
Takoma Park    12.2 too few respondents n/a 
Travilah    34.0 33.2 56.0 8.9 1.9 97.7 
Twinbrook    25.3 39.2 52.2 6.5 2.0 100.0 
Viers Mill    34.5 42.5 47.3 9.6 0.5 80.9 
Washington Grove    24.0 36.6 58.2 4.4 0.9 76.9 
Waters Landing    30.1 33.2 58.2 7.4 1.2 93.4 
Watkins Mill    20.3 34.2 57.1 8.1 0.6 90.6 
Wayside    30.0 44.2 51.8 3.6 0.5 93.5 
Weller Road    12.1 42.9 51.7 4.9 0.5 46.6 
Westbrook    38.5 64.8 32.1 3.1 0.0 95.8 
Westover    26.1 42.6 50.7 5.7 0.9 94.7 
Wheaton Woods    16.2 39.9 54.3 5.8 0.0 79.8 
Whetstone    14.5 41.7 53.5 3.3 1.5 91.0 
Wood Acres    27.1 58.0 37.7 3.2 1.2 93.1 
Woodfield    42.9 37.8 55.1 6.1 0.9 92.2 
Woodlin    20.2 56.3 35.3 7.2 1.3 89.2 
Wyngate    39.4 43.1 47.0 8.0 1.9 99.4 
Districtwide Elementary Schools 22.5 43.9 49.6 5.3 1.2 88.3 

Broad Area not included 
on student surveys. 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Social Environment 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative

Response 
Rate More Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ashburton    28.1 56.5 39.9 2.6 1.0 91.0 38.1 39.4 13.4 9.0 
Bannockburn    31.4 51.3 45.3 2.5 1.0 97.7 40.7 43.4 10.6 5.4 
Lucy V. Barnsley 23.8 32.1 52.3 9.6 6.0 99.5 39.4 42.7 11.3 6.6 
Beall    20.9 45.4 51.5 2.9 0.2 91.8 47.1 39.7 9.7 3.4 
Bel Pre    18.3 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Bells Mill    21.9 57.6 38.5 3.8 0.1 89.5 37.9 37.6 14.6 9.8 
Belmont    20.8 42.8 51.8 4.1 1.2 71.5 47.2 38.2 10.4 4.1 
Bethesda    29.8 54.9 41.1 2.0 2.0 100.0 52.7 35.6 8.4 3.3 
Beverly Farms    28.8 30.9 58.1 7.7 3.4 96.1 48.0 38.5 9.1 4.3 
Bradley Hills    35.2 45.2 50.8 3.2 0.9 66.5 39.7 39.7 14.6 6.0 
Broad Acres    18.8 too few respondents 83.4 55.4 29.0 9.7 5.9 
Brooke Grove    24.1 52.0 44.5 3.3 0.3 94.9 48.0 37.4 8.7 5.9 
Brookhaven    55.1 50.6 47.7 1.4 0.3 50.0 51.9 34.1 8.3 5.7 
Brown Station    14.9 too few respondents 91.9 45.7 38.0 9.7 6.7 
Burning Tree    31.1 26.6 54.3 12.5 6.5 93.3 43.5 39.2 11.7 5.6 
Burnt Mills    12.2 50.2 47.3 2.5 0.0 46.3 too few respondents 
Burtonsville    17.5 32.1 60.5 5.3 2.1 90.6 46.4 32.0 12.1 9.4 
Candlewood    26.7 42.1 52.9 4.9 0.1 95.3 40.4 39.0 11.3 9.2 
Cannon Road    26.3 34.3 62.1 3.0 0.5 94.8 48.1 30.9 10.0 11.1 
Carderock Springs    29.9 18.6 68.4 8.3 4.8 76.6 51.8 37.0 8.0 3.2 
Rachel Carson 26.0 48.4 47.1 4.1 0.3 89.5 45.0 36.4 11.2 7.3 
Cashell    32.1 35.8 54.9 7.7 1.6 85.7 52.7 34.0 7.6 5.7 
Cedar Grove    20.0 39.3 56.9 3.0 0.8 96.2 48.3 36.2 10.2 5.3 
Chevy Chase    29.4 58.0 37.5 4.4 0.1 100.0 46.9 38.9 9.8 4.4 
Clarksburg    26.5 32.6 57.5 6.2 3.7 89.3 58.3 31.0 6.5 4.3 

continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Social Environment, continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Clearspring    22.7 45.8 46.3 4.4 3.5 90.1 43.1 39.1 11.3 6.5 
Clopper Mill    17.8 too few respondents 80.6 37.5 33.8 16.7 12.0 
Cloverly    28.8 43.7 52.4 1.2 2.6 93.7 53.3 35.8 7.7 3.1 
Cold Spring    25.8 59.3 37.8 2.7 0.3 89.9 59.8 33.6 5.1 1.5 
College Gardens    20.6 24.3 63.0 9.2 3.5 89.7 39.8 41.7 11.5 7.0 
Cresthaven    18.3 47.5 49.7 1.7 1.1 65.3 51.9 34.6 8.2 5.3 
Capt. James E. Daly 14.0 36.5 53.4 7.4 2.7 82.4 39.1 37.8 12.7 10.5 
Damascus    16.0 too few respondents 97.5 53.1 35.3 7.2 4.4 
Darnestown    25.1 56.2 40.0 3.3 0.6 97.9 56.0 35.2 5.9 2.9 
Diamond    25.1 30.8 55.3 9.6 4.4 86.4 50.9 35.8 8.6 4.7 
Dr. Charles R. Drew 15.1 too few respondents 43.6 too few respondents 
Dufief    21.5 45.1 51.3 2.7 0.8 98.1 45.2 36.6 11.4 6.8 
East Silver Spring    11.7 too few respondents 68.9 56.9 28.9 8.1 6.1 
Fairland    16.1 too few respondents 94.9 42.0 31.8 12.9 13.3 
Fallsmead    20.9 50.6 46.2 2.8 0.4 91.5 39.0 40.4 13.7 6.9 
Farmland    23.8 40.3 54.6 3.8 1.3 77.9 53.1 34.8 8.5 3.6 
Fields Road    33.3 50.3 43.6 4.8 1.3 91.7 40.7 35.5 14.2 9.6 
Flower Hill    14.7 too few respondents 35.1 too few respondents 
Flower Valley    26.0 55.8 41.2 2.9 0.0 90.4 36.5 43.4 13.8 6.3 
Forest Knolls    22.8 43.2 50.6 3.6 2.6 100.0 51.3 36.3 8.4 4.0 
Fox Chapel    24.9 55.2 43.1 1.4 0.3 93.0 47.2 37.8 10.0 4.9 
Gaithersburg    21.8 44.2 51.9 3.4 0.5 89.2 42.7 37.6 11.9 7.8 
Galway    19.7 41.6 52.6 4.6 1.2 90.9 48.1 34.7 9.6 7.6 
Garrett Park    25.5 46.0 48.7 4.3 1.1 94.2 52.0 37.6 7.2 3.3 
Georgian Forest    18.8 40.1 55.2 3.2 1.5 88.5 50.4 33.8 9.3 6.6 

continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Social Environment, continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Germantown    22.0 too few respondents 96.4 33.4 39.6 15.2 11.8 
Glen Haven    14.5 too few respondents 83.8 46.6 31.7 11.9 9.8 
Glenallan    16.1 too few respondents 94.2 53.2 35.3 7.8 3.7 
Goshen    19.3 39.1 52.3 6.7 1.9 91.3 40.8 32.0 14.5 12.7 
Greencastle    11.9 30.9 62.9 4.7 1.5 82.5 43.6 36.2 11.0 9.2 
Greenwood    29.3 49.1 48.8 2.2 0.0 83.3 44.5 35.1 11.8 8.6 
Harmony Hills    14.8 too few respondents 97.0 35.7 34.1 14.9 15.3 
Highland    9.7 36.3 58.1 5.4 0.2 96.0 43.7 40.4 10.2 5.7 
Highland View    23.5 46.2 51.2 2.4 0.2 95.0 44.1 37.5 11.7 6.7 
Jackson Road    17.4 43.4 52.3 3.7 0.7 92.7 44.3 41.3 9.7 4.7 
Jones Lane    25.1 36.4 57.0 4.8 1.8 89.7 50.9 35.1 8.6 5.4 
Kemp Mill    9.8 too few respondents 87.7 46.5 35.2 11.4 6.8 
Kensington Parkwood    29.7 31.3 59.5 7.0 2.1 92.1 47.5 37.9 10.6 3.9 
Lake Seneca    15.1 too few respondents 91.3 42.7 33.1 11.8 12.4 
Lakewood    30.5 30.9 59.5 7.1 2.5 95.4 46.4 40.3 9.7 3.6 
Laytonsville    34.8 42.0 53.0 3.6 1.4 92.2 46.0 38.0 10.2 5.8 
Luxmanor    25.5 35.1 56.6 5.1 3.2 84.8 51.4 32.8 10.7 5.1 
Thurgood Marshall 25.3 31.7 59.1 7.3 1.9 97.2 48.2 35.4 9.4 7.0 
Maryvale    20.8 61.4 34.1 3.4 1.1 56.1 38.6 33.6 13.8 14.0 
Spark M. Matsunaga 24.3 43.8 49.3 4.3 2.6 88.9 59.2 32.6 5.5 2.7 
S. Christa Mcauliffe 14.3 too few respondents 91.8 45.4 34.2 12.7 7.7 
Ronald A. Mcnair 23.6 51.5 44.9 3.5 0.2 93.8 51.9 32.9 9.1 6.0 
Meadow Hall    22.0 too few respondents 89.3 47.8 34.8 10.4 6.9 
Mill Creek Towne    21.0 too few respondents 94.3 49.0 36.1 10.0 4.9 
Monocacy    24.2 42.3 52.9 4.1 0.6 95.6 62.1 26.0 6.9 5.0 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Social Environment, continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Montgomery Knolls    20.1 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
New Hampshire  Estates    14.7 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
North Chevy Chase    7.1 too few respondents 92.4 45.3 36.6 12.2 5.8 
Oak View    16.5 52.2 45.4 1.2 1.2 93.8 50.8 32.5 9.9 6.8 
Oakland Terrace    24.2 36.9 54.6 8.2 0.3 93.2 47.4 37.7 9.9 5.0 
Olney    26.3 49.2 47.1 3.0 0.7 92.3 47.2 38.3 10.5 4.0 
William Tyler Page 21.1 too few respondents 88.5 50.3 32.3 10.6 6.8 
Pine Crest    17.3 too few respondents 91.2 47.4 34.9 10.6 7.0 
Piney Branch    14.7 too few respondents 86.6 37.6 38.4 15.1 8.9 
Poolesville    26.9 32.7 48.2 10.9 8.2 100.0 48.4 39.8 7.5 4.4 
Potomac    25.2 45.5 50.0 3.3 1.1 100.0 45.5 39.1 10.2 5.2 
Judith A. Resnik 14.9 too few respondents 88.9 42.6 38.6 11.0 7.8 
Dr. Sally K. Ride 19.3 45.4 53.1 1.3 0.2 86.6 47.8 33.5 10.6 8.1 
Ritchie Park    29.9 33.1 58.6 5.7 2.6 91.3 51.2 38.9 7.9 2.0 
Rock Creek Forest    24.3 41.6 52.2 4.5 1.7 93.9 45.2 38.5 10.1 6.2 
Rock Creek Valley    18.4 too few respondents 98.0 41.5 42.4 10.6 5.5 
Rock View    17.3 47.9 50.5 1.6 0.0 95.0 47.5 33.0 12.0 7.5 
Lois P. Rockwell 29.0 38.1 53.3 7.6 1.0 97.2 59.5 28.8 7.5 4.2 
Rolling Terrace    14.5 too few respondents 94.7 41.3 38.9 12.5 7.3 
Rosemary Hills    29.4 49.6 44.4 1.8 4.3 n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Rosemont    19.7 too few respondents 45.9 too few respondents 
Sequoyah    17.3 too few respondents 93.1 41.9 40.1 11.7 6.3 
Seven Locks    28.6 50.4 43.7 5.4 0.4 100.0 42.4 41.1 11.5 4.9 
Sherwood    30.3 46.0 47.3 6.0 0.7 92.2 41.1 36.5 13.7 8.8 
Sligo Creek    21.1 43.8 43.5 8.4 4.2 95.0 42.0 36.4 13.6 8.1 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Social Environment, continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Somerset    28.4 53.7 42.9 3.0 0.4 87.6 42.2 44.4 10.0 3.5 
South Lake    19.0 too few respondents 90.8 45.0 34.0 11.9 9.1 
Stedwick    21.5 61.8 35.8 1.5 1.0 90.0 47.7 33.1 11.4 7.8 
Stone Mill    32.7 50.3 48.3 1.4 0.0 99.6 49.3 36.2 9.4 5.1 
Stonegate    19.7 too few respondents 80.5 43.1 42.0 9.6 5.3 
Strathmore    13.4 too few respondents 93.8 47.9 31.8 12.0 8.3 
Strawberry Knoll    23.5 43.8 52.0 3.3 0.9 73.3 42.1 34.0 11.3 12.6 
Summit Hall    12.3 too few respondents 70.7 37.9 35.3 15.0 11.8 
Takoma Park    12.2 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Travilah    34.0 35.4 54.8 7.4 2.4 97.7 47.6 36.5 10.8 5.1 
Twinbrook    25.3 41.3 50.7 4.6 3.3 100.0 43.2 30.9 14.0 11.8 
Viers Mill    34.5 45.7 46.3 7.4 0.7 80.9 43.4 33.2 12.5 10.9 
Washington Grove    24.0 42.5 52.7 4.1 0.7 76.9 47.9 35.1 9.6 7.4 
Waters Landing    30.1 38.7 56.7 4.0 0.6 93.4 55.4 30.4 8.4 5.9 
Watkins Mill    20.3 43.2 52.2 3.5 1.1 90.6 53.4 30.9 10.5 5.2 
Wayside    30.0 44.0 53.3 2.6 0.2 93.5 51.9 37.0 7.4 3.7 
Weller Road    12.1 40.7 54.2 4.2 0.9 46.6 too few respondents 
Westbrook    38.5 62.4 32.9 4.5 0.1 95.8 62.2 30.1 6.2 1.5 
Westover    26.1 42.4 50.7 4.6 2.3 94.7 49.7 35.5 9.6 5.2 
Wheaton Woods    16.2 40.4 53.4 5.9 0.3 79.8 49.3 31.1 12.1 7.4 
Whetstone    14.5 40.9 56.1 1.7 1.3 91.0 48.6 33.9 10.6 6.9 
Wood Acres    27.1 53.5 42.2 3.1 1.3 93.1 44.0 42.0 10.9 3.1 
Woodfield    42.9 31.5 61.2 6.3 1.1 92.2 53.6 37.3 6.0 3.1 
Woodlin    20.2 58.7 36.6 3.7 0.9 89.2 42.1 36.4 13.8 7.6 
Wyngate    39.4 43.6 49.9 5.6 0.9 99.4 47.1 37.4 9.5 6.1 
Districtwide Elementary Schools 22.5 43.99 50.56 4.19 1.26 88.3 46.68 36.05 10.63 6.64 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Guidance 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate More Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ashburton    28.1 53.6 42.7 3.1 0.6 91.0 52.7 32.0 10.8 4.6 
Bannockburn    31.4 55.4 42.3 2.0 0.2 97.7 52.3 38.2 7.6 1.9 
Lucy V. Barnsley 23.8 38.4 51.6 4.1 6.0 99.5 45.9 41.0 9.2 3.9 
Beall    20.9 32.5 66.1 1.5 0.0 91.8 55.3 36.7 7.0 1.0 
Bel Pre    18.3 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Bells Mill    21.9 68.9 31.1 0.0 0.0 89.5 44.7 39.1 10.0 6.2 
Belmont    20.8 54.7 41.1 4.2 0.0 71.5 47.4 41.5 8.2 2.9 
Bethesda    29.8 44.4 51.1 2.4 2.1 100.0 55.4 36.9 5.5 2.2 
Beverly Farms    28.8 39.5 57.9 1.3 1.3 96.1 58.3 35.6 4.1 2.0 
Bradley Hills    35.2 61.3 37.6 1.1 0.0 66.5 53.8 37.5 6.9 1.9 
Broad Acres    18.8 too few respondents 83.4 66.1 25.5 4.6 3.9 
Brooke Grove    24.1 47.3 50.5 2.1 0.2 94.9 57.9 33.5 5.8 2.9 
Brookhaven    55.1 43.5 54.7 1.4 0.3 50.0 53.5 35.5 6.3 4.7 
Brown Station    14.9 too few respondents 91.9 48.1 39.5 8.3 4.1 
Burning Tree    31.1 21.1 73.4 4.9 0.6 93.3 58.6 34.5 5.5 1.5 
Burnt Mills    12.2 47.9 49.5 2.7 0.0 46.3 too few respondents 
Burtonsville    17.5 32.5 65.1 2.5 0.0 90.6 53.9 30.4 8.6 7.1 
Candlewood    26.7 48.2 50.8 0.0 1.0 95.3 51.2 39.5 6.6 2.6 
Cannon Road    26.3 30.5 67.5 1.5 0.5 94.8 60.4 31.2 4.4 4.0 
Carderock Springs    29.9 25.7 71.5 0.5 2.3 76.6 68.0 28.0 3.8 0.2 
Rachel Carson 26.0 40.4 56.1 3.5 0.0 89.5 48.3 38.3 8.2 5.2 
Cashell    32.1 41.9 54.1 2.8 1.2 85.7 65.7 30.0 3.4 0.9 
Cedar Grove    20.0 22.9 75.0 2.1 0.0 96.2 60.6 31.5 5.9 1.9 
Chevy Chase    29.4 40.4 57.9 1.2 0.4 100.0 46.8 38.4 10.7 4.1 
Clarksburg    26.5 35.7 60.9 1.0 2.4 89.3 67.0 25.1 5.4 2.6 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Guidance continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Clearspring    22.7 34.7 58.5 1.7 5.2 90.1 49.5 41.4 5.6 3.6 
Clopper Mill    17.8 too few respondents 80.6 48.1 34.8 11.6 5.5 
Cloverly    28.8 36.2 59.2 2.8 1.8 93.7 56.8 36.2 4.9 2.0 
Cold Spring    25.8 44.1 52.7 1.5 1.8 89.9 57.4 33.6 6.6 2.4 
College Gardens    20.6 23.9 68.5 6.7 1.0 89.7 47.8 42.0 6.4 3.8 
Cresthaven    18.3 42.8 56.7 0.5 0.0 65.3 57.3 33.9 5.5 3.3 
Capt. James E. Daly 14.0 32.9 56.8 8.2 2.2 82.4 49.8 36.6 9.2 4.4 
Damascus    16.0 too few respondents 97.5 50.9 38.5 5.4 5.1 
Darnestown    25.1 58.6 40.1 0.9 0.4 97.9 71.3 24.2 2.3 2.3 
Diamond    25.1 43.9 55.1 1.1 0.0 86.4 62.9 30.0 5.3 1.8 
Dr. Charles R. Drew 15.1 too few respondents 43.6 too few respondents 
Dufief    21.5 41.1 55.9 1.3 1.7 98.1 57.1 32.2 5.8 4.8 
East Silver Spring    11.7 too few respondents 68.9 61.0 31.1 5.4 2.5 
Fairland    16.1 too few respondents 94.9 53.6 30.6 9.8 6.0 
Fallsmead    20.9 62.5 37.1 0.4 0.0 91.5 51.6 36.5 8.2 3.6 
Farmland    23.8 42.8 52.0 4.8 0.4 77.9 56.4 35.5 5.8 2.3 
Fields Road    33.3 38.9 56.9 3.8 0.5 91.7 49.9 34.6 9.8 5.7 
Flower Hill    14.7 too few respondents 35.1 too few respondents 
Flower Valley    26.0 62.1 35.5 2.5 0.0 90.4 34.1 45.5 13.5 6.9 
Forest Knolls    22.8 39.5 58.3 0.8 1.4 100.0 61.9 32.8 3.6 1.7 
Fox Chapel    24.9 41.6 57.0 1.4 0.0 93.0 48.7 39.6 8.9 2.9 
Gaithersburg    21.8 41.6 56.0 2.4 0.0 89.2 48.4 38.6 7.9 5.1 
Galway    19.7 39.7 57.5 2.1 0.6 90.9 57.9 33.0 5.9 3.1 
Garrett Park    25.5 34.7 61.3 3.9 0.0 94.2 51.2 39.4 7.8 1.6 
Georgian Forest    18.8 39.3 54.8 4.3 1.6 88.5 55.5 33.6 5.7 5.2 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Guidance continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Germantown    22.0 too few respondents 96.4 37.4 36.4 16.3 9.9 
Glen Haven    14.5 too few respondents 83.8 54.2 32.4 8.1 5.4 
Glenallan    16.1 too few respondents 94.2 64.8 30.1 4.4 0.7 
Goshen    19.3 30.8 56.7 8.1 4.4 91.3 61.4 28.2 7.6 2.8 
Greencastle    11.9 23.8 72.1 4.0 0.0 82.5 56.4 34.0 6.3 3.3 
Greenwood    29.3 46.0 51.7 2.2 0.0 83.3 49.9 35.6 10.1 4.4 
Harmony Hills    14.8 too few respondents 97.0 41.0 38.5 10.3 10.2 
Highland    9.7 43.2 54.1 2.6 0.0 96.0 50.6 38.3 8.3 2.8 
Highland View    23.5 36.2 61.4 1.1 1.4 95.0 45.9 39.4 10.9 3.8 
Jackson Road    17.4 38.4 59.3 2.3 0.0 92.7 55.1 38.3 4.9 1.6 
Jones Lane    25.1 40.2 56.8 1.3 1.6 89.7 65.8 27.7 5.5 0.9 
Kemp Mill    9.8 too few respondents 87.7 55.2 33.2 8.1 3.5 
Kensington Parkwood    29.7 31.3 59.7 8.3 0.7 92.1 56.1 36.4 5.9 1.6 
Lake Seneca    15.1 too few respondents 91.3 52.2 33.7 8.8 5.4 
Lakewood    30.5 39.8 59.0 0.5 0.8 95.4 53.3 40.5 4.8 1.4 
Laytonsville    34.8 48.9 49.1 2.0 0.0 92.2 62.0 29.5 6.0 2.4 
Luxmanor    25.5 45.3 52.3 0.6 1.8 84.8 63.8 27.6 5.3 3.3 
Thurgood Marshall 25.3 29.1 70.1 0.8 0.0 97.2 57.7 32.8 5.7 3.7 
Maryvale    20.8 47.1 51.7 1.2 0.0 56.1 37.9 36.0 12.1 14.0 
Spark M. Matsunaga 24.3 56.2 41.7 2.1 0.0 88.9 59.8 31.7 5.9 2.5 
S. Christa Mcauliffe 14.3 too few respondents 91.8 55.9 33.1 8.0 3.0 
Ronald A. Mcnair 23.6 48.8 47.3 1.1 2.8 93.8 62.0 30.3 5.8 1.9 
Meadow Hall    22.0 too few respondents 89.3 52.7 37.6 5.3 4.4 
Mill Creek Towne    21.0 too few respondents 94.3 55.2 34.8 7.0 3.0 
Monocacy    24.2 39.1 56.9 3.7 0.3 95.6 67.1 25.8 5.7 1.4 
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Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Montgomery Knolls    20.1 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
New Hampshire  Estates    14.7 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
North Chevy Chase    7.1 too few respondents 92.4 52.3 33.4 9.4 4.9 
Oak View    16.5 47.3 52.0 0.7 0.0 93.8 60.5 30.0 6.1 3.4 
Oakland Terrace    24.2 33.5 53.4 8.9 4.2 93.2 49.8 40.0 7.9 2.2 
Olney    26.3 30.0 63.8 4.7 1.5 92.3 53.5 37.1 7.1 2.4 
William Tyler Page 21.1 too few respondents 88.5 60.7 31.2 6.0 2.1 
Pine Crest    17.3 too few respondents 91.2 53.0 34.8 7.0 5.2 
Piney Branch    14.7 too few respondents 86.6 43.0 39.4 13.4 4.2 
Poolesville    26.9 42.1 54.3 2.9 0.8 100.0 57.7 37.2 4.1 1.0 
Potomac    25.2 33.1 64.2 2.8 0.0 100.0 53.4 39.4 5.4 1.9 
Judith A. Resnik 14.9 too few respondents 88.9 51.8 33.5 9.1 5.6 
Dr. Sally K. Ride 19.3 37.0 62.5 0.5 0.0 86.6 56.1 31.8 7.6 4.5 
Ritchie Park    29.9 34.3 63.7 0.0 1.9 91.3 62.0 32.8 4.6 0.6 
Rock Creek Forest    24.3 33.9 60.9 4.4 0.9 93.9 61.5 31.0 5.2 2.3 
Rock Creek Valley    18.4 too few respondents 98.0 59.3 34.0 5.9 0.8 
Rock View    17.3 43.0 55.8 1.3 0.0 95.0 54.3 31.4 10.2 4.0 
Lois P. Rockwell 29.0 38.7 57.5 2.7 1.0 97.2 67.6 25.2 4.3 2.9 
Rolling Terrace    14.5 too few respondents 94.7 48.2 37.8 9.9 4.2 
Rosemary Hills    29.4 49.9 47.9 2.2 0.0 n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Rosemont    19.7 too few respondents 45.9 too few respondents 
Sequoyah    17.3 too few respondents 93.1 53.2 38.4 6.6 1.9 
Seven Locks    28.6 54.3 44.3 1.4 0.0 100.0 49.0 40.2 9.1 1.6 
Sherwood    30.3 43.8 55.4 0.8 0.0 92.2 48.1 35.8 10.1 6.0 
Sligo Creek    21.1 42.0 56.1 2.0 0.0 95.0 53.0 33.5 8.5 4.9 
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Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 
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Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 
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Rate 
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Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Somerset    28.4 51.4 46.0 2.6 0.0 87.6 50.6 42.1 4.9 2.4 
South Lake    19.0 too few respondents 90.8 56.8 31.2 7.1 4.9 
Stedwick    21.5 49.8 48.8 1.5 0.0 90.0 46.1 39.9 10.1 3.9 
Stone Mill    32.7 23.1 75.4 1.5 0.0 99.6 59.0 33.4 4.9 2.6 
Stonegate    19.7 too few respondents 80.5 48.4 42.7 6.4 2.6 
Strathmore    13.4 too few respondents 93.8 53.1 33.3 8.8 4.8 
Strawberry Knoll    23.5 38.8 60.4 0.8 0.0 73.3 52.5 32.1 6.3 9.0 
Summit Hall    12.3 too few respondents 70.7 39.1 41.9 13.7 5.3 
Takoma Park    12.2 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Travilah    34.0 34.3 62.9 2.8 0.0 97.7 55.8 35.9 6.6 1.7 
Twinbrook    25.3 36.8 59.0 2.9 1.3 100.0 49.9 32.0 11.7 6.4 
Viers Mill    34.5 48.4 50.6 1.0 0.0 80.9 53.4 33.7 8.2 4.7 
Washington Grove    24.0 37.5 58.7 3.8 0.0 76.9 53.2 34.9 7.6 4.3 
Waters Landing    30.1 37.6 57.9 2.9 1.6 93.4 61.9 29.5 6.0 2.6 
Watkins Mill    20.3 25.9 69.9 4.2 0.0 90.6 61.8 29.2 7.1 1.9 
Wayside    30.0 52.1 46.7 1.1 0.0 93.5 66.9 29.7 2.3 1.1 
Weller Road    12.1 42.4 57.2 0.4 0.0 46.6 too few respondents 
Westbrook    38.5 62.9 32.9 2.4 1.9 95.8 67.3 27.4 4.2 1.1 
Westover    26.1 40.0 54.7 2.0 3.3 94.7 45.7 35.1 15.1 4.1 
Wheaton Woods    16.2 33.7 65.5 0.9 0.0 79.8 55.3 31.0 9.8 4.0 
Whetstone    14.5 33.9 66.1 0.0 0.0 91.0 55.6 32.9 7.7 3.8 
Wood Acres    27.1 55.5 42.2 1.0 1.3 93.1 52.0 41.5 4.8 1.8 
Woodfield    42.9 27.5 70.7 1.1 0.7 92.2 59.4 34.9 4.2 1.6 
Woodlin    20.2 55.4 42.3 2.3 0.0 89.2 51.6 34.0 10.6 3.9 
Wyngate    39.4 42.4 52.6 2.1 2.9 99.4 59.1 32.5 5.7 2.7 
Districtwide Elementary Schools 22.5 41.2 56.0 2.2 0.6 88.3 54.6 34.6 7.3 3.5 
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Ashburton    28.1 39.7 52.5 5.4 2.4 91.0 33.1 36.5 20.9 9.5 
Bannockburn    31.4 62.5 36.1 1.3 0.2 97.7 43.1 37.7 13.1 6.0 
Lucy V. Barnsley 23.8 30.1 59.5 9.0 1.4 99.5 34.4 40.0 18.3 7.3 
Beall    20.9 30.4 62.0 6.5 1.1 91.8 36.3 37.6 19.1 7.0 
Bel Pre    18.3 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Bells Mill    21.9 54.6 43.4 1.6 0.5 89.5 31.2 36.7 17.9 14.2 
Belmont    20.8 38.7 56.7 4.6 0.0 71.5 33.6 40.8 20.5 5.1 
Bethesda    29.8 55.2 41.4 1.5 1.9 100.0 46.4 41.9 9.9 1.8 
Beverly Farms    28.8 33.5 61.3 4.7 0.6 96.1 43.5 39.3 13.2 4.0 
Bradley Hills    35.2 36.8 57.2 5.5 0.4 66.5 38.1 40.8 15.1 6.0 
Broad Acres    18.8 too few respondents 83.4 39.1 27.8 20.7 12.4 
Brooke Grove    24.1 43.6 52.2 3.8 0.5 94.9 40.4 38.4 13.9 7.3 
Brookhaven    55.1 39.0 55.4 5.1 0.5 50.0 34.3 33.7 21.5 10.4 
Brown Station    14.9 too few respondents 91.9 35.7 32.6 22.8 8.9 
Burning Tree    31.1 25.3 67.6 5.9 1.2 93.3 36.7 40.7 15.8 6.8 
Burnt Mills    12.2 26.8 65.3 6.4 1.5 46.3 too few respondents 
Burtonsville    17.5 21.4 62.9 14.0 1.6 90.6 38.6 23.0 22.2 16.2 
Candlewood    26.7 36.7 56.8 5.4 1.0 95.3 31.9 34.8 21.7 11.6 
Cannon Road    26.3 32.8 60.6 6.0 0.6 94.8 38.9 23.7 17.5 19.9 
Carderock Springs    29.9 22.4 66.9 9.9 0.8 76.6 42.8 36.4 17.5 3.3 
Rachel Carson 26.0 32.4 59.8 6.6 1.1 89.5 33.6 36.7 19.1 10.7 
Cashell    32.1 30.2 61.5 7.6 0.8 85.7 42.6 36.0 16.9 4.5 
Cedar Grove    20.0 28.9 67.6 3.5 0.0 96.2 39.6 37.6 15.8 7.1 
Chevy Chase    29.4 43.5 51.6 4.6 0.3 100.0 41.6 40.3 13.9 4.1 
Clarksburg    26.5 31.0 59.5 7.5 2.0 89.3 51.3 29.3 14.8 4.6 
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Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 
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Rate 
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Positive Positive Negative More 
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Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 
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Clearspring    22.7 33.1 55.2 7.6 4.1 90.1 37.0 38.1 17.7 7.2 
Clopper Mill    17.8 too few respondents 80.6 29.5 21.9 25.9 22.7 
Cloverly    28.8 35.2 60.8 3.5 0.4 93.7 41.8 38.6 15.2 4.4 
Cold Spring    25.8 42.8 51.3 5.1 0.9 89.9 43.3 37.8 14.5 4.4 
College Gardens    20.6 23.3 60.3 13.0 3.4 89.7 33.9 30.7 22.7 12.7 
Cresthaven    18.3 38.6 57.2 2.9 1.3 65.3 44.1 34.7 13.7 7.6 
Capt. James E. Daly 14.0 26.1 57.5 11.9 4.4 82.4 30.1 32.5 22.4 15.1 
Damascus    16.0 too few respondents 97.5 37.8 37.1 17.4 7.7 
Darnestown    25.1 54.4 42.1 3.6 0.0 97.9 50.8 38.6 8.2 2.4 
Diamond    25.1 23.7 65.1 10.2 1.0 86.4 41.8 35.5 16.3 6.4 
Dr. Charles R. Drew 15.1 too few respondents 43.6 too few respondents 
Dufief    21.5 40.5 54.5 4.3 0.7 98.1 34.4 38.4 17.7 9.5 
East Silver Spring    11.7 too few respondents 68.9 44.8 28.9 16.2 10.1 
Fairland    16.1 too few respondents 94.9 33.3 27.9 18.8 20.0 
Fallsmead    20.9 43.2 51.4 5.1 0.3 91.5 35.1 37.3 19.6 8.0 
Farmland    23.8 35.7 56.6 6.6 1.0 77.9 45.1 38.5 12.8 3.5 
Fields Road    33.3 28.3 58.5 11.8 1.5 91.7 32.9 26.3 20.7 20.1 
Flower Hill    14.7 too few respondents 35.1 too few respondents 
Flower Valley    26.0 45.3 45.2 9.1 0.3 90.4 32.8 38.6 20.4 8.3 
Forest Knolls    22.8 32.4 60.1 4.9 2.7 100.0 41.6 35.7 16.6 6.1 
Fox Chapel    24.9 38.8 58.4 2.2 0.6 93.0 34.6 34.7 20.7 10.0 
Gaithersburg    21.8 40.3 54.6 4.3 0.8 89.2 33.9 34.2 19.4 12.5 
Galway    19.7 33.0 53.8 11.0 2.2 90.9 35.2 30.7 20.0 14.1 
Garrett Park    25.5 34.5 57.1 7.1 1.3 94.2 37.4 42.1 17.1 3.4 
Georgian Forest    18.8 31.5 61.6 4.8 2.1 88.5 37.4 36.4 14.9 11.3 
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Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
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Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Germantown    22.0 too few respondents 96.4 27.4 27.2 23.1 22.2 
Glen Haven    14.5 too few respondents 83.8 28.7 26.0 22.2 23.1 
Glenallan    16.1 too few respondents 94.2 40.9 35.8 15.7 7.6 
Goshen    19.3 24.9 56.4 12.8 5.9 91.3 34.3 29.1 21.4 15.3 
Greencastle    11.9 24.4 64.1 8.7 2.7 82.5 32.5 27.0 23.4 17.0 
Greenwood    29.3 24.3 68.6 6.8 0.4 83.3 35.4 33.5 18.9 12.1 
Harmony Hills    14.8 too few respondents 97.0 28.9 22.3 22.5 26.3 
Highland    9.7 38.5 55.8 5.7 0.0 96.0 33.2 38.7 21.0 7.2 
Highland View    23.5 40.5 55.2 3.5 0.9 95.0 30.0 29.9 24.4 15.6 
Jackson Road    17.4 28.5 65.3 5.5 0.7 92.7 34.5 39.6 18.0 7.9 
Jones Lane    25.1 34.7 57.8 7.3 0.2 89.7 39.6 36.9 18.1 5.4 
Kemp Mill    9.8 too few respondents 87.7 38.6 30.7 20.2 10.5 
Kensington Parkwood    29.7 19.6 62.5 14.2 3.7 92.1 34.1 41.2 18.4 6.3 
Lake Seneca    15.1 too few respondents 91.3 36.0 26.6 22.1 15.4 
Lakewood    30.5 38.0 57.9 3.5 0.6 95.4 40.0 44.5 12.3 3.2 
Laytonsville    34.8 37.9 56.0 5.6 0.6 92.2 41.6 34.8 16.2 7.4 
Luxmanor    25.5 25.5 63.8 10.2 0.5 84.8 48.2 29.1 15.9 6.8 
Thurgood Marshall 25.3 24.1 69.4 6.4 0.2 97.2 38.4 33.8 17.7 10.0 
Maryvale    20.8 35.3 59.5 4.2 1.0 56.1 29.7 27.6 18.7 24.0 
Spark M. Matsunaga 24.3 36.8 55.8 6.0 1.4 88.9 49.7 37.0 9.8 3.5 
S. Christa Mcauliffe 14.3 too few respondents 91.8 35.7 27.9 24.2 12.2 
Ronald A. Mcnair 23.6 43.0 51.1 5.3 0.6 93.8 42.2 27.0 18.7 12.1 
Meadow Hall    22.0 too few respondents 89.3 37.9 28.8 21.5 11.8 
Mill Creek Towne    21.0 too few respondents 94.3 42.9 34.5 13.4 9.3 
Monocacy    24.2 39.8 54.0 5.2 1.0 95.6 49.3 29.3 14.7 6.7 
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Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Montgomery Knolls    20.1 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
New Hampshire  Estates    14.7 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
North Chevy Chase    7.1 too few respondents 92.4 35.1 35.6 21.9 7.5 
Oak View    16.5 41.9 52.0 4.4 1.7 93.8 41.8 31.2 15.3 11.7 
Oakland Terrace    24.2 24.3 55.1 14.5 6.1 93.2 40.0 34.8 18.7 6.5 
Olney    26.3 40.0 55.9 3.4 0.7 92.3 39.1 36.2 17.3 7.4 
William Tyler Page 21.1 too few respondents 88.5 38.2 34.7 17.5 9.6 
Pine Crest    17.3 too few respondents 91.2 40.2 32.7 17.7 9.5 
Piney Branch    14.7 too few respondents 86.6 31.6 29.1 21.2 18.2 
Poolesville    26.9 24.6 58.2 14.3 3.0 100.0 37.0 39.2 18.4 5.4 
Potomac    25.2 35.3 58.8 5.9 0.0 100.0 36.7 41.1 17.5 4.7 
Judith A. Resnik 14.9 too few respondents 88.9 36.8 31.1 20.1 12.0 
Dr. Sally K. Ride 19.3 38.6 54.0 6.7 0.7 86.6 37.4 27.9 21.5 13.2 
Ritchie Park    29.9 33.8 63.5 2.3 0.4 91.3 47.0 40.5 10.6 1.8 
Rock Creek Forest    24.3 36.2 55.2 5.9 2.7 93.9 37.9 32.0 19.3 10.7 
Rock Creek Valley    18.4 too few respondents 98.0 39.9 35.3 18.4 6.3 
Rock View    17.3 44.3 51.1 2.3 2.4 95.0 35.4 35.7 18.4 10.6 
Lois P. Rockwell 29.0 30.5 60.7 8.5 0.3 97.2 48.8 31.4 13.5 6.3 
Rolling Terrace    14.5 too few respondents 94.7 31.6 32.6 23.4 12.3 
Rosemary Hills    29.4 44.4 49.2 5.5 0.9 n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Rosemont    19.7 too few respondents 45.9 too few respondents 
Sequoyah    17.3 too few respondents 93.1 36.5 33.1 22.0 8.4 
Seven Locks    28.6 54.4 43.1 2.6 0.0 100.0 35.6 41.0 18.0 5.4 
Sherwood    30.3 37.4 56.2 5.5 0.9 92.2 31.5 29.1 21.3 18.0 
Sligo Creek    21.1 38.4 54.7 5.8 1.2 95.0 34.3 34.4 19.5 11.9 
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Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Somerset    28.4 42.3 49.2 7.5 1.0 87.6 37.0 38.5 18.3 6.2 
South Lake    19.0 too few respondents 90.8 28.5 32.2 22.9 16.3 
Stedwick    21.5 47.6 47.7 3.4 1.4 90.0 26.9 28.8 26.4 17.9 
Stone Mill    32.7 26.2 64.6 8.1 1.2 99.6 41.0 36.8 16.6 5.5 
Stonegate    19.7 too few respondents 80.5 34.6 43.2 15.6 6.6 
Strathmore    13.4 too few respondents 93.8 35.2 30.1 20.1 14.5 
Strawberry Knoll    23.5 40.9 54.4 3.9 0.8 73.3 33.2 27.5 20.5 18.8 
Summit Hall    12.3 too few respondents 70.7 34.3 33.6 21.0 11.1 
Takoma Park    12.2 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Travilah    34.0 41.4 55.0 3.0 0.6 97.7 43.8 38.0 14.0 4.3 
Twinbrook    25.3 34.5 57.2 7.3 1.1 100.0 33.8 26.4 21.1 18.7 
Viers Mill    34.5 38.3 51.9 9.2 0.6 80.9 34.3 28.9 21.0 15.8 
Washington Grove    24.0 33.0 55.0 9.7 2.4 76.9 38.7 32.9 18.5 9.9 
Waters Landing    30.1 29.2 58.7 10.8 1.2 93.4 40.6 30.5 15.8 13.1 
Watkins Mill    20.3 25.0 63.2 9.8 2.1 90.6 40.6 30.5 20.2 8.7 
Wayside    30.0 44.1 51.3 3.9 0.7 93.5 45.4 39.2 11.7 3.7 
Weller Road    12.1 33.5 61.1 5.4 0.0 46.6 too few respondents 
Westbrook    38.5 55.7 39.6 3.6 1.1 95.8 50.6 39.3 9.2 0.9 
Westover    26.1 33.6 59.2 6.3 0.9 94.7 34.8 29.6 23.7 12.0 
Wheaton Woods    16.2 36.1 59.7 4.3 0.0 79.8 39.0 28.8 20.6 11.6 
Whetstone    14.5 32.9 60.6 5.9 0.7 91.0 34.4 29.1 22.2 14.2 
Wood Acres    27.1 45.3 50.8 3.1 0.8 93.1 40.2 44.7 13.1 2.0 
Woodfield    42.9 29.6 62.4 6.9 1.0 92.2 44.5 36.3 13.7 5.5 
Woodlin    20.2 53.3 41.4 4.5 0.8 89.2 35.7 33.3 22.1 8.9 
Wyngate    39.4 36.5 54.7 6.7 2.1 99.4 41.8 40.2 13.1 4.9 
Districtwide Elementary Schools 22.5 36.7 56.1 6.1 1.2 88.3 37.6 34.0 18.3 10.1 
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Ashburton    28.1 40.6 53.3 3.7 2.4 91.0 20.8 32.6 26.7 20.0 
Bannockburn    31.4 38.2 52.8 6.8 2.2 97.7 31.0 38.8 20.0 10.2 
Lucy V. Barnsley 23.8 38.2 51.0 7.9 2.9 99.5 26.3 43.3 20.9 9.4 
Beall    20.9 28.9 63.0 6.3 1.8 91.8 34.1 43.6 16.3 6.0 
Bel Pre    18.3 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Bells Mill    21.9 59.6 36.3 4.1 0.0 89.5 16.9 37.7 22.3 23.1 
Belmont    20.8 36.1 52.7 7.0 4.2 71.5 17.9 44.5 24.6 12.9 
Bethesda    29.8 42.2 46.5 8.2 3.2 100.0 36.1 41.9 15.2 6.8 
Beverly Farms    28.8 23.3 65.3 7.4 3.9 96.1 32.6 41.9 18.5 7.0 
Bradley Hills    35.2 25.3 55.8 16.0 2.9 66.5 27.1 40.9 22.5 9.5 
Broad Acres    18.8 too few respondents 83.4 28.3 27.4 22.6 21.7 
Brooke Grove    24.1 48.5 46.5 4.3 0.7 94.9 32.5 44.2 14.4 8.8 
Brookhaven    55.1 35.5 58.1 4.8 1.6 50.0 28.6 40.8 22.5 8.1 
Brown Station    14.9 too few respondents 91.9 32.2 34.9 21.6 11.3 
Burning Tree    31.1 19.5 66.7 10.2 3.5 93.3 27.0 42.4 19.7 10.9 
Burnt Mills    12.2 20.0 63.6 15.4 1.0 46.3 too few respondents 
Burtonsville    17.5 21.6 71.0 6.9 0.5 90.6 28.9 31.8 22.9 16.3 
Candlewood    26.7 25.5 61.0 10.9 2.6 95.3 27.4 43.3 19.5 9.7 
Cannon Road    26.3 25.8 60.8 10.1 3.3 94.8 29.0 25.7 18.0 27.4 
Carderock Springs    29.9 12.9 66.9 14.2 5.9 76.6 45.2 39.4 11.6 3.7 
Rachel Carson 26.0 28.4 58.5 10.2 3.0 89.5 25.3 37.6 22.7 14.4 
Cashell    32.1 28.3 58.9 9.9 2.9 85.7 30.9 42.4 17.8 8.9 
Cedar Grove    20.0 16.3 74.1 8.3 1.2 96.2 28.1 39.8 21.1 10.9 
Chevy Chase    29.4 56.3 38.3 5.4 0.0 100.0 39.3 44.1 13.3 3.3 
Clarksburg    26.5 23.5 65.7 7.4 3.3 89.3 47.3 31.2 15.6 5.9 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Physical Environment continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Clearspring    22.7 31.2 61.2 5.9 1.7 90.1 26.6 37.7 24.7 11.0 
Clopper Mill    17.8 too few respondents 80.6 20.1 25.6 28.0 26.3 
Cloverly    28.8 41.4 55.2 3.1 0.2 93.7 40.6 40.2 14.0 5.3 
Cold Spring    25.8 41.9 48.2 6.7 3.1 89.9 34.6 39.5 17.5 8.4 
College Gardens    20.6 8.1 62.4 22.8 6.7 89.7 18.9 30.0 27.8 23.4 
Cresthaven    18.3 35.0 54.4 7.0 3.5 65.3 30.4 37.3 22.3 10.0 
Capt. James E. Daly 14.0 23.7 55.7 11.7 8.9 82.4 22.0 32.8 25.9 19.3 
Damascus    16.0 too few respondents 97.5 27.2 40.2 21.4 11.2 
Darnestown    25.1 43.3 51.7 4.6 0.4 97.9 47.6 35.6 11.3 5.5 
Diamond    25.1 10.9 61.1 18.9 9.2 86.4 36.7 39.8 17.8 5.7 
Dr. Charles R. Drew 15.1 too few respondents 43.6 too few respondents 
Dufief    21.5 31.1 59.7 6.3 3.0 98.1 29.8 40.7 19.3 10.3 
East Silver Spring    11.7 too few respondents 68.9 35.3 34.2 17.0 13.6 
Fairland    16.1 too few respondents 94.9 22.2 30.3 23.5 24.1 
Fallsmead    20.9 29.2 50.7 12.3 7.8 91.5 19.1 37.5 27.9 15.5 
Farmland    23.8 21.9 58.3 12.6 7.2 77.9 24.1 37.4 28.2 10.3 
Fields Road    33.3 33.2 59.8 6.0 1.0 91.7 19.6 32.3 25.6 22.5 
Flower Hill    14.7 too few respondents 35.1 too few respondents 
Flower Valley    26.0 46.4 43.1 8.9 1.6 90.4 20.2 40.4 27.2 12.1 
Forest Knolls    22.8 30.0 62.3 6.6 1.1 100.0 34.4 39.4 18.4 7.9 
Fox Chapel    24.9 25.8 58.9 11.4 4.0 93.0 16.5 33.7 26.6 23.1 
Gaithersburg    21.8 40.3 48.5 9.9 1.4 89.2 21.8 33.4 23.6 21.1 
Galway    19.7 20.2 59.6 15.6 4.6 90.9 27.0 35.9 22.0 15.0 
Garrett Park    25.5 22.3 63.4 11.4 2.8 94.2 25.8 46.1 20.3 7.7 
Georgian Forest    18.8 28.0 58.8 10.0 3.2 88.5 24.0 32.1 24.3 19.6 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Physical Environment continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Germantown    22.0 too few respondents 96.4 18.9 31.6 27.5 21.9 
Glen Haven    14.5 too few respondents 83.8 23.7 28.3 27.0 21.1 
Glenallan    16.1 too few respondents 94.2 30.9 35.2 21.5 12.5 
Goshen    19.3 25.6 55.2 11.8 7.4 91.3 29.0 35.9 19.9 15.2 
Greencastle    11.9 24.6 54.8 13.5 7.1 82.5 23.9 37.4 18.7 20.0 
Greenwood    29.3 21.3 65.5 11.8 1.4 83.3 22.4 36.4 26.4 14.7 
Harmony Hills    14.8 too few respondents 97.0 19.3 27.2 24.0 29.4 
Highland    9.7 37.9 53.7 7.7 0.6 96.0 19.7 35.0 31.0 14.3 
Highland View    23.5 35.2 53.5 10.1 1.2 95.0 21.2 33.6 26.2 18.9 
Jackson Road    17.4 31.2 62.3 4.5 2.1 92.7 34.8 39.9 18.4 7.0 
Jones Lane    25.1 34.9 56.1 8.2 0.7 89.7 45.9 34.9 13.2 6.0 
Kemp Mill    9.8 too few respondents 87.7 24.8 34.7 27.5 13.0 
Kensington Parkwood    29.7 19.4 58.7 17.2 4.7 92.1 23.5 33.1 26.4 16.9 
Lake Seneca    15.1 too few respondents 91.3 27.6 32.5 22.6 17.3 
Lakewood    30.5 39.9 57.1 2.6 0.4 95.4 37.4 44.7 15.3 2.5 
Laytonsville    34.8 26.1 60.6 10.9 2.4 92.2 25.7 40.1 22.7 11.6 
Luxmanor    25.5 28.5 59.5 9.5 2.5 84.8 36.5 33.5 15.8 14.3 
Thurgood Marshall 25.3 20.8 68.4 9.3 1.5 97.2 33.3 37.3 19.1 10.3 
Maryvale    20.8 25.1 57.6 14.5 2.8 56.1 16.9 27.1 27.4 28.6 
Spark M. Matsunaga 24.3 28.3 62.9 8.5 0.2 88.9 50.0 38.1 8.7 3.2 
S. Christa Mcauliffe 14.3 too few respondents 91.8 28.1 36.9 20.0 14.9 
Ronald A. Mcnair 23.6 42.5 49.0 7.0 1.5 93.8 30.1 37.9 18.9 13.1 
Meadow Hall    22.0 too few respondents 89.3 34.9 37.8 16.0 11.3 
Mill Creek Towne    21.0 too few respondents 94.3 39.8 37.4 14.8 8.0 
Monocacy    24.2 33.7 58.1 6.7 1.4 95.6 51.1 34.0 9.2 5.7 
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Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Montgomery Knolls    20.1 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
New Hampshire  Estates    14.7 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
North Chevy Chase    7.1 too few respondents 92.4 25.9 37.1 23.0 14.0 
Oak View    16.5 32.5 60.4 6.6 0.5 93.8 32.2 30.3 19.6 17.9 
Oakland Terrace    24.2 22.8 40.9 22.7 13.6 93.2 29.6 39.8 21.6 9.0 
Olney    26.3 48.6 50.0 1.4 0.0 92.3 35.0 41.6 17.3 6.2 
William Tyler Page 21.1 too few respondents 88.5 32.8 35.8 21.0 10.4 
Pine Crest    17.3 too few respondents 91.2 31.3 36.1 18.1 14.5 
Piney Branch    14.7 too few respondents 86.6 22.0 34.2 27.2 16.7 
Poolesville    26.9 15.1 56.3 16.1 12.5 100.0 29.3 42.1 19.5 9.1 
Potomac    25.2 33.4 51.5 11.0 4.0 100.0 25.1 41.8 21.8 11.3 
Judith A. Resnik 14.9 too few respondents 88.9 23.2 35.5 21.9 19.4 
Dr. Sally K. Ride 19.3 44.7 51.9 2.1 1.3 86.6 27.0 34.1 23.0 16.0 
Ritchie Park    29.9 34.8 60.8 3.7 0.7 91.3 38.0 44.3 13.5 4.2 
Rock Creek Forest    24.3 26.4 61.1 6.8 5.6 93.9 25.6 33.2 24.1 17.0 
Rock Creek Valley    18.4 too few respondents 98.0 27.2 41.5 19.4 12.0 
Rock View    17.3 47.1 47.7 5.1 0.0 95.0 22.6 34.9 25.2 17.3 
Lois P. Rockwell 29.0 44.6 48.5 5.7 1.2 97.2 55.4 29.2 11.0 4.4 
Rolling Terrace    14.5 too few respondents 94.7 21.0 34.3 27.5 17.2 
Rosemary Hills    29.4 45.1 50.1 3.8 1.0 n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Rosemont    19.7 too few respondents 45.9 too few respondents 
Sequoyah    17.3 too few respondents 93.1 34.9 41.2 16.9 7.0 
Seven Locks    28.6 52.5 41.3 5.9 0.3 100.0 26.2 42.9 20.8 10.1 
Sherwood    30.3 34.2 58.2 6.6 1.0 92.2 25.9 36.5 23.8 13.7 
Sligo Creek    21.1 39.1 48.6 10.5 1.9 95.0 23.6 33.6 24.3 18.5 
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Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Somerset    28.4 23.2 67.3 8.7 0.8 87.6 27.0 45.6 19.1 8.3 
South Lake    19.0 too few respondents 90.8 23.2 33.9 23.3 19.6 
Stedwick    21.5 39.7 52.1 6.2 2.0 90.0 24.2 36.0 25.0 14.8 
Stone Mill    32.7 20.5 56.3 13.9 9.3 99.6 41.2 39.3 15.1 4.4 
Stonegate    19.7 too few respondents 80.5 23.0 42.2 20.7 14.1 
Strathmore    13.4 too few respondents 93.8 29.0 28.3 22.1 20.6 
Strawberry Knoll    23.5 32.0 59.8 6.8 1.4 73.3 27.8 31.5 20.6 20.1 
Summit Hall    12.3 too few respondents 70.7 19.9 36.1 25.4 18.7 
Takoma Park    12.2 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Travilah    34.0 40.1 54.7 4.1 1.1 97.7 42.0 41.1 12.8 4.1 
Twinbrook    25.3 32.4 55.0 11.6 0.9 100.0 18.0 27.1 30.0 25.0 
Viers Mill    34.5 29.7 55.4 13.0 1.9 80.9 18.0 29.2 25.2 27.6 
Washington Grove    24.0 17.4 61.0 15.3 6.3 76.9 33.1 37.3 17.4 12.3 
Waters Landing    30.1 24.0 65.2 7.9 3.0 93.4 32.8 36.7 16.9 13.6 
Watkins Mill    20.3 25.8 59.5 13.0 1.7 90.6 27.9 34.2 24.5 13.4 
Wayside    30.0 27.6 62.0 8.8 1.6 93.5 36.5 41.4 14.5 7.6 
Weller Road    12.1 25.3 68.2 5.2 1.3 46.6 too few respondents 
Westbrook    38.5 41.7 51.9 5.7 0.7 95.8 39.3 43.2 12.1 5.4 
Westover    26.1 37.3 54.3 6.5 1.9 94.7 32.1 42.7 17.9 7.3 
Wheaton Woods    16.2 34.4 62.8 2.8 0.0 79.8 31.2 31.8 24.6 12.4 
Whetstone    14.5 31.8 56.1 9.3 2.8 91.0 24.1 30.2 26.3 19.4 
Wood Acres    27.1 37.9 54.5 5.9 1.7 93.1 35.1 44.6 16.9 3.4 
Woodfield    42.9 16.6 68.9 11.1 3.4 92.2 26.5 42.7 19.8 11.0 
Woodlin    20.2 40.3 49.1 8.9 1.7 89.2 31.6 32.7 19.8 15.9 
Wyngate    39.4 32.2 53.3 12.4 2.1 99.4 31.5 40.2 18.7 9.6 
Districtwide Elementary Schools 22.5     88.3     
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Satisfaction 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ashburton    28.1 91.0 38.1 40.1 13.4 8.3 
Bannockburn    31.4 97.7 38.2 38.5 15.0 8.2 
Lucy V. Barnsley 23.8 99.5 44.7 40.9 8.6 5.8 
Beall    20.9 91.8 45.9 42.4 8.6 3.1 
Bel Pre    18.3 n/a K-2 students are not surveyed 
Bells Mill    21.9 89.5 36.1 37.3 15.2 11.4 
Belmont    20.8 71.5 36.6 46.6 11.4 5.4 
Bethesda    29.8 100.0 49.1 39.8 7.4 3.7 
Beverly Farms    28.8 96.1 46.6 41.8 8.2 3.4 
Bradley Hills    35.2 66.5 46.5 40.7 6.4 6.4 
Broad Acres    18.8 83.4 47.6 32.2 11.2 9.1 
Brooke Grove    24.1 94.9 51.4 35.5 7.9 5.2 
Brookhaven    55.1 50.0 55.4 32.9 6.6 5.0 
Brown Station    14.9 91.9 51.3 38.1 7.0 3.6 
Burning Tree    31.1 93.3 43.0 41.9 8.5 6.6 
Burnt Mills    12.2 46.3 too few respondents 
Burtonsville    17.5 90.6 45.2 35.5 10.5 8.7 
Candlewood    26.7 95.3 38.4 45.1 8.6 8.0 
Cannon Road    26.3 94.8 51.7 26.8 8.6 12.9 
Carderock Springs    29.9 76.6 57.6 35.3 5.9 1.2 
Rachel Carson 26.0 89.5 41.7 40.0 11.3 7.1 
Cashell    32.1 85.7 51.5 35.8 9.3 3.4 
Cedar Grove    20.0 96.2 48.6 36.2 10.7 4.6 
Chevy Chase    29.4 100.0 47.2 38.0 10.9 3.9 
Clarksburg    26.5 

Broad Area not included 
on parent surveys. 

89.3 55.4 31.3 8.3 5.0 
continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Satisfaction continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Clearspring    22.7 90.1 44.6 42.2 8.1 5.0 
Clopper Mill    17.8 80.6 30.3 35.7 20.8 13.2 
Cloverly    28.8 93.7 53.7 34.7 7.8 3.9 
Cold Spring    25.8 89.9 61.7 31.5 5.6 1.1 
College Gardens    20.6 89.7 36.4 43.8 10.8 9.0 
Cresthaven    18.3 65.3 52.7 37.2 7.2 2.8 
Capt. James E. Daly 14.0 82.4 39.5 39.1 11.0 10.4 
Damascus    16.0 97.5 41.1 40.2 11.8 6.9 
Darnestown    25.1 97.9 53.8 35.4 6.8 4.0 
Diamond    25.1 86.4 48.2 37.8 9.1 4.9 
Dr. Charles R. Drew 15.1 43.6 too few respondents 
Dufief    21.5 98.1 40.8 40.5 10.7 8.0 
East Silver Spring    11.7 68.9 63.2 26.9 5.0 5.0 
Fairland    16.1 94.9 40.7 32.8 12.5 14.0 
Fallsmead    20.9 91.5 39.2 40.2 14.0 6.6 
Farmland    23.8 77.9 48.1 40.0 9.1 2.9 
Fields Road    33.3 91.7 34.1 37.7 13.5 14.7 
Flower Hill    14.7 35.1 too few respondents 
Flower Valley    26.0 90.4 37.3 43.9 13.0 5.7 
Forest Knolls    22.8 100.0 50.2 37.4 7.0 5.4 
Fox Chapel    24.9 93.0 42.2 41.7 10.2 5.8 
Gaithersburg    21.8 89.2 47.1 37.3 8.3 7.3 
Galway    19.7 90.9 47.6 39.7 7.7 5.0 
Garrett Park    25.5 94.2 45.1 44.6 7.3 3.0 
Georgian Forest    18.8 

Broad Area not included 
on parent surveys. 

88.5 55.4 33.3 6.0 5.4 
continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Satisfaction continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Germantown    22.0 96.4 32.8 42.5 14.0 10.7 
Glen Haven    14.5 83.8 41.3 31.3 17.1 10.2 
Glenallan    16.1 94.2 59.9 35.1 3.8 1.2 
Goshen    19.3 91.3 40.6 34.6 12.7 12.1 
Greencastle    11.9 82.5 46.8 39.5 7.4 6.3 
Greenwood    29.3 83.3 46.2 37.9 9.2 6.7 
Harmony Hills    14.8 97.0 34.6 32.6 15.6 17.2 
Highland    9.7 96.0 46.4 42.9 7.0 3.7 
Highland View    23.5 95.0 44.3 41.5 10.6 3.5 
Jackson Road    17.4 92.7 45.0 42.1 9.8 3.1 
Jones Lane    25.1 89.7 52.9 35.5 7.3 4.3 
Kemp Mill    9.8 87.7 46.7 37.8 10.5 5.0 
Kensington Parkwood    29.7 92.1 42.8 40.4 11.3 5.5 
Lake Seneca    15.1 91.3 46.0 36.5 8.8 8.8 
Lakewood    30.5 95.4 46.1 41.7 9.5 2.7 
Laytonsville    34.8 92.2 44.0 37.0 13.0 6.1 
Luxmanor    25.5 84.8 47.9 35.5 9.7 7.0 
Thurgood Marshall 25.3 97.2 50.5 36.2 7.6 5.8 
Maryvale    20.8 56.1 35.6 36.0 12.6 15.8 
Spark M. Matsunaga 24.3 88.9 59.6 32.7 4.9 2.9 
S. Christa Mcauliffe 14.3 91.8 43.9 35.2 11.8 9.1 
Ronald A. Mcnair 23.6 93.8 50.1 36.5 8.6 4.8 
Meadow Hall    22.0 89.3 46.0 34.0 12.4 7.6 
Mill Creek Towne    21.0 94.3 53.8 34.3 8.1 3.8 
Monocacy    24.2 

Broad Area not included 
on parent surveys. 

95.6 58.9 31.8 6.6 2.7 
continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Satisfaction continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate More Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Montgomery Knolls    20.1 n/a K-2 students are not surveyed 
New Hampshire  Estates    14.7 n/a K-2 students are not surveyed 
North Chevy Chase    7.1 92.4 39.4 42.5 10.4 7.7 
Oak View    16.5 93.8 51.4 32.3 9.1 7.2 
Oakland Terrace    24.2 93.2 49.4 40.0 8.3 2.3 
Olney    26.3 92.3 47.7 37.8 9.3 5.2 
William Tyler Page 21.1 88.5 55.0 32.5 7.0 5.6 
Pine Crest    17.3 91.2 48.0 37.7 7.7 6.6 
Piney Branch    14.7 86.6 37.7 43.0 13.4 5.9 
Poolesville    26.9 100.0 48.3 40.7 8.4 2.6 
Potomac    25.2 100.0 42.6 42.9 9.9 4.5 
Judith A. Resnik 14.9 88.9 38.4 40.9 13.0 7.8 
Dr. Sally K. Ride 19.3 86.6 50.7 32.2 9.3 7.9 
Ritchie Park    29.9 91.3 51.9 39.4 8.4 0.3 
Rock Creek Forest    24.3 93.9 49.3 36.5 8.9 5.3 
Rock Creek Valley    18.4 98.0 48.4 43.9 4.6 3.2 
Rock View    17.3 95.0 49.1 34.5 10.6 5.7 
Lois P. Rockwell 29.0 97.2 63.4 26.7 6.3 3.6 
Rolling Terrace    14.5 94.7 45.0 40.8 9.8 4.5 
Rosemary Hills    29.4 n/a K-2 students are not surveyed 
Rosemont    19.7 45.9 too few respondents 
Sequoyah    17.3 93.1 50.4 38.3 8.2 3.1 
Seven Locks    28.6 100.0 43.9 45.2 6.6 4.3 
Sherwood    30.3 92.2 35.3 38.6 14.6 11.5 
Sligo Creek    21.1 

Broad Area not included 
on parent surveys. 

95.0 38.7 41.1 11.6 8.5 
continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Satisfaction continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Somerset    28.4 87.6 40.2 42.7 12.2 4.8 
South Lake    19.0 90.8 41.0 40.0 13.0 5.9 
Stedwick    21.5 90.0 38.7 40.3 14.4 6.6 
Stone Mill    32.7 99.6 48.6 36.1 10.5 4.8 
Stonegate    19.7 80.5 43.4 40.9 10.5 5.1 
Strathmore    13.4 93.8 49.6 33.6 9.8 7.0 
Strawberry Knoll    23.5 73.3 41.3 33.0 13.1 12.6 
Summit Hall    12.3 70.7 39.1 42.1 10.9 7.9 
Takoma Park    12.2 n/a K-2 students are not surveyed 
Travilah    34.0 97.7 49.2 36.7 11.1 3.0 
Twinbrook    25.3 100.0 40.0 35.7 14.8 9.5 
Viers Mill    34.5 80.9 43.4 35.8 10.8 10.0 
Washington Grove    24.0 76.9 43.9 38.1 9.8 8.2 
Waters Landing    30.1 93.4 53.4 35.0 7.0 4.6 
Watkins Mill    20.3 90.6 50.4 36.1 9.8 3.7 
Wayside    30.0 93.5 52.8 36.7 7.2 3.3 
Weller Road    12.1 46.6 too few respondents 
Westbrook    38.5 95.8 54.5 35.3 6.6 3.7 
Westover    26.1 94.7 44.9 39.3 11.6 4.1 
Wheaton Woods    16.2 79.8 52.1 31.4 10.2 6.3 
Whetstone    14.5 91.0 47.9 36.2 7.8 8.1 
Wood Acres    27.1 93.1 46.4 41.3 9.9 2.4 
Woodfield    42.9 92.2 48.3 40.0 7.8 3.9 
Woodlin    20.2 89.2 44.4 36.8 9.9 8.9 
Wyngate    39.4 

Broad Area not included 
on parent surveys. 

99.4 49.3 36.5 8.2 6.0 
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Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ashburton    28.1 73.3 19.2 6.5 1.0 91.0 39.7 35.5 16.1 8.7 
Bannockburn    31.4 70.6 25.1 3.8 0.5 97.7 46.5 35.9 11.0 6.6 
Lucy V. Barnsley 23.8 83.8 10.0 4.6 1.7 99.5 37.6 38.2 18.7 5.5 
Beall    20.9 68.8 25.0 3.3 2.9 91.8 45.8 33.6 14.9 5.8 
Bel Pre    18.3 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Bells Mill    21.9 84.5 12.9 2.6 0.0 89.5 42.4 35.2 12.3 10.1 
Belmont    20.8 65.0 25.6 6.1 3.3 71.5 46.8 39.2 8.4 5.6 
Bethesda    29.8 72.7 22.6 1.2 3.6 100.0 50.9 33.6 11.1 4.4 
Beverly Farms    28.8 74.1 20.8 3.3 1.8 96.1 46.2 37.4 12.2 4.2 
Bradley Hills    35.2 69.3 25.7 4.1 1.0 66.5 44.3 36.7 12.4 6.5 
Broad Acres    18.8 too few respondents 83.4 46.7 28.3 16.3 8.8 
Brooke Grove    24.1 69.0 23.9 3.8 3.2 94.9 45.5 36.8 11.8 5.9 
Brookhaven    55.1 53.9 28.3 11.4 6.3 50.0 48.1 33.7 14.1 4.1 
Brown Station    14.9 too few respondents 91.9 41.7 33.6 16.7 8.1 
Burning Tree    31.1 78.0 19.8 2.2 0.0 93.3 48.3 37.4 9.9 4.3 
Burnt Mills    12.2 51.1 26.9 16.3 5.7 46.3 too few respondents 
Burtonsville    17.5 67.2 25.1 6.1 1.6 90.6 48.2 26.6 13.4 11.8 
Candlewood    26.7 75.8 21.2 2.5 0.4 95.3 44.6 34.9 13.0 7.4 
Cannon Road    26.3 56.0 27.7 7.1 9.2 94.8 55.2 24.6 11.0 9.3 
Carderock Springs    29.9 66.0 29.0 4.0 1.0 76.6 53.3 34.3 9.4 3.0 
Rachel Carson 26.0 71.0 20.7 6.0 2.3 89.5 44.6 33.5 14.0 7.8 
Cashell    32.1 75.2 20.3 3.9 0.6 85.7 55.7 31.4 8.5 4.3 
Cedar Grove    20.0 76.3 20.3 3.0 0.5 96.2 52.5 29.1 11.9 6.6 
Chevy Chase    29.4 75.9 17.5 5.2 1.4 100.0 44.9 37.4 11.6 6.1 
Clarksburg    26.5 72.8 20.8 5.4 1.0 89.3 56.0 27.3 10.3 6.5 

continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Partnerships continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Clearspring    22.7 65.9 23.5 7.6 3.0 90.1 49.9 33.6 11.4 5.1 
Clopper Mill    17.8 too few respondents 80.6 41.0 31.0 14.4 13.6 
Cloverly    28.8 76.1 20.2 3.3 0.4 93.7 53.9 33.8 8.7 3.7 
Cold Spring    25.8 77.4 19.4 2.4 0.8 89.9 52.9 34.2 9.3 3.6 
College Gardens    20.6 64.0 32.0 2.9 1.2 89.7 50.6 33.0 10.0 6.4 
Cresthaven    18.3 50.0 33.2 5.9 10.9 65.3 46.0 29.4 15.7 8.9 
Capt. James E. Daly 14.0 68.0 23.5 6.7 1.8 82.4 47.3 29.9 15.2 7.6 
Damascus    16.0 too few respondents 97.5 45.4 36.5 12.5 5.7 
Darnestown    25.1 79.5 18.4 0.5 1.5 97.9 60.5 27.9 8.4 3.2 
Diamond    25.1 79.1 15.5 4.1 1.3 86.4 53.1 26.8 12.2 7.9 
Dr. Charles R. Drew 15.1 too few respondents 43.6 too few respondents 
Dufief    21.5 76.3 20.5 2.1 1.1 98.1 48.2 34.3 11.8 5.6 
East Silver Spring    11.7 too few respondents 68.9 54.2 28.4 11.3 6.1 
Fairland    16.1 too few respondents 94.9 49.0 27.6 11.7 11.7 
Fallsmead    20.9 75.0 20.8 3.3 0.8 91.5 45.8 33.6 13.3 7.3 
Farmland    23.8 61.0 28.7 8.1 2.2 77.9 45.3 31.8 14.5 8.3 
Fields Road    33.3 69.4 22.0 6.0 2.6 91.7 44.4 28.6 15.6 11.3 
Flower Hill    14.7 too few respondents 35.1 too few respondents 
Flower Valley    26.0 62.3 27.9 6.9 2.9 90.4 41.8 35.8 14.7 7.8 
Forest Knolls    22.8 61.9 32.8 4.4 0.9 100.0 47.1 32.6 13.3 7.1 
Fox Chapel    24.9 60.6 27.3 8.4 3.6 93.0 42.0 32.9 17.4 7.8 
Gaithersburg    21.8 51.2 34.9 11.0 2.8 89.2 43.6 32.2 14.8 9.4 
Galway    19.7 65.2 22.8 6.5 5.4 90.9 48.8 28.3 14.9 8.1 
Garrett Park    25.5 68.9 27.5 2.9 0.8 94.2 45.1 36.1 13.5 5.3 
Georgian Forest    18.8 41.3 38.6 11.4 8.7 88.5 47.4 32.1 11.8 8.8 

continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Partnerships continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Germantown    22.0 too few respondents 96.4 39.8 33.0 17.9 9.3 
Glen Haven    14.5 too few respondents 83.8 44.3 25.8 16.3 13.6 
Glenallan    16.1 too few respondents 94.2 51.5 30.1 12.6 5.7 
Goshen    19.3 69.7 18.4 7.9 3.9 91.3 48.4 28.1 13.8 9.7 
Greencastle    11.9 59.0 26.5 8.4 6.1 82.5 45.5 30.3 16.0 8.2 
Greenwood    29.3 71.4 24.0 3.6 1.0 83.3 46.1 31.9 12.9 9.1 
Harmony Hills    14.8 too few respondents 97.0 41.0 26.1 16.1 16.7 
Highland    9.7 58.1 30.0 5.0 6.9 96.0 39.9 34.5 17.6 8.0 
Highland View    23.5 53.1 31.8 12.4 2.6 95.0 42.4 37.7 13.2 6.8 
Jackson Road    17.4 55.9 29.6 5.3 9.2 92.7 46.9 33.6 13.6 6.0 
Jones Lane    25.1 70.3 25.9 2.3 1.5 89.7 50.9 30.6 10.5 8.1 
Kemp Mill    9.8 too few respondents 87.7 42.9 30.7 16.5 9.9 
Kensington Parkwood    29.7 77.9 16.4 4.3 1.4 92.1 45.4 31.8 16.7 6.2 
Lake Seneca    15.1 too few respondents 91.3 51.3 27.0 13.1 8.6 
Lakewood    30.5 67.3 24.4 5.9 2.5 95.4 46.3 34.8 12.3 6.6 
Laytonsville    34.8 72.7 21.9 3.1 2.3 92.2 49.5 30.8 12.5 7.2 
Luxmanor    25.5 66.9 23.0 6.1 4.1 84.8 53.5 28.6 11.9 6.1 
Thurgood Marshall 25.3 68.5 24.3 4.5 2.7 97.2 53.3 30.5 10.0 6.3 
Maryvale    20.8 70.9 23.3 2.7 3.1 56.1 43.1 29.7 14.0 13.2 
Spark M. Matsunaga 24.3 76.8 16.4 3.9 2.9 88.9 54.7 31.0 10.0 4.4 
S. Christa Mcauliffe 14.3 too few respondents 91.8 46.4 30.4 13.7 9.4 
Ronald A. Mcnair 23.6 69.8 19.2 6.5 4.5 93.8 44.6 29.7 16.4 9.3 
Meadow Hall    22.0 too few respondents 89.3 50.6 30.3 11.9 7.2 
Mill Creek Towne    21.0 too few respondents 94.3 46.6 34.0 12.3 7.1 
Monocacy    24.2 68.9 23.4 4.5 3.2 95.6 60.5 23.2 9.9 6.4 

continued 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Partnerships continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Montgomery Knolls    20.1 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
New Hampshire  Estates    14.7 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
North Chevy Chase    7.1 too few respondents 92.4 49.9 33.8 9.0 7.3 
Oak View    16.5 59.3 25.7 9.3 5.7 93.8 48.6 29.4 12.5 9.6 
Oakland Terrace    24.2 65.0 23.5 7.5 4.0 93.2 46.1 34.1 14.2 5.6 
Olney    26.3 62.9 27.9 5.0 4.3 92.3 48.5 34.1 12.9 4.5 
William Tyler Page 21.1 too few respondents 88.5 51.3 26.9 14.3 7.4 
Pine Crest    17.3 too few respondents 91.2 42.2 32.8 14.6 10.5 
Piney Branch    14.7 too few respondents 86.6 41.5 33.2 14.1 11.2 
Poolesville    26.9 78.0 14.4 4.7 3.0 100.0 51.6 34.5 9.4 4.5 
Potomac    25.2 81.7 14.1 3.5 0.7 100.0 51.3 33.9 11.2 3.5 
Judith A. Resnik 14.9 too few respondents 88.9 44.6 32.4 14.9 8.1 
Dr. Sally K. Ride 19.3 61.4 25.0 5.9 7.6 86.6 41.1 30.9 14.3 13.7 
Ritchie Park    29.9 65.2 23.4 9.8 1.6 91.3 47.7 31.6 16.8 3.9 
Rock Creek Forest    24.3 44.1 40.5 10.1 5.4 93.9 49.6 31.7 12.5 6.2 
Rock Creek Valley    18.4 too few respondents 98.0 42.0 31.9 17.6 8.5 
Rock View    17.3 49.2 35.2 8.6 7.0 95.0 42.7 29.4 17.8 10.1 
Lois P. Rockwell 29.0 77.7 17.6 3.5 1.2 97.2 57.9 29.5 9.4 3.2 
Rolling Terrace    14.5 too few respondents 94.7 39.2 34.2 18.7 7.8 
Rosemary Hills    29.4 61.6 28.0 7.2 3.3 n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Rosemont    19.7 too few respondents 45.9 too few respondents 
Sequoyah    17.3 too few respondents 93.1 46.4 34.2 13.7 5.8 
Seven Locks    28.6 81.8 16.5 1.7 0.0 100.0 48.0 35.8 11.8 4.3 
Sherwood    30.3 77.2 18.6 2.6 1.6 92.2 50.6 30.4 11.1 7.9 
Sligo Creek    21.1 72.2 22.0 2.7 3.1 95.0 47.6 33.0 12.2 7.3 
Districtwide Elementary Schools 22.5 65.0 25.1 6.3 3.6 88.3 47.3 31.8 13.3 7.6 
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Perceptions by Elementary School of Partnerships continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Somerset    28.4 70.5 23.8 4.5 1.2 87.6 46.4 34.5 12.9 6.2 
South Lake    19.0 too few respondents 90.8 50.6 25.9 13.6 9.9 
Stedwick    21.5 72.0 22.0 4.7 1.3 90.0 42.6 36.7 12.7 8.0 
Stone Mill    32.7 83.6 12.9 2.6 0.9 99.6 53.6 27.9 11.9 6.6 
Stonegate    19.7 too few respondents 80.5 49.8 35.0 9.1 6.1 
Strathmore    13.4 too few respondents 93.8 49.1 26.0 15.4 9.6 
Strawberry Knoll    23.5 67.2 20.3 7.3 5.2 73.3 44.8 32.0 13.9 9.3 
Summit Hall    12.3 too few respondents 70.7 40.5 32.4 17.3 9.7 
Takoma Park    12.2 too few respondents n/a K-2 students are not surveyed. 
Travilah    34.0 70.8 25.0 3.6 0.6 97.7 53.0 30.9 10.6 5.4 
Twinbrook    25.3 57.8 26.4 11.4 4.4 100.0 42.7 24.1 17.0 16.2 
Viers Mill    34.5 65.4 30.0 3.8 0.8 80.9 40.6 30.9 15.4 13.1 
Washington Grove    24.0 55.3 28.7 9.4 6.6 76.9 45.0 31.1 14.4 9.5 
Waters Landing    30.1 75.0 19.3 3.8 1.9 93.4 52.5 27.5 11.4 8.6 
Watkins Mill    20.3 46.6 38.8 9.5 5.2 90.6 44.7 30.8 14.5 10.0 
Wayside    30.0 69.6 25.3 2.7 2.4 93.5 54.7 28.3 11.5 5.5 
Weller Road    12.1 65.1 21.7 10.1 3.1 46.6 too few respondents 
Westbrook    38.5 80.0 14.1 4.1 1.8 95.8 51.3 29.4 12.2 7.1 
Westover    26.1 68.3 21.0 9.1 1.6 94.7 51.8 31.0 13.4 3.8 
Wheaton Woods    16.2 37.0 46.3 8.3 8.3 79.8 42.9 28.6 19.7 8.8 
Whetstone    14.5 65.2 25.1 4.8 4.8 91.0 48.3 27.5 16.1 8.1 
Wood Acres    27.1 75.6 20.2 4.2 0.0 93.1 42.4 40.8 13.6 3.2 
Woodfield    42.9 68.3 23.0 6.0 2.8 92.2 55.7 32.7 8.7 2.9 
Woodlin    20.2 51.1 37.2 6.2 5.5 89.2 50.6 29.5 12.1 7.8 
Wyngate    39.4 71.3 19.3 7.8 1.7 99.4 48.5 35.8 10.8 4.8 
Districtwide Elementary Schools           
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Mean Percentage of Middle School Parent and Student Responses  
by Reporting Category for each Broad Area 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Academic Environment 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Argyle 12.5 too few respondents 60.5 18.3 42.1 26.0 13.5 
Benjamin Banneker 12.4 28.0 52.9 13.6 5.4 67.0 22.1 43.1 23.2 11.5 
Briggs Chaney 14.0 too few respondents 79.8 25.4 46.9 20.5 7.1 
Cabin John 16.5 26.4 63.0 9.4 1.2 86.3 24.4 51.9 18.5 5.2 
Col. E. Brooke Lee 11.7 too few respondents 75.8 20.0 46.1 24.6 9.3 
Earle B. Wood 14.5 22.9 63.7 11.6 1.8 80.0 24.7 45.2 20.3 9.7 
Eastern 13.0 too few respondents 89.1 25.4 49.4 19.1 6.0 
Farquhar 18.3 18.5 66.3 12.3 2.9 79.9 18.5 48.7 22.6 10.2 
Forest Oak 13.2 too few respondents 88.8 27.3 49.0 17.5 6.2 
Francis Scott Key 10.5 too few respondents 89.4 19.4 42.0 24.7 13.9 
Frost 18.6 34.0 58.1 6.9 1.1 93.9 26.3 51.7 17.0 5.0 
Gaithersburg 15.3 22.7 63.8 11.3 2.2 76.8 24.2 53.3 17.6 4.9 
Hoover 18.5 28.4 55.8 12.3 3.5 92.1 27.1 49.8 18.2 4.9 
John Poole 17.1 25.7 60.7 11.5 2.1 94.6 21.2 51.4 20.5 6.8 
John T. Baker 17.0 25.5 59.8 9.8 4.9 88.5 30.2 46.6 16.6 6.6 
Julius West 18.7 28.1 61.5 8.3 2.1 90.0 27.5 47.7 18.6 6.2 
Kingsview 16.0 29.8 60.2 7.8 2.2 55.7 23.4 50.7 18.0 7.8 
Martin Luther King 13.7 19.6 62.0 13.1 5.3 86.2 22.3 44.9 22.7 10.1 
Montgomery Village 12.4 too few respondents 52.7 25.8 43.1 20.5 10.7 
Neelsville 11.0 too few respondents 80.9 25.0 44.9 21.2 8.9 
Newport Mill 13.7 24.6 61.6 10.1 3.6 62.4 22.1 47.1 21.1 9.7 
North Bethesda 20.5 31.1 57.1 9.5 2.3 88.8 26.4 49.8 17.7 6.0 
Parkland 12.9 21.9 56.7 15.3 6.1 85.8 19.6 43.6 23.5 13.3 
Pyle 20.3 30.9 57.1 10.6 1.4 89.7 26.0 53.2 15.1 5.7 
Redland 17.0 23.0 63.8 11.7 1.5 92.3 22.0 49.5 20.4 8.1 
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continued 
 

Perceptions by Middle School of Academic Environment continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ridgeview 14.4 26.4 58.4 12.1 3.1 84.1 20.8 46.2 22.9 10.1 
Roberto W. Clemente 13.0 too few respondents 89.5 19.8 48.7 22.9 8.5 
Rocky Hill 16.5 26.7 60.9 7.9 4.5 84.8 25.7 51.3 17.5 5.5 
Rosa Parks 17.6 19.6 68.8 10.0 1.6 87.3 24.9 46.7 20.1 8.2 
Shady Grove 16.3 30.4 59.6 8.2 1.8 87.9 27.7 48.8 17.6 5.8 
Silver Spring International 9.7 too few respondents 71.8 22.8 46.9 21.2 9.1 
Sligo 12.5 too few respondents 93.2 20.0 45.6 22.9 11.5 
Takoma Park 19.5 34.6 55.1 8.3 2.0 68.2 26.1 47.1 20.4 6.4 
Tilden 20.1 29.2 57.7 10.9 2.2 86.6 28.5 48.8 16.7 6.0 
Westland 24.2 18.4 63.2 14.7 3.7 88.6 18.5 49.7 22.4 9.5 
White Oak 12.4 too few respondents 84.1 21.9 45.4 22.4 10.2 
Districtwide Middle Schools 15.5 27.8 58.7 10.5 3.0 82.2 23.8 47.9 20.1 8.1 
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Perceptions by Middle School of School Atmosphere and Communication 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Argyle 12.5 too few respondents 60.5 
Benjamin Banneker 12.4 34.6 47.4 12.3 5.6 67.0 
Briggs Chaney 14.0 too few respondents 79.8 
Cabin John 16.5 31.1 57.0 9.8 2.1 86.3 
Col. E. Brooke Lee 11.7 too few respondents 75.8 
Earle B. Wood 14.5 24.5 66.8 7.8 1.0 80.0 
Eastern 13.0 too few respondents 89.1 
Farquhar 18.3 26.6 59.7 12.4 1.3 79.9 
Forest Oak 13.2 too few respondents 88.8 
Francis Scott Key 10.5 too few respondents 89.4 
Frost 18.6 27.3 63.4 7.9 1.5 93.9 
Gaithersburg 15.3 25.7 62.7 7.9 3.7 76.8 
Hoover 18.5 30.6 52.7 13.2 3.6 92.1 
John Poole 17.1 34.2 50.3 14.4 1.1 94.6 
John T. Baker 17.0 34.6 51.5 10.8 3.1 88.5 
Julius West 18.7 38.8 51.3 8.2 1.7 90.0 
Kingsview 16.0 27.7 59.2 10.9 2.2 55.7 
Martin Luther King 13.7 26.5 56.0 12.1 5.3 86.2 
Montgomery Village 12.4 too few respondents 52.7 
Neelsville 11.0 too few respondents 80.9 
Newport Mill 13.7 30.8 58.8 6.6 3.8 62.4 
North Bethesda 20.5 31.4 56.8 10.4 1.4 88.8 
Parkland 12.9 20.6 51.4 17.6 10.5 85.8 
Pyle 20.3 35.2 54.6 8.9 1.3 89.7 
Redland 17.0 26.6 61.1 10.8 1.5 92.3 

Broad Area not included 
on student surveys. 

continued 
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Perceptions by Middle School of School Atmosphere and Communication continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ridgeview 14.4 34.6 53.1 10.0 2.4 84.1 
Roberto W. Clemente 13.0 too few respondents 89.5 
Rocky Hill 16.5 35.9 53.2 6.8 4.1 84.8 
Rosa Parks 17.6 23.7 60.1 13.3 2.9 87.3 
Shady Grove 16.3 26.7 61.5 9.6 2.3 87.9 
Silver Spring International 9.7 too few respondents 71.8 
Sligo 12.5 too few respondents 93.2 
Takoma Park 19.5 30.0 54.5 13.0 2.6 68.2 
Tilden 20.1 27.1 56.9 12.6 3.4 86.6 
Westland 24.2 26.0 59.0 11.3 3.7 88.6 
White Oak 12.4 too few respondents 84.1 
Districtwide Middle Schools 15.5 30.5 55.5 10.8 3.2 82.2 

Broad Area not included 
on student surveys. 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Social Environment 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Argyle 12.5 too few respondents 60.5 15.2 41.1 24.9 18.8 
Benjamin Banneker 12.4 32.9 52.3 10.9 3.9 67.0 21.3 42.9 20.6 15.1 
Briggs Chaney 14.0 too few respondents 79.8 23.8 45.6 18.7 11.9 
Cabin John 16.5 31.5 61.5 6.0 1.1 86.3 24.7 51.2 16.1 8.0 
Col. E. Brooke Lee 11.7 too few respondents 75.8 15.5 45.3 23.6 15.6 
Earle B. Wood 14.5 26.9 64.3 6.7 2.1 80.0 25.8 43.7 17.4 13.1 
Eastern 13.0 too few respondents 89.1 21.0 48.4 20.2 10.4 
Farquhar 18.3 24.6 65.1 9.3 1.0 79.9 16.6 46.1 20.8 16.5 
Forest Oak 13.2 too few respondents 88.8 24.1 48.0 18.4 9.4 
Francis Scott Key 10.5 too few respondents 89.4 17.2 39.5 22.5 20.8 
Frost 18.6 34.5 61.1 4.0 0.4 93.9 27.2 48.5 15.9 8.5 
Gaithersburg 15.3 25.0 65.7 6.4 2.9 76.8 24.6 53.1 15.1 7.2 
Hoover 18.5 29.7 58.6 9.1 2.6 92.1 24.1 49.6 17.6 8.7 
John Poole 17.1 28.1 59.7 8.9 3.3 94.6 21.8 49.7 19.5 8.9 
John T. Baker 17.0 34.7 55.8 5.9 3.6 88.5 30.5 44.2 15.5 9.7 
Julius West 18.7 38.8 54.7 5.4 1.0 90.0 30.0 46.4 15.7 7.9 
Kingsview 16.0 30.3 63.5 4.7 1.5 55.7 22.4 49.9 17.8 9.9 
Martin Luther King 13.7 27.3 61.2 7.6 3.9 86.2 20.8 44.5 21.7 13.1 
Montgomery Village 12.4 too few respondents 52.7 25.0 43.4 18.5 13.1 
Neelsville 11.0 too few respondents 80.9 21.0 45.5 20.6 12.9 
Newport Mill 13.7 29.7 61.1 7.8 1.4 62.4 19.5 46.3 20.1 14.2 
North Bethesda 20.5 32.0 60.8 6.2 1.1 88.8 26.9 48.5 16.7 8.0 
Parkland 12.9 19.0 61.0 11.4 8.6 85.8 15.6 42.1 22.8 19.4 
Pyle 20.3 32.5 60.3 6.4 0.8 89.7 25.4 49.6 15.9 9.2 
Redland 17.0 27.2 66.4 5.3 1.1 92.3 19.6 44.7 21.7 14.0 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Social Environment, continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ridgeview 14.4 33.3 55.7 7.7 3.4 84.1 19.9 43.2 20.4 16.6 
Roberto W. Clemente 13.0 too few respondents 89.5 16.9 45.8 24.0 13.3 
Rocky Hill 16.5 33.7 59.6 3.5 3.2 84.8 26.6 48.3 16.9 8.2 
Rosa Parks 17.6 20.9 69.9 7.4 1.8 87.3 24.6 44.8 18.8 11.8 
Shady Grove 16.3 29.7 59.1 9.2 1.9 87.9 24.5 46.4 19.3 9.8 
Silver Spring International 9.7 too few respondents 71.8 18.2 44.5 22.2 15.1 
Sligo 12.5 too few respondents 93.2 19.3 42.8 21.6 16.3 
Takoma Park 19.5 31.3 60.7 7.2 0.8 68.2 24.5 45.3 19.3 10.9 
Tilden 20.1 31.9 57.1 7.9 3.1 86.6 27.6 47.0 16.5 8.9 
Westland 24.2 16.8 65.7 13.6 3.9 88.6 16.5 46.3 21.2 16.1 
White Oak 12.4 too few respondents 84.1 21.1 44.2 20.6 14.1 
Districtwide Middle Schools 15.5 29.4 60.4 7.5 2.6 82.2 22.4 46.1 19.2 12.2 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Guidance 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Argyle 12.5 too few respondents 60.5 18.7 48.2 21.5 11.6 
Benjamin Banneker 12.4 29.8 51.6 14.1 4.5 67.0 34.6 45.9 13.0 6.5 
Briggs Chaney 14.0 too few respondents 79.8 32.4 47.9 12.9 6.8 
Cabin John 16.5 33.1 54.0 10.2 2.6 86.3 33.2 48.3 12.4 6.1 
Col. E. Brooke Lee 11.7 too few respondents 75.8 23.8 52.2 14.4 9.7 
Earle B. Wood 14.5 19.9 63.5 14.0 2.6 80.0 31.9 45.4 14.1 8.5 
Eastern 13.0 too few respondents 89.1 31.6 49.5 13.9 5.0 
Farquhar 18.3 20.7 53.9 17.9 7.6 79.9 21.6 51.8 15.2 11.5 
Forest Oak 13.2 too few respondents 88.8 31.5 49.9 13.2 5.4 
Francis Scott Key 10.5 too few respondents 89.4 34.3 42.2 14.0 9.6 
Frost 18.6 33.2 58.1 7.7 0.9 93.9 28.2 52.9 12.5 6.4 
Gaithersburg 15.3 25.9 59.6 11.8 2.7 76.8 35.3 50.6 9.8 4.3 
Hoover 18.5 32.1 53.0 9.2 5.6 92.1 27.5 48.4 15.7 8.5 
John Poole 17.1 33.8 56.6 8.9 0.7 94.6 38.8 47.7 9.1 4.4 
John T. Baker 17.0 34.0 54.5 8.1 3.3 88.5 42.2 45.2 8.5 4.1 
Julius West 18.7 32.8 53.1 6.7 7.3 90.0 34.8 46.7 12.4 6.1 
Kingsview 16.0 21.8 62.7 11.3 4.1 55.7 29.1 53.8 11.1 6.0 
Martin Luther King 13.7 23.9 54.8 12.0 9.3 86.2 29.4 46.7 15.1 8.8 
Montgomery Village 12.4 too few respondents 52.7 39.6 43.6 11.1 5.7 
Neelsville 11.0 too few respondents 80.9 35.6 48.1 11.2 5.1 
Newport Mill 13.7 30.3 54.8 9.1 5.8 62.4 30.0 49.2 13.4 7.4 
North Bethesda 20.5 37.1 53.7 6.4 2.9 88.8 32.5 50.0 12.2 5.2 
Parkland 12.9 21.4 56.4 12.1 10.1 85.8 28.4 49.3 14.6 7.7 
Pyle 20.3 35.7 52.8 8.4 3.1 89.7 38.1 48.5 8.2 5.2 
Redland 17.0 25.9 61.0 11.5 1.6 92.3 29.1 52.8 11.3 6.7 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Guidance continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ridgeview 14.4 27.5 60.3 9.2 2.9 84.1 27.1 48.4 14.2 10.3 
Roberto W. Clemente 13.0 too few respondents 89.5 23.4 52.5 15.7 8.4 
Rocky Hill 16.5 40.5 50.5 5.5 3.5 84.8 29.0 54.9 10.6 5.5 
Rosa Parks 17.6 21.0 66.4 9.9 2.8 87.3 35.9 43.1 12.6 8.4 
Shady Grove 16.3 31.7 53.4 9.2 5.7 87.9 31.2 49.9 12.6 6.3 
Silver Spring International 9.7 too few respondents 71.8 29.2 51.8 12.3 6.7 
Sligo 12.5 too few respondents 93.2 31.2 49.7 12.3 6.8 
Takoma Park 19.5 34.1 55.0 8.7 2.2 68.2 28.8 49.9 14.5 6.8 
Tilden 20.1 30.2 60.2 8.4 1.3 86.6 35.9 46.3 10.8 7.0 
Westland 24.2 16.3 55.8 20.5 7.5 88.6 22.1 51.1 15.9 10.9 
White Oak 12.4 too few respondents 84.1 31.1 47.1 14.2 7.6 
Districtwide Middle Schools 15.5 29.8 57.1 9.1 4.1 82.2 31.1 48.9 12.9 7.1 



 

 

66
D

epartm
ent of Shared A

ccountability                                   Surveys of School Environm
ent 2003-2004 

 M
ontgom

ery C
ounty Public Schools                    

                    O
ffice of Strategic Technologies and A

ccountability

Perceptions by Middle School of Citizenry 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Argyle 12.5 too few respondents 60.5 17.8 47.1 23.9 11.2 
Benjamin Banneker 12.4 26.1 52.7 14.6 6.6 67.0 18.2 46.8 24.3 10.6 
Briggs Chaney 14.0 too few respondents 79.8 25.4 51.2 15.9 7.6 
Cabin John 16.5 20.9 69.8 8.7 0.6 86.3 21.7 55.8 16.8 5.8 
Col. E. Brooke Lee 11.7 too few respondents 75.8 15.3 50.0 22.7 12.0 
Earle B. Wood 14.5 17.3 75.5 5.6 1.6 80.0 21.6 49.2 18.8 10.4 
Eastern 13.0 too few respondents 89.1 17.6 53.3 21.4 7.7 
Farquhar 18.3 18.2 68.1 13.0 0.7 79.9 18.2 51.3 20.9 9.6 
Forest Oak 13.2 too few respondents 88.8 24.5 52.9 16.8 5.9 
Francis Scott Key 10.5 too few respondents 89.4 15.7 42.0 25.7 16.6 
Frost 18.6 25.8 69.3 3.2 1.7 93.9 24.0 57.4 14.0 4.6 
Gaithersburg 15.3 22.4 70.6 2.7 4.3 76.8 24.2 57.4 13.3 5.1 
Hoover 18.5 25.4 60.1 12.5 2.1 92.1 22.3 55.1 16.7 5.9 
John Poole 17.1 27.5 63.4 5.8 3.3 94.6 16.3 58.3 19.3 6.1 
John T. Baker 17.0 35.9 53.4 7.4 3.4 88.5 29.5 50.0 15.9 4.6 
Julius West 18.7 32.7 60.7 3.9 2.6 90.0 28.3 51.9 13.6 6.3 
Kingsview 16.0 21.7 68.6 7.8 1.9 55.7 20.9 53.0 17.2 8.9 
Martin Luther King 13.7 18.9 63.5 10.0 7.6 86.2 18.9 51.2 20.7 9.2 
Montgomery Village 12.4 too few respondents 52.7 24.4 47.7 18.7 9.2 
Neelsville 11.0 too few respondents 80.9 22.6 49.1 19.2 9.2 
Newport Mill 13.7 24.2 66.8 8.0 0.9 62.4 16.3 51.9 21.4 10.4 
North Bethesda 20.5 26.4 70.5 1.9 1.2 88.8 24.9 53.0 16.6 5.4 
Parkland 12.9 15.7 60.0 15.6 8.7 85.8 13.0 45.2 25.1 16.8 
Pyle 20.3 36.0 57.2 6.6 0.2 89.7 26.6 57.3 10.3 5.7 
Redland 17.0 17.0 70.5 11.0 1.5 92.3 17.3 52.6 20.8 9.3 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Citizenry continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ridgeview 14.4 26.7 64.1 6.5 2.7 84.1 16.3 48.5 23.0 12.2 
Roberto W. Clemente 13.0 too few respondents 89.5 17.5 52.7 21.1 8.7 
Rocky Hill 16.5 28.5 65.8 3.8 1.9 84.8 19.5 57.0 17.4 6.1 
Rosa Parks 17.6 20.2 67.5 10.8 1.5 87.3 24.0 50.0 17.8 8.2 
Shady Grove 16.3 23.7 61.8 11.9 2.6 87.9 22.8 52.1 17.6 7.5 
Silver Spring International 9.7 too few respondents 71.8 18.0 51.1 20.7 10.2 
Sligo 12.5 too few respondents 93.2 14.6 43.9 25.8 15.7 
Takoma Park 19.5 29.3 63.3 7.0 0.5 68.2 17.4 50.8 23.6 8.2 
Tilden 20.1 27.6 64.8 6.4 1.2 86.6 26.2 50.8 15.9 7.1 
Westland 24.2 15.6 67.4 14.2 2.8 88.6 13.8 55.3 19.3 11.7 
White Oak 12.4 too few respondents 84.1 21.2 49.2 20.1 9.5 
Districtwide Middle Schools 15.5 25.5 63.9 8.0 2.5 82.2 20.7 51.7 18.9 8.7 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Safety and Discipline 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Argyle 12.5 too few respondents 60.5 12.1 32.7 31.2 24.0 
Benjamin Banneker 12.4 20.7 51.2 16.4 11.7 67.0 14.4 33.0 26.7 25.9 
Briggs Chaney 14.0 too few respondents 79.8 20.3 40.1 26.2 13.3 
Cabin John 16.5 23.8 65.7 8.3 2.2 86.3 21.6 50.5 20.8 7.1 
Col. E. Brooke Lee 11.7 too few respondents 75.8 14.2 37.5 26.7 21.7 
Earle B. Wood 14.5 19.5 67.8 10.0 2.7 80.0 21.7 40.0 23.2 15.1 
Eastern 13.0 too few respondents 89.1 15.6 44.3 26.2 14.0 
Farquhar 18.3 19.7 67.6 11.2 1.5 79.9 17.3 45.3 23.6 13.8 
Forest Oak 13.2 too few respondents 88.8 18.9 42.9 25.5 12.8 
Francis Scott Key 10.5 too few respondents 89.4 14.3 31.8 27.6 26.3 
Frost 18.6 26.1 66.6 6.3 1.0 93.9 23.6 50.3 19.3 6.8 
Gaithersburg 15.3 19.1 66.4 12.6 1.9 76.8 20.3 48.4 21.9 9.4 
Hoover 18.5 26.9 60.0 9.7 3.4 92.1 22.5 50.0 20.2 7.3 
John Poole 17.1 28.3 62.3 7.8 1.6 94.6 18.4 48.7 22.6 10.2 
John T. Baker 17.0 31.3 54.7 9.5 4.4 88.5 24.0 44.6 21.3 10.1 
Julius West 18.7 29.4 60.6 8.7 1.4 90.0 21.9 44.7 22.5 10.9 
Kingsview 16.0 19.4 66.4 11.3 3.0 55.7 18.3 45.9 22.3 13.5 
Martin Luther King 13.7 16.2 61.5 14.9 7.4 86.2 16.2 37.2 27.4 19.2 
Montgomery Village 12.4 too few respondents 52.7 17.2 36.3 27.1 19.4 
Neelsville 11.0 too few respondents 80.9 19.4 36.7 26.2 17.8 
Newport Mill 13.7 25.2 67.1 7.5 0.2 62.4 15.0 42.1 24.8 18.1 
North Bethesda 20.5 29.9 63.6 5.4 1.1 88.8 24.4 46.4 20.4 8.8 
Parkland 12.9 14.3 54.2 17.6 13.9 85.8 11.9 31.8 26.8 29.5 
Pyle 20.3 30.6 62.9 5.4 1.1 89.7 24.0 53.1 15.8 7.2 
Redland 17.0 20.9 62.4 14.6 2.1 92.3 15.9 42.3 26.5 15.3 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Safety and Discipline continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ridgeview 14.4 21.6 63.0 11.7 3.7 84.1 15.5 38.9 23.8 21.9 
Roberto W. Clemente 13.0 too few respondents 89.5 13.5 38.7 28.8 19.0 
Rocky Hill 16.5 23.4 69.7 4.4 2.5 84.8 20.3 42.3 24.4 13.0 
Rosa Parks 17.6 19.4 70.0 9.0 1.7 87.3 22.9 43.7 22.2 11.1 
Shady Grove 16.3 24.2 60.1 13.0 2.8 87.9 20.1 42.9 24.8 12.1 
Silver Spring International 9.7 too few respondents 71.8 13.2 37.4 30.2 19.1 
Sligo 12.5 too few respondents 93.2 13.4 35.8 28.1 22.8 
Takoma Park 19.5 26.0 63.3 9.5 1.1 68.2 19.3 41.9 25.0 13.8 
Tilden 20.1 24.3 66.0 8.7 1.0 86.6 24.8 47.1 19.0 9.1 
Westland 24.2 19.4 64.5 12.2 4.0 88.6 15.1 43.9 24.7 16.3 
White Oak 12.4 too few respondents 84.1 16.9 38.3 27.9 16.9 
Districtwide Middle Schools 15.5 23.9 62.0 10.7 3.5 82.2 18.6 42.3 24.1 15.0 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Physical Environment 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Argyle 12.5 too few respondents 60.5 12.9 36.0 27.0 24.1 
Benjamin Banneker 12.4 16.0 55.5 17.5 11.1 67.0 10.0 33.8 29.5 26.7 
Briggs Chaney 14.0 too few respondents 79.8 15.3 42.8 23.4 18.5 
Cabin John 16.5 19.9 67.0 11.2 2.0 86.3 18.3 53.7 20.6 7.5 
Col. E. Brooke Lee 11.7 too few respondents 75.8 10.1 40.5 27.2 22.3 
Earle B. Wood 14.5 26.5 63.0 7.8 2.6 80.0 18.5 45.0 20.2 16.2 
Eastern 13.0 too few respondents 89.1 10.7 40.1 28.9 20.3 
Farquhar 18.3 17.3 60.1 18.2 4.4 79.9 13.5 39.9 24.9 21.7 
Forest Oak 13.2 too few respondents 88.8 21.5 51.8 19.2 7.5 
Francis Scott Key 10.5 too few respondents 89.4 8.9 34.7 26.6 29.8 
Frost 18.6 17.5 63.9 14.4 4.2 93.9 14.3 47.7 23.8 14.2 
Gaithersburg 15.3 13.9 63.4 18.2 4.6 76.8 10.7 46.8 29.1 13.4 
Hoover 18.5 24.2 51.7 14.8 9.3 92.1 16.0 47.7 23.6 12.7 
John Poole 17.1 40.2 54.9 3.1 1.8 94.6 19.9 51.3 19.7 9.1 
John T. Baker 17.0 28.7 48.4 16.2 6.8 88.5 20.8 46.4 19.3 13.5 
Julius West 18.7 27.4 58.6 9.9 4.0 90.0 21.8 48.8 19.2 10.1 
Kingsview 16.0 19.3 64.8 12.1 3.8 55.7 15.0 47.5 22.5 15.0 
Martin Luther King 13.7 20.8 62.1 12.4 4.7 86.2 14.4 42.5 25.0 18.1 
Montgomery Village 12.4 too few respondents 52.7 16.2 44.4 24.0 15.4 
Neelsville 11.0 too few respondents 80.9 18.5 47.7 21.6 12.2 
Newport Mill 13.7 21.1 66.9 11.7 0.3 62.4 12.6 41.4 27.1 18.8 
North Bethesda 20.5 32.2 58.7 7.6 1.5 88.8 22.6 48.6 18.9 9.9 
Parkland 12.9 9.8 49.2 22.6 18.4 85.8 6.8 27.1 28.4 37.6 
Pyle 20.3 25.6 61.3 10.7 2.5 89.7 18.9 48.2 22.2 10.7 
Redland 17.0 20.9 61.2 14.2 3.7 92.3 13.6 43.7 23.9 18.8 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Physical Environment continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ridgeview 14.4 18.9 59.5 15.4 6.2 84.1 10.1 36.7 26.0 27.2 
Roberto W. Clemente 13.0 too few respondents 89.5 8.6 38.9 31.4 21.1 
Rocky Hill 16.5 24.8 62.8 8.5 3.9 84.8 17.6 48.0 20.5 13.9 
Rosa Parks 17.6 22.2 65.7 9.6 2.5 87.3 19.1 45.4 22.1 13.4 
Shady Grove 16.3 30.4 56.4 8.3 5.0 87.9 22.9 44.2 20.8 12.2 
Silver Spring International 9.7 too few respondents 71.8 9.2 35.8 28.7 26.2 
Sligo 12.5 too few respondents 93.2 9.0 36.2 27.2 27.7 
Takoma Park 19.5 29.0 58.3 9.3 3.3 68.2 14.5 44.8 24.0 16.7 
Tilden 20.1 24.6 65.3 7.4 2.7 86.6 21.2 47.4 21.1 10.3 
Westland 24.2 20.6 71.2 6.6 1.5 88.6 16.0 52.3 20.4 11.3 
White Oak 12.4 too few respondents 84.1 14.5 43.7 25.0 16.9 
Districtwide Middle Schools 15.5 24.1 59.6 11.7 4.6 82.2 15.2 43.8 23.9 17.1 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Satisfaction 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Argyle 12.5 too few respondents 60.5 14.4 46.1 23.3 16.1 
Benjamin Banneker 12.4 23.5 54.5 13.9 8.1 67.0 16.5 44.8 23.3 15.4 
Briggs Chaney 14.0 too few respondents 79.8 20.2 52.2 18.6 9.0 
Cabin John 16.5 37.5 54.7 6.8 1.0 86.3 22.1 53.4 16.6 7.9 
Col. E. Brooke Lee 11.7 too few respondents 75.8 12.8 48.9 19.9 18.4 
Earle B. Wood 14.5 23.0 67.3 6.4 3.2 80.0 20.0 46.4 18.1 15.5 
Eastern 13.0 too few respondents 89.1 22.2 51.7 16.7 9.3 
Farquhar 18.3 21.0 66.0 12.1 0.9 79.9 13.4 49.3 20.7 16.6 
Forest Oak 13.2 too few respondents 88.8 22.2 48.0 18.1 11.7 
Francis Scott Key 10.5 too few respondents 89.4 13.4 40.3 23.7 22.6 
Frost 18.6 43.3 51.3 4.6 0.8 93.9 24.2 50.9 16.6 8.3 
Gaithersburg 15.3 21.6 67.8 9.6 1.1 76.8 19.2 56.1 18.2 6.6 
Hoover 18.5 35.7 54.4 7.0 3.0 92.1 22.3 51.5 17.6 8.6 
John Poole 17.1 32.3 55.9 8.7 3.0 94.6 15.9 45.4 22.1 16.5 
John T. Baker 17.0 39.7 50.2 5.9 4.3 88.5 24.9 45.9 16.9 12.2 
Julius West 18.7 38.8 55.5 4.8 1.0 90.0 26.5 51.3 14.3 7.9 
Kingsview 16.0 26.6 64.2 6.7 2.6 55.7 18.5 52.2 17.9 11.4 
Martin Luther King 13.7 24.5 54.4 14.7 6.4 86.2 18.4 44.4 20.0 17.2 
Montgomery Village 12.4 too few respondents 52.7 22.0 44.2 18.0 15.9 
Neelsville 11.0 too few respondents 80.9 18.8 48.0 19.3 14.0 
Newport Mill 13.7 34.1 56.6 8.4 0.9 62.4 15.3 48.5 18.2 18.0 
North Bethesda 20.5 42.1 50.4 5.8 1.7 88.8 22.4 50.9 16.6 10.0 
Parkland 12.9 17.0 51.8 15.7 15.5 85.8 12.7 44.8 22.2 20.3 
Pyle 20.3 45.0 50.3 3.7 0.9 89.7 25.4 50.3 13.8 10.6 
Redland 17.0 27.2 61.7 10.3 0.8 92.3 14.9 47.8 20.3 17.0 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Satisfaction continued 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ridgeview 14.4 28.0 59.0 10.3 2.8 84.1 15.3 44.4 20.9 19.4 
Roberto W. Clemente 13.0 too few respondents 89.5 13.9 48.1 23.5 14.4 
Rocky Hill 16.5 46.8 44.7 5.8 2.7 84.8 20.4 53.2 16.7 9.7 
Rosa Parks 17.6 27.6 64.9 6.2 1.3 87.3 20.4 46.8 19.0 13.8 
Shady Grove 16.3 31.2 60.3 6.4 2.1 87.9 22.6 47.7 19.4 10.3 
Silver Spring International 9.7 too few respondents 71.8 15.6 46.2 21.5 16.7 
Sligo 12.5 too few respondents 93.2 12.2 48.0 22.7 17.1 
Takoma Park 19.5 43.7 51.5 3.8 1.1 68.2 25.5 51.3 14.9 8.3 
Tilden 20.1 28.0 60.9 9.7 1.3 86.6 22.9 50.2 17.3 9.6 
Westland 24.2 22.9 52.2 17.3 7.6 88.6 14.0 46.6 21.2 18.2 
White Oak 12.4 too few respondents 84.1 18.0 44.0 22.1 15.9 
Districtwide Middles Schools 15.5 31.9 56.1 8.6 3.4 82.2 19.2 48.4 19.0 13.4 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Partnerships 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Argyle 12.5 too few respondents 60.5 33.9 39.4 19.4 7.3 
Benjamin Banneker 12.4 43.8 30.0 11.9 14.3 67.0 35.1 40.1 16.3 8.5 
Briggs Chaney 14.0 too few respondents 79.8 37.2 38.4 15.8 8.6 
Cabin John 16.5 42.3 34.0 19.9 3.8 86.3 32.8 46.0 15.9 5.2 
Col. E. Brooke Lee 11.7 too few respondents 75.8 27.7 43.9 18.5 9.9 
Earle B. Wood 14.5 46.0 32.3 14.3 7.4 80.0 33.3 39.1 16.6 11.0 
Eastern 13.0 too few respondents 89.1 34.0 44.7 14.8 6.4 
Farquhar 18.3 45.5 33.6 14.9 6.0 79.9 34.6 42.4 14.6 8.5 
Forest Oak 13.2 too few respondents 88.8 34.8 40.8 16.7 7.8 
Francis Scott Key 10.5 too few respondents 89.4 32.6 38.0 17.7 11.8 
Frost 18.6 44.3 36.7 15.2 3.8 93.9 36.9 42.1 15.2 5.8 
Gaithersburg 15.3 43.2 33.2 15.6 8.0 76.8 34.7 44.0 14.8 6.5 
Hoover 18.5 41.5 39.5 15.1 3.9 92.1 34.6 41.9 17.3 6.2 
John Poole 17.1 41.0 42.0 11.5 5.5 94.6 31.9 44.8 17.6 5.7 
John T. Baker 17.0 45.9 36.3 15.2 2.6 88.5 42.5 35.9 14.4 7.2 
Julius West 18.7 36.7 36.1 15.6 11.7 90.0 35.1 40.1 16.8 8.1 
Kingsview 16.0 37.3 37.3 17.0 8.4 55.7 31.2 43.5 16.6 8.7 
Martin Luther King 13.7 46.2 29.0 12.9 12.0 86.2 33.5 39.8 16.6 10.0 
Montgomery Village 12.4 too few respondents 52.7 37.9 35.1 15.6 11.4 
Neelsville 11.0 too few respondents 80.9 33.1 41.0 17.7 8.2 
Newport Mill 13.7 32.8 35.4 20.1 11.7 62.4 30.8 41.6 16.8 10.8 
North Bethesda 20.5 44.6 40.2 11.2 3.9 88.8 35.7 40.8 16.5 6.9 
Parkland 12.9 28.9 33.8 18.4 18.9 85.8 30.4 40.6 17.3 11.7 
Pyle 20.3 40.5 39.0 16.1 4.3 89.7 33.5 46.8 13.4 6.2 
Redland 17.0 43.2 35.4 16.1 5.2 92.3 35.2 39.7 15.7 9.3 

continued 
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Perceptions by Middle School of Partnerships continued 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Ridgeview 14.4 45.0 34.4 14.7 6.0 84.1 38.5 37.7 14.2 9.6 
Roberto W. Clemente 13.0 too few respondents 89.5 29.5 41.0 19.2 10.2 
Rocky Hill 16.5 47.5 35.7 12.5 4.4 84.8 35.3 43.9 14.5 6.3 
Rosa Parks 17.6 40.6 35.5 16.1 7.7 87.3 37.5 38.5 15.6 8.4 
Shady Grove 16.3 47.7 31.4 12.2 8.7 87.9 35.3 41.5 17.0 6.3 
Silver Spring International 9.7 too few respondents 71.8 29.2 40.9 19.2 10.8 
Sligo 12.5 too few respondents 93.2 32.5 41.3 14.3 11.8 
Takoma Park 19.5 33.4 39.3 18.6 8.6 68.2 33.9 42.2 16.7 7.2 
Tilden 20.1 39.4 35.8 18.7 6.2 86.6 37.2 40.0 15.5 7.4 
Westland 24.2 44.4 35.0 14.1 6.4 88.6 31.0 44.8 14.9 9.3 
White Oak 12.4 too few respondents 84.1 32.5 40.6 16.7 10.1 
Districtwide Middle Schools 15.5 38.5 35.3 16.4 9.9 82.2 34.1 41.3 16.2 8.4 

 



Montgomery County Public Schools Office of Strategic Technologies and Accountability 
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Appendix E 
 
 

Mean Percentage of High School Parent and Student Responses  
by Reporting Category for each Broad Area 
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Perceptions by High School of Academic Environment 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Bethesda-Chevy Chase  17.4 26.4 59.4 11.2 2.9 22.9 too few respondents 
Montgomery Blair  10.5 24.2 60.9 11.0 3.9 71.8 17.7 53.4 21.9 6.9 
James Hubert Blake 13.0 28.4 60.4 8.9 2.3 80.6 25.3 54.5 15.8 4.4 
Winston Churchill 14.5 27.9 59.3 10.4 2.4 62.4 23.4 57.0 16.3 3.3 
Damascus  14.8 14.6 69.2 14.2 2.0 72.4 15.0 56.6 22.7 5.8 
Albert Einstein 11.5 too few respondents 71.0 11.4 51.0 27.9 9.6 
Gaithersburg  10.0 too few respondents 63.2 11.5 53.9 27.0 7.6 
Walter Johnson 16.4 24.6 58.9 12.5 4.0 62.7 20.3 54.5 18.8 6.5 
John F. Kennedy 7.6 too few respondents 67.1 16.6 53.2 23.6 6.5 
Col. Zadock Magruder 11.7 15.6 64.8 14.4 5.2 82.9 14.6 55.1 22.5 7.8 
Richard Montgomery 14.6 22.3 60.8 12.7 4.2 45.7 too few respondents 
Northwest  9.2 too few respondents 82.6 17.9 56.7 20.1 5.3 
Paint Branch  9.5 too few respondents 78.4 17.4 54.8 21.1 6.7 
Poolesville  18.3 23.6 61.1 11.6 3.7 65.2 18.0 63.9 15.5 2.5 
Quince Orchard  10.9 too few respondents 42.5 too few respondents 
Rockville  11.6 too few respondents 75.2 12.7 50.0 26.1 11.2 
Seneca Valley  10.9 too few respondents 56.8 14.1 49.4 25.3 11.2 
Sherwood  15.1 16.1 66.9 13.9 3.1 69.0 15.8 52.3 23.4 8.5 
Springbrook  7.7 too few respondents 70.4 15.8 55.0 22.2 7.0 
Thomas Edison HS of Tech.  parents not surveyed 74.9 37.6 48.6 9.8 4.0 
Watkins Mill  15.4 18.1 66.6 11.8 3.5 63.8 16.0 53.1 23.5 7.4 
Wheaton  7.5 too few respondents 69.5 15.2 49.3 25.6 10.0 
Walt Whitman  16.8 30.7 55.1 11.4 2.9 45.3 too few respondents 
Thomas S. Wootton 15.1 25.5 59.8 11.8 2.9 79.6 19.8 58.3 16.5 5.3 
Districtwide High Schools 12.5 23.6 60.6 11.9 3.9 64.9 17.1 54.6 21.6 6.7 
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Perceptions by High School of School Atmosphere and Communication 
Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Bethesda-Chevy Chase  17.4 34.5 53.0 9.7 2.8 22.9 
Montgomery Blair  10.5 17.6 60.6 16.5 5.3 71.8 
James Hubert Blake 13.0 36.7 50.4 10.0 2.9 80.6 
Winston Churchill 14.5 26.0 55.2 14.6 4.2 62.4 
Damascus  14.8 13.0 66.9 16.3 3.8 72.4 
Albert Einstein 11.5 too few respondents 71.0 
Gaithersburg  10.0 too few respondents 63.2 
Walter Johnson 16.4 24.3 59.0 12.4 4.3 62.7 
John F. Kennedy 7.6 too few respondents 67.1 
Col. Zadock Magruder 11.7 15.5 62.4 16.7 5.5 82.9 
Richard Montgomery 14.6 18.9 63.4 11.5 6.3 45.7 
Northwest  9.2 too few respondents 82.6 
Paint Branch  9.5 too few respondents 78.4 
Poolesville  18.3 26.4 57.8 12.3 3.5 65.2 
Quince Orchard  10.9 too few respondents 42.5 
Rockville  11.6 too few respondents 75.2 
Seneca Valley  10.9 too few respondents 56.8 
Sherwood  15.1 15.4 65.2 15.7 3.7 69.0 
Springbrook  7.7 too few respondents 70.4 
Thomas Edison HS of Tech.  parents not surveyed n/a 
Watkins Mill  15.4 21.6 60.1 14.4 3.9 63.8 
Wheaton  7.5 too few respondents 69.5 
Walt Whitman  16.8 30.1 51.6 13.9 4.3 45.3 
Thomas S. Wootton 15.1 22.1 63.9 11.6 2.4 79.6 
Districtwide High Schools 12.5 23.5 58.3 13.4 4.7 64.9 

Broad Area not included 
on student surveys. 
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Perceptions by High School of Social Environment 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative 
Bethesda-Chevy Chase  17.4 32.6 57.5 7.3 2.6 22.9 too few respondents 
Montgomery Blair  10.5 22.2 62.8 11.1 3.9 71.8 12.5 47.3 25.5 14.7 
James Hubert Blake 13.0 32.7 57.2 7.5 2.6 80.6 25.6 51.9 16.3 6.2 
Winston Churchill 14.5 27.4 58.5 11.9 2.2 62.4 20.4 56.9 16.9 5.8 
Damascus  14.8 14.4 71.2 10.8 3.6 72.4 12.7 52.3 24.4 10.6 
Albert Einstein 11.5 too few respondents 71.0 8.5 45.1 29.6 16.9 
Gaithersburg  10.0 too few respondents 63.2 11.5 52.6 25.3 10.7 
Walter Johnson 16.4 25.2 61.5 8.7 4.6 62.7 18.7 52.5 18.8 10.0 
John F. Kennedy 7.6 too few respondents 67.1 14.4 51.8 23.3 10.4 
Col. Zadock Magruder 11.7 16.0 65.2 15.1 3.7 82.9 12.9 52.1 23.4 11.6 
Richard Montgomery 14.6 23.1 62.6 9.5 4.7 45.7 too few respondents 
Northwest  9.2 too few respondents 82.6 16.1 54.6 20.6 8.8 
Paint Branch  9.5 too few respondents 78.4 17.0 52.7 20.4 9.8 
Poolesville  18.3 23.0 65.7 8.9 2.3 65.2 17.4 63.0 15.1 4.6 
Quince Orchard  10.9 too few respondents 42.5 too few respondents 
Rockville  11.6 too few respondents 75.2 10.7 45.0 25.6 18.7 
Seneca Valley  10.9 too few respondents 56.8 14.0 47.5 22.8 15.7 
Sherwood  15.1 19.5 68.6 9.7 2.2 69.0 11.9 48.3 25.4 14.3 
Springbrook  7.7 too few respondents 70.4 15.3 53.2 21.7 9.9 
Thomas Edison HS of Tech.  parents not surveyed 74.9 33.0 52.6 9.7 4.8 
Watkins Mill  15.4 23.2 65.2 8.5 3.0 63.8 15.6 51.1 22.2 11.2 
Wheaton  7.5 too few respondents 69.5 11.0 46.1 26.8 16.0 
Walt Whitman  16.8 29.7 56.0 10.4 3.9 45.3 too few respondents 
Thomas S. Wootton 15.1 25.0 64.3 8.8 1.9 79.6 18.7 55.6 17.7 8.0 
Districtwide High Schools 12.5 24.0 62.2 10.1 3.7 64.9 15.1 51.7 22.2 10.9 



 

 

80
D

epartm
ent of Shared A

ccountability                                   Surveys of School Environm
ent 2003-2004 

 M
ontgom

ery C
ounty Public Schools                    

                    O
ffice of Strategic Technologies and A

ccountability

Perceptions by High School of Guidance 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Bethesda-Chevy Chase  17.4 31.1 50.8 11.1 6.9 22.9 too few respondents 
Montgomery Blair  10.5 23.8 58.9 12.3 5.0 71.8 24.7 48.6 18.3 8.4 
James Hubert Blake 13.0 23.4 57.4 13.2 6.0 80.6 36.6 46.4 12.9 4.1 
Winston Churchill 14.5 35.6 47.0 12.1 5.3 62.4 31.0 51.1 13.4 4.5 
Damascus  14.8 21.6 61.1 12.0 5.3 72.4 22.8 55.9 14.7 6.6 
Albert Einstein 11.5 too few respondents 71.0 25.9 47.9 18.0 8.2 
Gaithersburg  10.0 too few respondents 63.2 30.2 50.2 13.3 6.3 
Walter Johnson 16.4 22.7 49.8 14.3 13.2 62.7 27.2 47.7 15.9 9.2 
John F. Kennedy 7.6 too few respondents 67.1 23.7 48.7 17.8 9.8 
Col. Zadock Magruder 11.7 21.1 55.0 12.0 12.0 82.9 22.7 49.2 18.2 9.9 
Richard Montgomery 14.6 25.5 55.3 12.5 6.8 45.7 too few respondents 
Northwest  9.2 too few respondents 82.6 29.3 46.1 16.0 8.6 
Paint Branch  9.5 too few respondents 78.4 27.0 46.9 17.7 8.5 
Poolesville  18.3 28.2 62.9 6.5 2.4 65.2 30.6 61.2 6.7 1.5 
Quince Orchard  10.9 too few respondents 42.5 too few respondents 
Rockville  11.6 too few respondents 75.2 24.6 47.9 16.7 10.8 
Seneca Valley  10.9 too few respondents 56.8 27.1 46.5 16.6 9.8 
Sherwood  15.1 25.3 56.5 14.1 4.1 69.0 26.6 48.3 16.6 8.5 
Springbrook  7.7 too few respondents 70.4 22.4 51.4 17.1 9.2 
Thomas Edison HS of Tech.  parents not surveyed 74.9 32.1 48.3 15.9 3.7 
Watkins Mill  15.4 23.0 59.3 14.7 3.0 63.8 35.0 48.1 10.6 6.2 
Wheaton  7.5 too few respondents 69.5 25.1 52.3 14.1 8.5 
Walt Whitman  16.8 40.8 46.1 11.3 1.8 45.3 too few respondents 
Thomas S. Wootton 15.1 25.5 58.3 10.7 5.5 79.6 31.2 49.4 13.4 6.0 
Districtwide High Schools 12.5 28.8 53.6 11.9 5.8 64.9 27.2 49.7 15.6 7.5 
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Perceptions by High School of Citizenry 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative 
Bethesda-Chevy Chase 17.4 24.1 68.3 6.9 0.7 22.9 too few respondents 
Montgomery Blair 10.5 16.3 63.6 16.0 4.1 71.8 9.7 50.4 28.8 11.0 
James Hubert Blake 13.0 25.1 66.6 5.7 2.7 80.6 17.5 57.6 19.6 5.4 
Winston Churchill 14.5 22.4 62.2 14.5 0.9 62.4 16.7 58.2 20.1 5.0 
Damascus 14.8 5.6 71.3 20.4 2.7 72.4 8.4 53.6 30.5 7.5 
Albert Einstein 11.5 too few respondents 71.0 5.1 42.4 37.6 14.9 
Gaithersburg 10.0 too few respondents 63.2 7.4 54.6 28.2 9.7 
Walter Johnson 16.4 18.9 65.4 13.5 2.2 62.7 13.4 54.2 24.6 7.8 
John F. Kennedy 7.6 too few respondents 67.1 12.1 52.7 28.4 6.9 
Col. Zadock Magruder 11.7 10.8 66.7 15.7 6.8 82.9 10.6 54.9 25.2 9.2 
Richard Montgomery 14.6 12.1 69.8 14.7 3.3 45.7 too few respondents 
Northwest 9.2 too few respondents 82.6 16.2 59.9 18.8 5.1 
Paint Branch 9.5 too few respondents 78.4 12.8 55.4 23.0 8.7 
Poolesville 18.3 15.1 68.0 11.2 5.7 65.2 12.8 65.6 19.8 1.8 
Quince Orchard 10.9 too few respondents 42.5 too few respondents 
Rockville 11.6 too few respondents 75.2 8.6 45.8 29.2 16.4 
Seneca Valley 10.9 too few respondents 56.8 10.1 50.2 25.6 14.1 
Sherwood 15.1 14.0 65.9 17.2 2.9 69.0 7.5 51.6 28.7 12.2 
Springbrook 7.7 too few respondents 70.4 12.1 58.7 21.5 7.7 
Thomas Edison HS of Tech.  parents not surveyed  27.5 58.3 10.5 3.8 
Watkins Mill 15.4 16.9 68.9 11.5 2.6 63.8 12.9 55.3 23.0 8.8 
Wheaton 7.5 too few respondents 69.5 10.4 48.4 28.8 12.4 
Walt Whitman 16.8 20.2 62.5 12.4 5.0 45.3 too few respondents 
Thomas S. Wootton 15.1 15.1 74.3 9.3 1.3 79.6 14.8 62.2 17.5 5.5 
Districtwide High Schools 12.5 18.6 65.3 12.5 3.6 64.9 11.5 54.6 25.2 8.7 
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Perceptions by High School of Safety and Discipline 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Bethesda-Chevy Chase  17.4 23.0 61.4 12.6 3.1 22.9 too few respondents 
Montgomery Blair  10.5 15.2 60.7 19.0 5.1 71.8 8.9 43.2 28.9 19.0 
James Hubert Blake 13.0 23.2 65.4 8.5 2.9 80.6 18.0 54.5 19.7 7.8 
Winston Churchill 14.5 23.2 63.2 11.6 2.0 62.4 19.0 58.8 17.2 5.1 
Damascus  14.8 8.4 64.1 21.9 5.6 72.4 8.8 48.8 27.6 14.8 
Albert Einstein 11.5 too few respondents 71.0 6.3 39.1 31.7 22.9 
Gaithersburg  10.0 too few respondents 63.2 8.1 45.2 29.2 17.4 
Walter Johnson 16.4 17.6 62.7 15.5 4.2 62.7 14.2 51.3 23.3 11.2 
John F. Kennedy 7.6 too few respondents 67.1 8.8 46.9 28.3 16.0 
Col. Zadock Magruder 11.7 9.1 64.7 17.5 8.7 82.9 8.6 48.0 28.7 14.8 
Richard Montgomery 14.6 14.5 60.8 18.1 6.6 45.7 too few respondents 
Northwest  9.2 too few respondents 82.6 12.3 49.2 25.1 13.4 
Paint Branch  9.5 too few respondents 78.4 11.7 45.8 27.9 14.6 
Poolesville  18.3 21.7 65.6 10.1 2.6 65.2 15.0 63.2 18.1 3.7 
Quince Orchard  10.9 too few respondents 42.5 too few respondents 
Rockville  11.6 too few respondents 75.2 9.0 37.4 29.2 24.5 
Seneca Valley  10.9 too few respondents 56.8 7.8 39.0 30.7 22.5 
Sherwood  15.1 8.3 63.6 22.6 5.5 69.0 8.5 47.0 28.3 16.1 
Springbrook  7.7 too few respondents 70.4 10.9 54.5 23.5 11.1 
Thomas Edison HS of Tech.  parents not surveyed 74.9 28.8 53.5 12.2 5.5 
Watkins Mill  15.4 14.1 64.9 16.1 4.9 63.8 9.7 47.3 27.3 15.7 
Wheaton  7.5 too few respondents 69.5 10.9 54.5 23.5 11.1 
Walt Whitman  16.8 24.9 61.2 10.4 3.4 45.3 too few respondents 
Thomas S. Wootton 15.1 24.8 68.2 6.4 0.7 79.6 17.0 61.5 14.9 6.7 
Districtwide High Schools 12.5 18.0 62.2 14.5 5.2 64.9 11.1 49.1 25.6 14.3 
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Perceptions by High School of Physical Environment 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Bethesda-Chevy Chase  17.4 28.9 61.4 7.1 2.6 22.9 too few respondents 
Montgomery Blair  10.5 15.6 60.4 13.9 10.1 71.8 8.5 45.6 28.2 17.7 
James Hubert Blake 13.0 44.4 52.2 2.3 1.0 80.6 27.2 55.7 12.4 4.7 
Winston Churchill 14.5 28.6 57.8 11.0 2.6 62.4 20.7 60.6 13.5 5.2 
Damascus  14.8 3.4 55.1 26.7 14.8 72.4 5.0 37.5 31.4 26.1 
Albert Einstein 11.5 too few respondents 71.0 4.6 37.2 30.2 28.0 
Gaithersburg  10.0 too few respondents 63.2 3.9 32.3 32.5 31.3 
Walter Johnson 16.4 15.3 60.2 17.3 7.1 62.7 12.7 49.6 23.6 14.1 
John F. Kennedy 7.6 too few respondents 67.1 9.8 48.6 24.8 16.9 
Col. Zadock Magruder 11.7 6.8 57.7 20.1 15.5 82.9 7.3 46.4 26.6 19.7 
Richard Montgomery 14.6 4.6 45.3 26.9 23.1 45.7 too few respondents 
Northwest  9.2 too few respondents 82.6 15.9 55.4 20.4 8.2 
Paint Branch  9.5 too few respondents 78.4 7.2 44.0 27.6 21.3 
Poolesville  18.3 15.7 59.0 14.3 10.9 65.2 8.9 56.1 24.3 10.7 
Quince Orchard  10.9 too few respondents 42.5 too few respondents 
Rockville  11.6 too few respondents 75.2 5.8 36.5 33.5 24.3 
Seneca Valley  10.9 too few respondents 56.8 5.4 36.6 31.0 27.0 
Sherwood  15.1 11.2 59.8 19.0 10.0 69.0 6.3 39.8 28.0 25.9 
Springbrook  7.7 too few respondents 70.4 10.2 54.3 23.2 12.3 
Thomas Edison HS of Tech.  parents not surveyed 74.9 37.7 52.5 6.2 3.6 
Watkins Mill  15.4 16.7 64.7 13.5 5.1 63.8 7.7 46.1 27.4 18.8 
Wheaton  7.5 too few respondents 69.5 6.8 41.9 28.6 22.8 
Walt Whitman  16.8 22.6 54.4 18.2 4.7 45.3 too few respondents 
Thomas S. Wootton 15.1 21.5 63.0 12.6 2.9 79.6 16.1 57.6 18.0 8.4 
Districtwide High Schools  18.8 57.5 15.3 8.5  10.0 46.6 25.6 17.8 
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Perceptions by High School of Satisfaction 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative
Bethesda-Chevy Chase  17.4 48.4 44.1 6.0 1.5 22.9 too few respondents 
Montgomery Blair  10.5 31.7 55.7 9.0 3.7 71.8 13.5 55.1 20.4 10.9 
James Hubert Blake 13.0 43.2 48.6 7.6 0.7 80.6 22.9 53.4 16.9 6.9 
Winston Churchill 14.5 42.9 49.4 6.3 1.5 62.4 21.4 56.7 15.6 6.3 
Damascus  14.8 12.4 70.1 10.0 7.5 72.4 9.2 52.8 24.8 13.2 
Albert Einstein 11.5 too few respondents 71.0 5.6 47.4 31.2 15.7 
Gaithersburg  10.0 too few respondents 63.2 8.2 56.1 25.0 10.7 
Walter Johnson 16.4 35.4 52.9 9.6 2.1 62.7 16.7 54.6 18.0 10.7 
John F. Kennedy 7.6 too few respondents 67.1 11.4 56.5 22.9 9.2 
Col. Zadock Magruder 11.7 21.8 61.3 11.9 5.1 82.9 9.7 51.4 24.8 14.1 
Richard Montgomery 14.6 30.1 58.6 7.6 3.7 45.7 too few respondents 
Northwest  9.2 too few respondents 82.6 13.5 54.9 21.4 10.2 
Paint Branch  9.5 too few respondents 78.4 12.5 55.8 21.6 10.2 
Poolesville  18.3 36.3 53.8 8.8 1.2 65.2 13.1 64.4 17.9 4.6 
Quince Orchard  10.9 too few respondents 42.5 too few respondents 
Rockville  11.6 too few respondents 75.2 7.2 42.9 26.6 23.2 
Seneca Valley  10.9 too few respondents 56.8 7.4 46.3 27.9 18.4 
Sherwood  15.1 17.0 69.3 12.1 1.6 69.0 8.2 52.1 24.1 15.6 
Springbrook  7.7 too few respondents 70.4 12.5 54.0 21.4 12.2 
Thomas Edison HS of Tech.  parents not surveyed n/a 45.2 45.8 5.7 3.2 
Watkins Mill  15.4 25.1 57.1 14.8 3.0 63.8 10.9 53.6 24.3 11.1 
Wheaton  7.5 too few respondents 69.5 8.8 49.6 26.2 15.4 
Walt Whitman  16.8 47.0 43.5 6.4 3.0 45.3 too few respondents 
Thomas S. Wootton 15.1 40.2 55.2 3.9 0.8 79.6 17.5 53.2 20.0 9.4 
Districtwide High Schools 12.5 30.3 56.7 9.6 3.4 64.9 12.8 53.4 22.3 11.6 
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Perceptions by High School of Partnerships 

Mean Percentage of Parent Perceptions Mean Percentage of Student Perceptions 

School Name 
Response 

Rate 
More 

Positive Positive Negative More 
Negative 

Response 
Rate 

More 
Positive Positive Negative More 

Negative 
Bethesda-Chevy Chase  17.4 37.8 41.5 15.0 5.7 22.9 too few respondents 
Montgomery Blair  10.5 31.3 38.6 18.8 11.3 71.8 21.8 44.2 21.0 13.0 
James Hubert Blake 13.0 43.8 35.5 15.0 5.7 80.6 29.7 45.5 16.4 8.5 
Winston Churchill 14.5 35.3 38.9 17.0 8.8 62.4 28.3 51.8 14.7 5.2 
Damascus  14.8 42.9 36.1 15.7 5.4 72.4 27.3 50.1 16.2 6.4 
Albert Einstein 11.5 too few respondents 71.0 21.7 46.3 20.7 11.4 
Gaithersburg  10.0 too few respondents 63.2 24.4 46.9 18.9 9.8 
Walter Johnson 16.4 33.4 41.5 17.4 7.7 62.7 27.8 49.0 14.8 8.4 
John F. Kennedy 7.6 too few respondents 67.1 23.0 50.6 18.5 7.9 
Col. Zadock Magruder 11.7 31.6 34.2 20.7 13.5 82.9 24.9 47.3 19.1 8.7 
Richard Montgomery 14.6 35.7 33.8 20.6 9.9 45.7 too few respondents 
Northwest  9.2 too few respondents 82.6 25.8 48.1 17.9 8.1 
Paint Branch  9.5 too few respondents 78.4 24.9 46.2 19.9 9.0 
Poolesville  18.3 41.0 39.1 14.5 5.5 65.2 25.2 55.2 14.4 5.2 
Quince Orchard  10.9 too few respondents 42.5 too few respondents 
Rockville  11.6 too few respondents 75.2 23.5 47.1 18.5 10.9 
Seneca Valley  10.9 too few respondents 56.8 23.8 45.1 17.4 13.8 
Sherwood  15.1 35.1 38.5 17.2 9.1 69.0 25.5 46.1 18.8 9.7 
Springbrook  7.7 too few respondents 70.4 23.6 44.6 20.8 11.0 
Thomas Edison HS of Tech.  parents not surveyed  29.1 48.3 14.9 7.6 
Watkins Mill  15.4 34.1 40.8 15.4 9.7 63.8 26.2 47.1 17.5 9.2 
Wheaton  7.5 too few respondents 69.5 21.8 42.4 22.6 13.2 
Walt Whitman  16.8 40.9 39.0 14.0 6.1 45.3 too few respondents 
Thomas S. Wootton 15.1 43.2 32.3 16.8 7.8 79.6 28.3 49.7 15.0 7.0 
Districtwide High Schools 12.5 34.7 37.0 17.0 11.3 64.9 25.2 47.6 18.1 9.1 



 

 

86
D

epartm
ent of Shared A

ccountability                                   Surveys of School Environm
ent 2003-2004 

 M
ontgom

ery C
ounty Public Schools                    

                    O
ffice of Strategic Technologies and A

ccountability

  
Appendix F 

Percent of Schools with 75% or More of Parents and Students Responding Positively by Broad Area 

Elementary Middle High Schools 
Parents 

(91 schools) 
Students       

(115 schools) 
Parents 

(24 schools) 
Students 

(36 schools)
Parents       

(24 schools) 
Students      

(36 schools) Broad Area 

n % n % n % n % n % n % 
Academic Environment  91 100.0 90 78.3 24 100.0 12 33.3 13 100.0 5 25.0 
Partnerships 91 100.0 94 81.7 18 75.0 21 58.3 6 46.2 7 35.0 
Physical Environment 87 95.6 23 20.0 22 91.7 0 0.0 8 61.5 3 15.0 
Satisfaction n/a n/a 106 92.2 23 95.8 6 16.7 13 100.0 4 20.0 
Safety And Discipline 91 100.0 45 39.1 22 91.7 1 2.8 10 76.9 4 20.0 
Social Environment 91 100.0 107 93.0 24 100.0 6 16.7 13 100.0 4 20.0 
Citizenry n/a n/a n/a n/a 24 100.0 12 33.3 13 100.0 5 25.0 
Guidance 91 100.0 113 98.3 22 91.7 33 91.7 12 92.3 11 55.0 
Atmosphere and Communication 91 100.0 n/a n/a 23 95.8 n/a n/a 13 100.0 n/a n/a 

n/a indicates that the Broad Area does not apply to that respondent group. 
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