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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Introduction

“Learning organizations are those where people continually expand their capacity
to create the results they truly desire, where new and expansive patterns of thinking
are nurtured, where collective aspiration is set free, and where people are
continually learning to see the whole together.”

Peter Senge

The North Allegheny School District has a proud history of excellence in academics, arts,
and athletics. While the District’s commitment to excellence is infused into all aspects of the
school community, in the classroom this history translates into superior student achievement.
The North Allegheny School District is an organization of excellence as substantiated by the
multitude of awards and accomplishments for which it has been recognized across the State
and the Nation. Since the presentation of the 2012-2013 Report of Student Achievement,
significant student achievement accomplishments were attained as highlighted below:

e Niche K-12
e North Allegheny School District (NASD) ranked the #9 school district in the
United States
e NASD ranked the #3 school district in Pennsylvania

e NASD ranked the #1 school district in the Pittsburgh Metropolitan Area

e The North Allegheny Senior High School (NASH) ranked at #33 on the list of
Best High Schools in the Nation (out of 14,431 schools)

e Each of the three NASD Middle Schools made the Top 100 Middle Schools
in the Nation list. Ingomar Middle School ranked #35, Marshall Middle
School ranked #42, and Carson Middle School ranked #49 in America. These
three schools also ranked in the top 10 in Pennsylvania: IMS #5, MMS #6 and
IMS #7. NASD Middle Schools swept the top three rankings for Best Middle
Schools in the Metropolitan Pittsburgh Area as well: IMS #1, MMS #2, and
CMS #3.

e All seven NASD Elementary Schools ranked among the Top 3% of the Best
Elementary Schools in the Nation. Each elementary school received an A+
Grade. NASD Elementary Schools also received commendable rankings in
the State: Bradford Woods #11, Peebles #14, Ingomar #18, Hosack #21,
Franklin #25, Marshall #26, and McKnight #104.

e Best High Schools 2014 — US News and World Report
o NASH ranked #639 (out of 19,400 total high schools) in the Nation — or top
4% - and #12 (out of 690) in the State.

o Methodology — (1) performance on state proficiency tests (2) performance of
least-advantaged students (3) college readiness using AP and IB.
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e Top High Schools 2014 — The Daily Beast
NASH ranked #165* (original pool unknown)

o Methodology — (1) invited public schools with graduations rates of at least
85% to participate and received 1,200 responses (2) formula: four-year cohort
graduate rate 30%, rigor/college preparedness 30%, college acceptance rate
30%, SAT/ACT 10%.

e America’s Top High Schools 2014 — Newsweek
e NASH ranked #65 (out of 14,454 total high schools) — or top 1%.

e Methodology — (1) threshold analysis identified high schools performing at
or above the 80" percentile in each state based upon state assessment
proficiency (2) college readiness based on enrollment rate, graduation rate,
AP/IB, SAT/ACT, retention 9" through 12", counselor-to-student ratio (3)
performance of economically disadvantage student performance.

e America’s Most Challenging High Schools 2014 — Washington Post
o NASH ranked #1194 (out of approximately 22,000 high schools) in the
Nation — or top 6% - and #12 in the State.

o Methodology — (1) total number of AP, IB, and AICE tests given divided by
number of seniors who graduated = Challenge Index (2) schools with a
Challenge Index of at least 1.00 make the list and are ranked in order highest
to lowest (3) charter schools are included.

e  “What Parents Want” — SchoolMatch
o NASD was awarded the ‘What Parents Want Award’ for 22 consecutive years
1990/91 —2012/13.

o Originally designed to help families and companies who were looking to
relocate identify schools/school districts that would best meet their quality of
life priorities. Roster of services has since expanded.

o Database information is submitted by school districts and merged with other
public source information. Membership is required for various levels of
participation.

o This award program was discontinued in 2013/2014.

e 2014 Guide to Western Pennsylvania Schools — Pittsburgh Business Times

o The NASD ranked #8 (out of 494) districts in PA.

o Methodology — (1) based on three years of state public school assessment
results (2) information regarding performance by various groups, including
economically disadvantaged is taken into consideration for some aspects of
rankings.
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When compared to other Western PA schools by grade level, our schools received the
following rankings in the Pittsburgh Business Times Special Report:

o NASH 11" grade rank: #3 in Western PA.
o Middle Schools in NA received the following Western PA rankings:

8™ Grade Rank 7™ Grade Rank 6™ Grade Rank
Ingomar Middle #4 #4 #27
School
Carson Middle #8 #10 #46
School
Marshall Middle #5 #6 #6
School

o Elementary Schools in NA received the following Western PA rankings:

5™ Grade Rank 4™ Grade Rank 3™ Grade Rank
Bradford Woods #1 #15 #1
Elementary School
Franklin Elementary #16 #26 #53
School
Hosack Elementary #13 #35 #38
School
Ingomar Elementary #33 #27 #18
School
Marshall #22 #47 #76
Elementary School
McKnight #76 #85 #46
Elementary School
Peebles Elementary #39 #12 #24
School

The Report of Student Achievement analyzes data from 2004 and then the past five years.
The reason for including 2004, it represents a ten-year perspective of NASD student
performance. The analyses may include:

e Performance Summaries

e A District Longitudinal Trend Comparison by Cohort and Graduating Class

e A District 2013-2014 School Year Comparison of Historically Underperforming

Students
e A District Longitudinal Trend Comparison by Gender
e A District Comparison to the State or Nation

As past student achievement data is analyzed and plans are made to facilitate improved future

performance, North Allegheny School District must shift its focus to sustaining student
growth and achievement to expect even greater performance in the future. By analyzing

iii
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student growth and achievement, a more comprehensive picture of school effectiveness
emerges. The 2014 Report of Student Achievement is not only a year in review of North
Allegheny students’ academic progress, but a testimony to the school community’s joint
effort to support and encourage its students in the quest for educational excellence.

The 2014 Report of Student Achievement is a comprehensive compilation of results of
seven standardized assessments that includes: the Pennsylvania System of School
Assessment (PSSA); the Keystone Exams; lowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS) and the
companion Cognitive Abilities Test (CogAT); Preliminary SAT (PSAT); Scholastic
Aptitude Test (SAT); PLAN; American College Test (ACT); Advanced Placement (AP)
Exams; and the School Performance Profile (SPP). The purpose of the Report of Student
Achievement is to provide detailed information regarding the results and comparisons of
North Allegheny School District students to students across the region, State, and Nation.
Additionally, the Report of Student Achievement contains summaries of strategies and
initiatives that have been accomplished with recommendations to maintain and/or
improve instruction and student achievement. Specifically, the Report of Student
Achievement presents an accountability overview that outlines progress towards past
recommendations made to facilitate improving student growth and achievement moving
forward. This focus will ensure that the North Allegheny School District continues to
make informed, data-driven decisions, and accomplishes the goals of the Comprehensive
Plan.

The Report of Student Achievement provides information to the School Board,
Superintendent, Administration, and the school community at large regarding the
academic growth and achievement of the North Allegheny School District. The
information contained in the Report of Student Achievement is shared with Building
Principals, Department Chairpersons, Grade Level Facilitators, Special Education
leadership, teachers, parents, and the community. It continues to be one of the driving
forces when analyzing the scope and sequence of the delivery of curriculum and in the
implementation of instructional strategies. Some of the highlights of the 2014 Report of
Student Achievement include:

Pennsylvania System of School Assessment (PSSA)

When comparing District to State percentages of students at the combined Advanced and
Proficient performance levels in Mathematics, Reading, Writing, and Science, the North
Allegheny School District outperformed the State on total grade level and subject area
achievement.

e In Mathematics, every grade level recorded percentages of 79.9+ students who are
at the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels. The percentage of
students in seventh and eighth grade at the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels were 91.8% and 90.6%, respectively.

¢ In Reading, every grade level recorded percentages of 82+ students who are at the
combined Advance and Proficient performance levels. The percentage of
students in seventh and eighth grade at the combined Advance and Proficient
performance levels were 91.7% and 95.2%, respectively.
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In Writing, 89.6% of fifth graders, and 94.5% of eighth graders scored at the
combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels.

In Science the NASD outperformed the State in every grade level with 94.8% of
fourth graders, and 87.5% of eighth graders, scoring in the combined Advanced
and Proficient performance levels.

Keystone Exams

During the 2013-2014 Spring Administration of the Algebra I Keystone Exam,
75.4% of District first-time test takers scored at the Advanced/Proficient Level as
compared to 52.1% of State students.

During the 2013-2014 Spring Administration of the Biology Keystone Exam, 79.9%
of District first-time test takers scored at the Advanced/Proficient Level as compared
to 53.5% of State students.

During the 2013-2014 Spring Administration of the Literature Keystone Exam,
89.1% of District first-time test takers scored at the Advanced/Proficient Level as
compared to 61.5% of State students.

Using the best score of the Keystone Exams, students in the graduating Class of
2015 have scored at the Advanced/Proficient Level in the following areas:
92.18% in Algebra I, 76.89% in Biology, and 95.91% in Literature.

Using the best score of the Keystone Exams, students in the graduating Class of
2016 have scored at the Advanced/Proficient Level in the following areas:
90.32% in Algebra I, 82.09% in Biology, and 90.95% in Literature.

Using the best score of the Keystone Exams, students in the graduating class of
2017 have scored at the Advanced/Proficient Level in the following areas:
84.94% in Algebra I and 97.54% in Biology. The Literature Keystone Exam will
be administered at the end of their 10™ grade English course in the spring of 2015.

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills

Achievement of students at North Allegheny School District compares favorably
to students nationally in all areas of achievement and at all grade levels.

Analysis of the distribution of the mean national percentile scores obtained by
District students on the Reading Totals, Language Totals, Math Totals, and Core
Totals in grades two through seven reveals a continued pattern of stability since
the 2010 administration.

The 2014 results show the mean national percentile scores for District students
was between the 78" and 85™ percentile for Reading Totals, between the 81% and
87" percentile for Language Totals, between the 81% and 85" percentile for Math
Totals, and between the 81% and 86™ percentile for Core Totals.

In grades two, four, and seven, the CogAT scores are utilized to predict
achievement on the ITBS. Results indicate that North Allegheny students
performed above the predicted scores in Math, Reading, and Language, revealing
consistent performance for five years.

PSAT/NMSQT

Juniors and sophomores in the North Allegheny School District scored higher
than the State and National averages in Critical Reading, Math, and Writing.
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e Fifteen (15) seniors in the graduating class of 2014 were named as National Merit
Semifinalists; thirty-six (36) seniors were named as National Merit Commended
students; and thirteen (13) seniors were named Finalists in the 2014 National
Merit Program.

SAT

e The combined Critical Reading, Mathematics, and Writing mean score was 1700.
This represents a decrease of 16 points from last year’s all-time record high score.

e 1In 2014, 90% of all seniors took the SAT.

e North Allegheny students surpassed the State and National mean scores on the
SAT in the Critical Reading, Mathematics, and Writing sections.

e North Allegheny School District is ranked #2 in the Pittsburgh Business Times in
their most recent list of Top 50 High Schools in the region ranked by SAT scores.

PLAN
e Ninety-six percent (96%) of North Allegheny students scored at or above the
national median.
e North Allegheny students in tenth grade have shown career preferences in the
areas of Science/Technology, Arts, Administration/Sales, and Social Services.

e North Allegheny students surpassed the State and national median scores in all
four areas of the exam.

e The North Allegheny School District had 61% of graduates indicating college
readiness and had an ACT Composite Score of 25.9. This is a new high score,
increasing from the 25.7 reported for each of the last three years. North
Allegheny students outperformed students across the State by 3.2 points and the
Nation by 4.9 points.

e During the 2013-2014 school year, 357 students took the ACT assessment. This
reflects a decrease of 15 students from the 2012-2013 school year, which was the
highest number ever recorded.

e In 2013-2014, 594 students were enrolled in one or more AP courses. One
thousand, four hundred twenty-two (1,422) AP exams were administered to North
Allegheny students in 2013-2014 school year.

e The mean AP score was 4.18 on a 5-point scale. For the last nine years, the mean
average score on the AP exams for North Allegheny School District has been 4.0
or greater.

e There were a total of 311 AP Scholars. This is an increase of 38 scholars from the
2012-2013 school year and the most scholars ever recorded.

e North Allegheny School District earned AP District Honor Roll distinction
through the College Board.

vi



Back to Table of Contents

School Performance Profile

e The SPP score for the two high schools is 97.2
e The average SPP score for the three middle schools is 96.3
e The average SPP score for the seven elementary schools is 88.2

An examination of the North Allegheny School District’s current and historical
performance reveals areas where the District has excelled and where the District must
further focus its efforts. Equipped with dedication, passion, and commitment, the North
Allegheny School District will continue to reach new heights of excellence with “Caring
to Learn, Learning to Care!”

vii
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS

ACT Assessment

The ACT Assessment measures skills in English, Mathematics, Reading, and Science
reasoning. These areas are tested because they include the major areas of instruction in most
high school and college programs.

Achievement Test

An achievement test is any test designed to measure learning that is taught in school. The
test typically encompasses basic skills; e.g., Reading, Language, Mathematics, and may also
cover content areas such as Science and Social Studies.

Advanced Placement Exam

The Advanced Placement Exam is a test on which students demonstrate and confirm
mastery of particular subjects. Student performance on AP Exams are graded one
through five, with a grade of five indicating a student who is well-qualified to receive
college credit and/or advanced placement.

Predicted Achievement Scores
Anticipated achievement scores are projections of a student’s achievement scores based on a
measure of their cognitive ability.

Assessment
Assessment is a comprehensive district-wide process that uses a variety of tests to determine
the learning of students.

Alternative Assessment
Alternative assessment is any kind of assessment technique other than traditional; e.g.,
multiple-choice tests.*

Authentic Assessment
Authentic assessment is a general term for a method of alternative assessment that tests
students' ability to solve problems or perform tasks in simulated "real-life" situations.*

Bell Curve

A Bell Curve, also called a "normal curve," is a symmetrical pattern for plotting the scores
of a norm group so that exactly half of the scores fall above the midpoint and half below.
All other scores are plotted within the curve to determine standardized test rankings.*

Cognitive Abilities Test (CogAT)

The CogAT is an academic aptitude test that measures the cognitive abilities important for
scholastic success. The CogAT is administered to students in grades 1, 2, 4, and 7. The
CogAT includes scores for three cognitive factors - verbal, non-verbal, and quantitative.

viii
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Descriptions of Performance Levels for the PA System of School Assessment (PSSA)
Advanced: The Advanced Level reflects superior academic performance. Advanced
work indicates an in-depth understanding and exemplary display of the skills included in
the Pennsylvania Academic Content Standards.

Proficient: The Proficient Level reflects satisfactory academic performance. Proficient
work indicates a solid understanding and adequate display of the skills included in the
Pennsylvania Academic Content Standards.

Basic: The Basic Level reflects marginal academic performance. Basic work indicates a
partial understanding and limited display of the skills included in the Pennsylvania
Academic Content Standards. This work is approaching satisfactory performance but has
not yet reached it. There is a need for additional instructional opportunities and/or
increased student academic commitment to achieve the Proficient Level.

Below Basic: The Below Basic Level reflects inadequate academic performance. Below
Basic work indicates little understanding and minimal display of the skills included in the
Pennsylvania Academic Content Standards. There is a substantial need for additional
instructional opportunities and/or increased student academic commitment to achieve the
Proficient Level.

Disaggregated Data

“Disaggregate” means to separate a whole into its parts. In education, this term means
that test results are sorted into groups of students who are economically disadvantaged,
from racial and ethnic minority groups, have disabilities, or have limited English fluency.
This practice allows parents and teachers to see more than just the average score for their
child’s school. Instead, parents and teachers can see how each specific student group is
performing.

Historically Underperforming

The historically underperforming student group is a non-duplicated count of students
with disabilities with an individualized education program (IEP), students who are
English Language Learners (ELL), and Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students
enrolled for a full academic year taking the PSSA/Keystone Exam. This group is not a
cohort but rather students currently in the building meeting the definition during the
reported year.

ITBS

The Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) is a standardized achievement test that is
administered to all students in grades 2 through 7. The test battery includes subtests in the
areas of Reading, Language, and Mathematics. The ITBS has a companion aptitude test, the
Cognitive Abilities Test (CogAT). In North Allegheny, the CogAT is given to students in
grades 1,2,4,and 7.

iX



Back to Table of Contents

Keystone Exams

The Keystone Exams are end-of-course assessments designed to assess proficiency in the
subject areas of Algebra I, Literature, and Biology. The Keystone Exams are one
component of Pennsylvania’s system of high school graduation requirements. Keystone
Exams will help school districts guide students toward meeting state standards.

Mean
The quotient obtained by dividing the sum of a set of scores by the number of scores; also
called “average.” Mathematicians call it “arithmetic mean.”

National Median Percentile
National Median Percentile is the midpoint of the performance of students in a national
norm group; 50 percent of the students score above the norm, and 50 percent score below.

Norm Group
Norm Group is a random group of students that originally take a test under the authority of

the test developer. Their performance establishes the baseline against which all scores are
compared.*

Norm-referenced Test

A Norm-referenced Test is a test that relates the scores of each student to those of students
in a control, or norm group (see Norm Group). This test shows how each student and group
of students rank compared with an average. The intention is that when schools and school
districts give the same tests under the same conditions and are ranked according to the same
norm, these scores will be comparable.*

Pennsylvania Alternate System of Assessment (PASA)

The Individuals with Disabilities Act of 2004 (IDEA) requires that States and Local
Education Agencies (LEAs) ensure that all children with disabilities are included in all
general state and district-wide assessment programs, including assessments used for
purposes of satisfying the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (NCLB). If necessary, a
state or LEA may create an alternate assessment. The Pennsylvania Alternate System of
Assessment (PASA) was developed in accordance with this allowance to meet the needs
of students with the most severe cognitive disabilities who are not able to participate in
the general assessment even with accommodations. The PASA is aligned with
Pennsylvania's academic content standards and measures the attainment of knowledge
and skills of children with significant cognitive disabilities through performance tasks.
Like the state-wide standardized test (the Pennsylvania System of Assessment or PSSA),
the purpose of the PASA is to provide information to school districts and other
educational service providers that will aid them in improving instruction for children.

Pennsylvania System of State Assessment (PSSA)

Chapter 4 of the State Board of Education calls for assessments in mathematics and reading
skills of students in grades 3 through 8; an assessment for writing skills for students in grade
5 and 8; and an assessment for science skills for students in grades 4 and 8. The PSSA is the
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State of Pennsylvania’s assessment to meet the requirements of No Child Left Behind. The
PSSA is administered annually.

Performance Assessment

This type of alternative assessment, also called performance-based, requires students to
perform a task to demonstrate knowledge of skills rather than just answer questions.
Students may have to conduct a science experiment or explain in writing how they solved a
mathematics or science problem.*

Percentile Score

Frequently, we want to compare a student's test score with those of other children in the
same age/grade group. In order to do this, the actual test score is changed to a percentile
score. If he/she has a percentile score of 75, it means that the test score is higher than 75
percent (or 3/4) of the students in the same age/grade group who also took the same test.

PLAN Test (formerly PACTH)

The PLAN Test is the middle program in the secondary level of the ACT Educational
Planning and Assessment System. This test is administered to all students in the 10th grade
to assess achievement in the areas of English, Mathematics, Reading, and Science. The test
also measures career plans and areas in which students require help, e.g. making
postsecondary plans, etc.

Portfolio
Portfolio is a file of student work used as an assessment technique. Specified contents of the
portfolio are reviewed to determine the level of student performance and progress.*

PSAT/NMSQT
The PSAT is a preparatory test for the SAT administered in grades 10 and 11. NMSOT is
the National Merit Scholarship Qualifying Test.

Quartile

After percentiles are determined, the distribution may be broken down for reporting
purposes into four groups: the 1-25th percentile, 26-50th, 51-75th, and 76-100th. Thus, a
student who scored at the 45th percentile is said to be in the second quartile.*

Regression to the Mean

Regression to the mean is a tendency for groups, especially those selected on the basis of
extreme scores, to regress toward a more average score on subsequent measurements,
regardless of the experimental treatment.

Reliability

Reliability is the consistency or accuracy of the measurement.
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SAT

The SAT is administered at the upper secondary level as a requirement for admissions to
most colleges and universities. It is also administered to select seventh and eighth grade
students as part of the Johns Hopkins Program.

Scaled Score (Standard Score)

On certain tests, scaled scores provide a means of comparing student performance on
different forms and levels of the same test. They are most useful in tracking a student's gain
from grade to grade.

Stanines

Stanines are a way of representing an individual’s score on an assessment by using a series
of numbers 1 through 9. This system has a mean of 5 and standard deviation of 2. Students
are said to score within an average range if they receive a stanine score of 4, 5, or 6.

Validity

Validity is the extent to which a test measures what it is supposed to measure.

*SOURCE OF REFERENCE

Hynes, Donald L. "Making Sense of Testing and Assessment," American Association of
School Administrators Booklet. 25-27.
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PENNSYLVANIA SYSTEM OF SCHOOL ASSESSMENT
(PSSA)

The State’s assessment system is known as the Pennsylvania System of School Assessment
(PSSA). Tests are required under the Chapter 4 Regulations of the Pennsylvania State Board of
Education and the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act. The tests are based on the
Pennsylvania Academic Standards in Mathematics, Reading, Writing, Speaking, and Listening.
The focus of the assessment is to determine the degree to which the students and schools in the
State of Pennsylvania are proficient in achieving the content contained in the Pennsylvania
Academic Standards in the areas of Mathematics, Reading, Writing, and Science.

Additionally, the PSSA provides information to teachers and schools to guide the redesign of
curriculum and instructional strategies to enable students to master the Pennsylvania Academic
Standards.
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Pennsylvania System of School Assessment
(PSSA)
2013-2014

Summary of Current Findings:

Background

During the 2013-2014 school year, students were assessed in Mathematics and Reading in grades
three through eight. Writing was assessed at grades five and eight. Science assessments were
administered in grades four and eight. Results from the PSSA are used to monitor individual
student achievement, as well as the performance of individual schools and school districts. For
the purpose of this report, several analyses will be conducted including:

Performance Summaries for Mathematics and Reading for Grades Three through Eight
Performance Summaries for Writing for Grades Five and Eight

Performance Summaries for Science for Grades Four and Eight

A District Longitudinal Trend Comparison by Cohort and Graduating Class

A District 2013-2014 Comparison of Historically Underperforming Students

Four performance levels, which correspond with student scores on the PSSA, illustrate students’
levels of achievement relative to the Pennsylvania Academic Standards. The performance levels
provide specific descriptions of what students know and can do in order to help guide educators
in developing curriculum and instruction that enable all students to be successful learners. The
four levels are:

e Advanced (superior academic performance)

e Proficient (satisfactory academic performance)

e Basic (marginal academic performance)

e Below Basic (inadequate academic performance)

Performance Summaries for Mathematics and Reading for Grades Three through Eight
Grade Three

In 2013, North Allegheny School District third grade students achieved 89.3% combined
Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and 91.4% combined Advanced and
Proficient performance levels in Reading. In 2014, North Allegheny School District third grade
students achieved 89.9% combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Mathematics
and 85.8% combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Reading. When comparing
scores in 2013 and 2014, a .6% increase is noted in Mathematics and a 5.6% decrease is noted in
Reading in the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels, respectively. In
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comparison, 75.0% of third grade students across the State achieved the combined Advanced and
Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and 70.3% of third grade students across the State
achieved the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Reading.
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89.9 858
30 - 75.0
60 ——
40 +—
20 ——
0 .
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NA - Grade 3 B State - Grade 3
Grade Four

In 2013, 89.1% of District fourth grade students scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Mathematics and 85.6% at the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Reading. On the 2014 PSSA, 88.6% of District fourth grade students
scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and 84.7%
at the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Reading. When comparing
scores in 2013 and 2014, there is a .5% decrease in the differential in Mathematics and a .9%
decrease in the differential in Reading. In comparison, 76.2% of fourth grade students across the
State achieved the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and
68.6% of fourth grade students across the State achieved the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Reading.

100
88.6
84.7
30 - 76.2
68.6
60 -
40 -
20 -
0 .
Mathematics A+P Reading A+P
NA - Grade 4 m State - Grade 4



Back to Table of Contents

Grade Five

In 2013, 85.9% of District fifth grade students scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Mathematics and 81.7% at the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Reading. In 2014, 79.9% of District fifth grade students scored at the
combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and 82.0% at the
combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Reading. When comparing scores in
2013 and 2014, there is a 6.0% decrease in the differential in Mathematics, and a .3% increase in
the differential in Reading. In comparison, 67.2% of fifth grade students across the State
achieved the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and 60.5%
of fifth grade students across the State achieved the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Reading.
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Grade Six

In 2013, 88.0% of District sixth grade students scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance level in Mathematics and 83.4% at the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Reading. On the 2014 PSSA, 88.6% of District sixth grade students
scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and 84.5%
at the combined Advanced and Proficient levels in Reading. When comparing scores in 2013
and 2014, there is a .6% increase in the differential in Mathematics and a 1.1% increase in the
differential in Reading. In comparison, 71.9% of sixth grade students across the State achieved
the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and 64.5% of sixth
grade students across the State achieved the combined Advanced and Proficient performance
levels in Reading.
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Grade Seven

In 2013, 92.4% of District seventh grade students scored at the combined Advanced and
Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and 89.7% at the combined Advanced and
Proficient performance levels in Reading. On the 2014 PSSA, 91.8% of District seventh grade
students scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and
91.7% at the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Reading. When
comparing scores in 2013 and 2014, there is a .6% decrease in the differential in Mathematics
and a 2.0% increase in the differential in Reading. In comparison, 75.7% of seventh grade
students across the State achieved the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in
Mathematics and 72.0% of seventh grade students across the State achieved the combined
Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Reading.
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Grade Eight

In 2013, 91.3% of District eighth grade students scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Mathematics and 94.6% at the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Reading. On the 2014 PSSA, 90.6% of District eighth grade students
scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and 95.2%
at the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Reading. When comparing
scores in 2013 and 2014, there is a .7% decrease in the differential in Mathematics and a .6%
increase in the differential in Reading. In comparison, 73.6% of eighth grade students across the
State achieved the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Mathematics and
79.6% of eighth grade students across the State achieved the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Reading.
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Performance Summaries for Writing for Grades Five and Eight

Grade Five and Eight

In 2013, 88.9% of District fifth grade students scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Writing. In 2014, 89.6% of District fifth grade students scored at the
combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Writing, a .7% increase in the
differential from the previous year. In 2013, 92.7% of District eighth grade students scored at
the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Writing. In 2014, 94.5% of
District eighth grade students scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient performance
levels in Writing, a 1.8% increase in the differential from the previous year. Respectively,
61.3% of State fifth grade students scored at the Advanced and Proficient performance levels and
73.5% of State eighth grade students scored at the Advanced and Proficient performance levels.
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Performance Summaries in Science for Grades Four and Eight

Grade Four and Eight

In 2013, 94.8% of District fourth grade students scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient
performance levels in Science. In 2014, 94.8% of District fourth grade students scored at the
combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Science, which remained unchanged
from 2013. In 2013, 83.3% of District eighth grade students scored at the combined Advanced
and Proficient performance levels in Science. In 2014, 87.5% of District eighth grade students
scored at the combined Advanced and Proficient performance levels in Science, an increase of
4.2%. In comparison, 79.2% of State fourth grade students scored at the Advanced and
Proficient performance levels and 60.5% of State eighth grade students scored at the Advance
and Proficient performance levels.
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District Longitudinal Trend Analysis by Cohort and Graduating Class

In order to take a closer look at District longitudinal trends, the PSSA analysis has been
expanded to examine the performance levels of graduating classes with a perspective on
continual student achievement. The graduating classes from 2017 to 2020 will be examined. It
is important to keep in mind that the validity of longitudinal analysis improves as the amount of
data for comparison increases. At this time, the following comparisons can be made:
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Graduating Class of 2017
(Current Tenth Grade)

PSSA READING

Assessment Year Pass Rate Adv% Pro% Bas% Bel%
Grade 8 - 2012/2013 94.9 84.1 10.8 3.1 1.9
Grade 7 —2011/2012 93.2 66.7 26.5 4.9 1.9
Grade 6 —2010/2011 85.9 58.8 27.1 10.0 4.1
Grade 5 —-2009/2010 83.3 38.6 44.7 11.1 5.6
Grade 4 —2008/2009 91.4 60.8 30.6 6.4 23
Grade 3 —2007/2008 93.7 36.1 57.6 4.8 1.6

PSSA MATHEMATICS

Assessment Year Pass Rate Adv% Pro% Bas% Bel%
Grade 8 - 2012/2013 91.6 70.2 21.4 5.0 34
Grade 7 —2011/2012 92.6 74.5 18.1 5.5 1.9
Grade 6 —2010/2011 90.8 72.1 18.7 4.8 4.4
Grade 5 —-2009/2010 90.3 68.9 21.4 6.8 2.9
Grade 4 —2008/2009 94.7 69.6 25.1 2.8 2.4
Grade 3 -2007/2008 96.1 67.6 28.5 3.6 0.4

Graduating Class of 2018
(Current Ninth Grade)
PSSA READING

Assessment Year Pass Rate Adv% Pro% Bas% Bel%
Grade 8 —2013/2014 95.3 83.6 11.7 2.0 2.7
Grade 7 —2012/2013 89.6 63.3 26.3 8.5 2.0
Grade 6 —2011/2012 86.6 53.1 33.5 9.3 4.1
Grade 5 -2010/2011 85.6 35.2 50.4 11.0 34
Grade 4 —2009/2010 89.8 54.8 35.0 6.6 3.6
Grade 3 —2008/2009 91.9 44.3 47.6 3.9 4.1

PSSA MATHEMATICS

Assessment Year Pass Rate Adv% Pro% Bas% Bel%
Grade 8 —2013/2014 90.7 75.4 15.3 5.2 4.1
Grade 7 —2012/2013 92.4 74.2 18.2 4.1 3.6
Grade 6 —2011/2012 90.0 64.7 253 8.4 1.7
Grade 5 -2010/2011 90.3 65.3 25.0 7.7 2.0
Grade 4 —2009/2010 93.7 73.9 19.8 4.2 2.1
Grade 3 —2008/2009 95.5 67.5 28.0 2.9 1.6
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Graduating Class of 2019

(Current Eighth Grade)
PSSA READING

Assessment Year Pass Rate Adv% Pro% Bas% Bel%
Grade 7 —-2013/2014 91.6 73.1 18.5 5.4 2.9
Grade 6 —2012/2013 83.9 54.9 29.0 13.1 3.0
Grade 5-2011/2012 83.2 49.1 34.1 12.1 4.7
Grade 4 —2010/2011 88.1 49.3 38.8 9.6 2.3
Grade 3 —2009/2010 92.9 45.8 47.1 5.1 2.0

PSSA MATHEMATICS

Assessment Year Pass Rate Adv% Pro% Bas% Bel%
Grade 7 —-2013/2014 91.8 76.2 15.6 3.6 4.5
Grade 6 —2012/2013 88.6 64.4 24.1 6.9 4.5
Grade 5-2011/2012 86.7 57.7 29.0 9.8 35
Grade 4 —2010/2011 94.8 70.5 24.3 2.6 2.6
Grade 3 —2009/2010 96.0 61.0 35.0 33 0.7

Graduating Class of 2020
(Current Seventh Grade)

PSSA READING

Assessment Year Pass Rate Adv% Pro% Bas% Bel%
Grade 6 —2013/2014 85.1 61.8 23.3 9.7 5.2
Grade 5-2012/2013 82.3 44.8 375 11.0 6.7
Grade 4 —2011/2012 89.7 52.2 375 6.5 3.8
Grade 3 —2010/2011 91.8 43.4 48.4 3.9 4.3

PSSA MATHEMATICS

Assessment Year Pass Rate Adv% Pro% Bas% Bel%
Grade 6 —2013/2014 89.0 68.7 20.3 4.8 6.2
Grade 5-2012/2013 86.6 62.5 24.1 8.8 4.6
Grade 4 —2011/2012 92.1 69.4 22.7 4.3 3.6
Grade 3 —2010/2011 94.3 65.9 28.4 4.8 0.9

A common trend among cohorts is a dip in performance from grade three to grade five.
Fortunately, North Allegheny students still well outperform their counter parts across the State
even when these decreases occur. An upward trend is then noted each year until again
performance in the mid to low 90 percentages in grade eight. This is a similar trend that has been
noted when comparing State data for the fifth grade assessment.

10
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District Longitudinal Trend Analysis by Historically Underperforming Students

In order to take a closer look at District longitudinal trends, the PSSA analysis has been
expanded to examine the performance levels of a non-duplicated count of students who are
categorized by the Pennsylvania Department of Education as Historically Underperforming
Students (economically disadvantaged students, English Language Learners, and students with

disabilities). At this time, the following comparisons can be made:

Historically Reading — Grade 3
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 57.0 8.9 48.1 16.5 26.6
State 54.6 13.1 41.5 14.0 314
Historically Mathematics — Grade 3
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 67.5 25.0 42.5 17.5 15.0
State 61.3 23.9 374 21.2 17.5
Historically Reading — Grade 4
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 46.4 10.3 36.1 24.7 28.9
State 52.0 17.6 344 21.4 26.6
Historically Mathematics — Grade 4
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 60.8 24.7 36.1 14.4 24.7
State 61.9 31.3 30.6 12.9 25.2

11




Back to Table of Contents

Historically Reading — Grade 5
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 42.7 17.1 25.6 23.2 34.1
State 41.1 11.0 30.1 22.9 36.0
Historically Mathematics — Grade 5
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 439 23.2 20.7 28.0 28.0
State 493 25.7 23.6 24.1 26.6
Historically Reading — Grade 6
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 41.0 20.5 20.5 27.4 31.5
State 45.8 20.0 25.8 233 30.9
Historically Mathematics — Grade 6
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 46.6 28.8 17.8 15.1 38.4
State 55.6 30.0 25.6 19.9 24 4
Historically Reading — Grade 7
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 62.2 36.6 25.6 18.3 19.5
State 54.6 22.9 31.7 23.2 22.2
Historically Mathematics — Grade 7
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 62.2 41.5 20.7 12.2 25.6
State 59.7 32.1 27.6 17.8 22.5

12
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Historically Reading — Grade 8
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % | Below Basic %
NA 62.2 36.6 25.6 18.3 19.5
State 54.6 22.9 31.7 23.2 22.2
Historically Mathematics — Grade 8
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 74.4 48.8 25.6 11.0 14.6
State 64.5 34.0 30.5 15.2 20.4
Historically Writing — Grade 5
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 69.2 5.1 64.1 30.8 0.0
State 45.2 1.5 437 50.5 4.3
Historically Writing — Grade 8
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % | Below Basic %
NA 75.7 15.9 59.8 22.0 2.4
State 57.7 4.0 53.7 35.2 7.1
Historically Science — Grade 4
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % Below Basic %
NA 82.5 34.0 48.5 12.4 5.2
State 65.9 25.6 40.3 17.8 16.3
Historically Science — Grade 8
Underperforming
Pass Rate % | Advanced % | Proficient % | Basic % | Below Basic %
NA 52.5 15.9 36.6 22.0 25.6
State 39.2 11.1 28.1 21.1 39.8

One of the specific indicators analyzed for the School Performance Profile (SPP) involves
closing the achievement gap for Historically Underperforming students. The information in the
charts above combine all of these indicators assuring that a student is not counted across more
than one of the categories within the indicator since a child could be considered to qualify for

more than one of the categories.

13
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An analysis of the District’s PSSA scores related to these Historically Underperforming students
demonstrates that at the majority of grade levels and PSSA tested areas, North Allegheny
students are performing above the State average for students in the combined Advanced and
Proficient performance levels. A small number of grade levels or tested areas demonstrate that
North Allegheny students are performing slightly under the State’s average (fourth grade
Reading, fourth grade Mathematics, fifth grade Mathematics, sixth grade Reading, and sixth
grade Mathematics). The range of scores for North Allegheny students in the combined
Advanced and Proficient performance levels for Reading is 41% to 74.4% and for Mathematics
is 43.9% - 67.5%.

PSSA Test Schedule Information

Beginning in the 2014-2015 school year, students in grades three through eight will be
administered the new English Language Arts (ELA) Assessment. A separate Reading and
Writing assessment will no longer be administered. Mathematics and Science will continue to be
administered as separate assessments. The new PA Core Standards will be incorporated into the
Mathematics and ELA assessments.

2014 Recommendations

After careful consideration of the Summary of Current Findings, the Administration recommends
the following:

1. Continue to focus not only on aligning the PA Core Standards with the North Allegheny
curriculum, but also on specific work with teachers to address classroom activities and
assessments to assure that the PA Core Standards are fully implemented and assessed
within the North Allegheny School District curriculum.

2. Continue PVAAS training for principals and teachers to understand the impact of the
growth model versus the traditional achievement model. A continued focus on growing
all students based upon the concept of one year’s growth continues to be key in assuring
all students are growing each academic school year.

3. Continue an active focus on monitoring the four Annual Measurable Objectives:

e Test Participation Rate — to meet this goal, a school must achieve a 95%
participation rate on the PSSAs and Keystone Exams.

e Graduation Rate/Attendance Rate — to meet this goal, a school must achieve an
85% graduation rate or, if a graduation rate is not applicable, the school must
meet the target of 90% attendance rate or improvement over the prior year.

e Closing the Achievement Gap for All Students — the achievement gap is
determined by comparing the percentage of students who are proficient or
advanced on the PSSAs, Keystone Exams, or the PASA with a baseline year. The
2012/2013 school year is the baseline year for the Science Assessment and

14
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2013/2014 will serve as the baseline for Mathematics and English Language
Arts/Literature Assessments. The goal is for 50% of the gap between the baseline
year and 100% proficiency will be closed over a six-year period.

e Closing the Achievement Gap of Historically Underperforming Students —
the same approach will be used as for all students, this objective applies to a non-
duplicated count of students with disabilities, economically disadvantaged
students, and English Language Learners enrolled for a full academic year taking
the PSSA, Keystone Exams, or PASA based on the same baseline years outlined
above. The goal is for 50% of the gap between the baseline year and 100%
proficiency will be closed over a six-year period.

o In addition to analyzing the Historically Underperforming category,
further investigation should be analyzed related to the three subcategories
within the Historically Underperforming category to investigate levels of
proficiencies and actual numbers of students in each subcategory.

. Continue to focus on maintaining students in the Advanced performance levels, while
continuing to move students from Below Basic and Basic performance levels towards
proficiency. The Teacher Specific PVAAS Reports that were shared during the fall of
2014, along with building level PVAAS reports, should be analyzed to promote
continued growth with all students at all levels of proficiency. Special attention should
be focused on continually promoting growth for all students, even those who have tested
at the Advanced level.

. Continue to schedule a Data Retreat in October to review test results and performance of
individual students with a focus on a growth model.

. Monitor the Study Island benchmark assessments and activities for their effectiveness in
supporting and remediating non-proficient and struggling students, as well as
consideration for utilizing the Study Island program in the future for all students to
promote additional growth.

. Continue use of OnHands/EdInsight data retrieval system to assist teachers in having all

student data readily available to make instructional decisions including both remediation
and enrichment.

15
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PSSA 2014 MATHEMATICS RESULTS FOR

NORTH ALLEGHENY SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE STATE

COMPARISON OF THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS IN EACH PEFORMANCE LEVEL

Grade 3
District State Difference
Advanced 50.5 39.7 +10.8
Proficient 394 353 +4.1
Advanced/Proficient 89.9 75.0 +14.9
Basic 7.5 14.6 -7.1
Below Basic 2.6 10.3 -7.7
Grade 4
District State Difference
Advanced 63.1 49.2 +13.9
Proficient 25.5 27.0 -1.5
Advanced/Proficient 88.6 76.2 +12.4
Basic 5.5 8.8 -3.3
Below Basic 5.9 14.9 -9.0
Grade 5
District State Difference
Advanced 57.3 444 +12.9
Proficient 22.6 22.8 -0.2
Advanced/Proficient 79.9 67.2 +12.7
Basic 13.6 17.4 -3.8
Below Basic 6.5 154 -8.9
Grade 6
District State Difference
Advanced 68.2 48.7 +19.5
Proficient 204 23.2 -2.8
Advanced/Proficient 88.6 71.9 +16.7
Basic 4.7 13.9 9.2
Below Basic 6.7 14.1 -7.4
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Grade 7
District State Difference
Advanced 76.2 52.1 +24.1
Proficient 15.6 23.6 -8.0
Advanced/Proficient 91.8 75.7 +16.1
Basic 3.6 11.7 -8.1
Below Basic 4.5 12.6 -8.1
Grade 8
District State Difference
Advanced 75.3 52.0 +23.3
Proficient 15.3 21.6 -6.3
Advanced/Proficient 90.6 73.6 +17.0
Basic 5.2 10.8 -5.6
Below Basic 4.2 15.6 -11.4
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PSSA 2014 READING RESULTS FOR

NORTH ALLEGHENY SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE STATE

COMPARISON OF THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS IN EACH PEFORMANCE LEVEL

Grade 3
District State Difference
Advanced 39.9 25.8 +14.1
Proficient 459 44.5 +1.4
Advanced/Proficient 85.8 70.3 +15.5
Basic 7.8 10.4 -2.6
Below Basic 6.5 19.3 -12.8
Grade 4
District State Difference
Advanced 44.4 32.4 +12.0
Proficient 40.3 36.2 +4.1
Advanced/Proficient 84.7 68.6 +16.1
Basic 9.3 15.6 -6.3
Below Basic 6.1 15.7 -8.9
Grade 5
District State Difference
Advanced 43.3 24.2 +19.1
Proficient 38.7 36.3 +2.4
Advanced/Proficient 82.0 60.5 +21.5
Basic 11.0 18.0 -7.0
Below Basic 7.0 21.4 -14.4
Grade 6
District State Difference
Advanced 61.4 374 +24.0
Proficient 23.1 27.1 -4.0
Advanced/Proficient 84.5 64.5 +20.0
Basic 9.8 17.5 -7.7
Below Basic 5.7 18.0 -12.3
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Grade 7
District State Difference
Advanced 73.2 41.7 +31.5
Proficient 18.5 30.3 -11.8
Advanced/Proficient 91.7 72.0 +19.7
Basic 5.4 15.7 -10.3
Below Basic 2.9 12.2 93
Grade 8
District State Difference
Advanced 83.4 54.7 +28.7
Proficient 11.8 24.9 -13.1
Advanced/Proficient 95.2 79.6 +15.6
Basic 2.0 94 -7.4
Below Basic 2.8 11.0 -8.2

19




Back to Table of Contents

PSSA 2014 WRITING RESULTS FOR

NORTH ALLEGHENY SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE STATE

COMPARISON OF THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS IN EACH PEFORMANCE LEVEL

Grade 5
District State Difference
Advanced 26.0 5.1 +20.9
Proficient 63.6 56.2 +7.4
Advanced/Proficient 89.6 61.3 +28.3
Basic 10.4 36.5 -26.10
Below Basic 0.0 2.3 -2.3
Grade 8
District State Difference
Advanced 33.9 9.8 +24.1
Proficient 60.6 63.7 -3.1
Advanced/Proficient 94.5 73.5 +21.0
Basic 5.1 22.6 -17.5
Below Basic 0.3 3.8 -3.5

PSSA 2014 SCIENCE RESULTS FOR

NORTH ALLEGHENY SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE STATE
COMPARISON OF THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS IN EACH PEFORMANCE LEVEL

Grade 4
District State Difference
Advanced 72.2 432 +29.0
Proficient 22.6 36.0 -13.4
Advanced/Proficient 94.8 79.2 +15.6
Basic 4.2 11.4 -7.2
Below Basic 0.9 94 -8.5
Grade 8
District State Difference
Advanced 48.0 25.6 +22.4
Proficient 39.5 34.9 +4.6
Advanced/Proficient 87.5 60.5 +27.0
Basic 8.2 16.6 -8.4
Below Basic 4.3 22.9 -18.6
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KEYSTONE EXAMS

The Keystone Exams are end-of-course assessments designed to assess performance in the
content areas of Algebra I, Biology, and Literature. Future content areas to be assessed may
include Algebra II, Chemistry, English Composition, Geometry, U.S. History, World History,
and Civics and Government. The Keystone Exams were developed by Pennsylvania educators
and are aligned to the PA Core Standards. These Exams are one component of Pennsylvania’s
system of high school graduation requirements.
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Keystone Exams
2013-2014

Summary of Current Findings:

Background

Keystone Exams are end-of-course assessments in designated content areas of Algebra I,
Biology, and Literature. The Keystone Exams serve two purposes: (1) high school
accountability assessments for federal and state purposes, and (2) high school graduation
requirements for students beginning with the Class of 2017. The Algebra I and Literature
Keystone Exams include items assessing the Eligible Content aligned to the PA Core Standards
in Mathematics and English Language Arts. The Biology Keystone Exam includes items
assessing the Eligible Content aligned to the enhanced PA Academic Standards for Science.
Additional Keystone Exams may be added based on direction and funding from the Pennsylvania
Department of Education (PDE).

All students must participate in Keystone Exams by the end of Grade 11 in order to satisfy No
Child Left Behind (NCLB) requirements. In addition, the revised Chapter 4 Regulations
stipulate that students must demonstrate mastery of the PA Core Standards on the Algebra I, Literature, and

Biology Keystone Exams as a requirement for graduation beginning with the Class of 2017.
Keystone Exams are typically taken during the spring of the year in which a student is enrolled in the appropriate course,
regardless of his/her grade level. If a student does not receive a score of Advanced or Proficient on a Keystone Exam, the student

is permitted to take a re-test during designated windows established by PDE. If a student does not reach at least the
Proficient level on a Keystone re-test in a particular subject, he or she must demonstrate mastery
through another method in order to meet the graduation requirement. For students in the
graduating classes of 2014, 2015, and 2016, the completion of the requisite Practicum course
satisfies the graduation requirement. Beginning with the class of 2017, the student must
complete a Project Based Assessment (PBA) developed by the PDE.

Four performance levels, which correspond with student scores on the Keystone Exams,
illustrate students’ levels of achievement relative to the PA Core Standards. The performance
levels provide specific descriptions of what students know and can do in order to help guide
educators in developing curriculum and instruction that enable all students to be successful
learners. The four levels are:

Advanced (superior academic performance)
Proficient (satisfactory academic performance)
Basic (marginal academic performance)

Below Basic (inadequate academic performance)

This report contains the test results for students who took the exams for the first time and
students within the cohort group of a graduating class.
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2013-2014 Algebra I Keystone Exam Performance Summaries

During the winter administration of the Algebra I Keystone Exam, 29 District students were
first-time test takers. The percentage of District students who scored at the combined
Advanced/Proficient Performance Level was 89.7%. Specifically, 62.1% of District students
scored at the Advanced Performance Level, 27.6% of District students scored at the Proficient
Performance Level, 6.9% of District students scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 3.4%
of District students scored at the Below Basic Performance Level. In comparison, the percentage
of students who scored at the combined Advanced/Proficient Performance Level across the State
was 46.4%. Specifically, 20.1% of State students scored at the Advanced Performance Level,
26.3% of State students scored at the Proficient Performance Level, 35.2% of State students
scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 18.4% of State students scored at the Below Basic
Performance Level.

During the spring administration of the Algebra I Keystone Exam, 687 students were first-time
test takers. The percentage of District students who scored at the combined Advanced/Proficient
Performance Level was 75.4%. Specifically, 41.2% of District students scored at the Advanced
Performance Level, 34.2% of District students scored at the Proficient Performance Level,
19.5% of District students scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 5.1% of District students
scored at the Below Basic Performance Level. In comparison, the percentage of students who
scored at the combined Advanced/Proficient Performance Level across the State was 52.1%.
Specifically, 23.0% of State students scored at the Advanced Performance Level, 29.1% of State
students scored at the Proficient Performance Level, 31.8% of State students scored at the Basic
Performance Level, and 16.1% of State students scored at the Below Basic Performance Level.

During the summer administration of the Algebra I Keystone Exam, two were first-time test
takers. The percentage of District students who scored at the combined Advanced/Proficient
Performance Level was 100%. Specifically, 50% of District students scored at the Advanced
Performance Level, 50% of District students scored at the Proficient Performance Level, 0% of
District students scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 0% of District students scored at the
Below Basic Performance Level. In comparison, the percentage of students who scored at the
combined Advanced/Proficient Performance Level across the State was 41.6%. Specifically,
14.8% of State students scored at the Advanced Performance Level, 26.8% of State students
scored at the Proficient Performance Level, 39.4% of State students scored at the Basic
Performance Level, and 19.0% of State students scored at the Below Basic Performance Level.
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2013-2014 Biology Keystone Exam Performance Summaries

During the winter administration of the Biology Keystone Exam, six District students were first-
time test takers. The percentage of District students who scored at the combined
Advanced/Proficient Performance Level was 50.0%. Specifically, 16.7% of District students
scored at the Advanced Performance Level, 33.3% of District students scored at the Proficient
Performance Level, 33.3% of District students scored at the Basic Performance Level, and
16.7% of District students scored at the Below Basic Performance Level. In comparison, the
percentage of students who scored at the combined Advanced/Proficient Performance Level
across the State was 49.6%. Specifically, 18.1% of State students scored at the Advanced
Performance Level, 31.5% of State students scored at the Proficient Performance Level, 26.4%
of State students scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 24.0% of State students scored at
the Below Basic Performance Level.

During the spring administration of the Biology Keystone Exam, 652 District students were first-
time test takers. The percentage of District students who scored at the combined
Advanced/Proficient Performance Level was 79.9%. Specifically, 53.2% of District students
scored at the Advanced Performance Level, 26.7% of District students scored at the Proficient
Performance Level, 12.7% of District students scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 7.4%
of District students scored at the Below Basic Performance Level. In comparison, the percentage
of students who scored at the combined Advanced/Proficient Performance Level across the State
was 53.3%. Specifically, 24.7% of State students scored at the Advanced Performance Level,
28.8% of State students scored at the Proficient Performance Level, 22.6% of State students
scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 23.9% of State students scored at the Below Basic
Performance Level.

During the summer administration of the Biology Keystone Exam, one District student was a
first-time test taker. The percentage of District students who scored at the combined
Advanced/Proficient Performance Level was 100%. Specifically, 100% of District students
scored at the Advanced Performance Level, 0% of District students scored at the Proficient
Performance Level, 0% of District students scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 0% of
District students scored at the Below Basic Performance Level. In comparison, the percentage of
students who scored at the combined Advanced/Proficient Performance Level across the State
was 44.5%. Specifically, 27.7% of State students scored at the Advanced Performance Level,
16.8% of State students scored at the Proficient Performance Level, 26.6% of State students
scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 28.9% of State students scored at the Below Basic
Performance Level.
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2013-2014 Literature Keystone Exam Performance Summaries

During the winter administration of the Literature Keystone Exam, eight District students were
first-time test takers. The percentage of District students who scored at the combined
Advanced/Proficient Performance Level was 100.0%. Specifically, 100.0% of District students
scored at the Advanced Performance Level, 0.0% of District students scored at the Proficient
Performance Level, 0.0% of District students scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 0.0%
of District students scored at the Below Basic Performance Level. In comparison, the percentage
of students who scored at the combined Advanced/Proficient Performance Level across the State
was 59.1%. Specifically, 10.3% of State students scored at the Advanced Performance Level,
48.8% of State students scored at the Proficient Performance Level, 28.2% of State students
scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 12.7% of State students scored at the Below Basic
Performance Level.

During the spring administration of the Literature Keystone Exam, 675 District students were
first-time test takers. The percentage of District students who scored at the combined
Advanced/Proficient Performance Level was 89.1%. Specifically, 28.7% of District students
scored at the Advanced Performance Level, 60.4% of District students scored at the Proficient
Performance Level, 9.2% of District students scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 1.6%
of District students scored at the Below Basic Performance Level. In comparison, the percentage
of students who scored at the combined Advanced/Proficient Performance Level across the State
was 61.5%. Specifically, 7.5% of State students scored at the Advanced Performance Level,
54.0% of State students scored at the Proficient Performance Level, 27.4% of State students
scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 11.1% of State students scored at the Below Basic
Performance Level.

During the summer administration of the Literature Keystone Exam, two students were first-time
test takers. The percentage of District students who scored at the combined Advanced/Proficient
Performance Level was 100.0%. Specifically, 0.0% of District students scored at the Advanced
Performance Level, 100.0% of District students scored at the Proficient Performance Level,
0.0% of District students scored at the Basic Performance Level, and 0.0% of District students
scored at the Below Basic Performance Level. In comparison, the percentage of students who
scored at the combined Advanced/Proficient Performance Level across the State was 57.0%.
Specifically, 3.5% of State students scored at the Advanced Performance Level, 53.5% of State
students scored at the Proficient Performance Level, 27.7% of State students scored at the Basic
Performance Level, and 15.3% of State students scored at the Below Basic Performance Level.
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District Longitudinal Trend Analysis by Cohort and Graduating Class
In order to take a closer look at District longitudinal trends, the Keystone Exam analysis has

been expanded to examine the performance levels of graduating classes with a perspective on
continual student achievement. The graduating classes from 2017 to 2020 will be examined. It
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is important to keep in mind that the validity of longitudinal analysis improves as the amount of
data for comparison increases. At this time, the following comparisons can be made:

ALGEBRA I — Class of 2015 — Current 12 Grade

Pass Rate% | Advanced % Proficient % Basic % Below Basic %
Summer 2014-Gr. 11 92.18 3481 57.37 6.19 1.62
Spring 2014-Gr. 11 92.17 34.71 57.46 6.20 1.62
Winter 2014-Gr. 11 90.53 34.47 56.07 7.84 1.63
Summer 2013-Gr. 10 88.52 34.58 53.95 9.54 1.94
Spring 2013-Gr. 10 88.38 34.58 53.80 9.69 1.94
Winter 2013-Gr. 10 85.07 34.69 50.38 12.37 2.56
Spring 2011-Gr. 8 67.75 30.43 37.32 28.44 3.80

BIOLOGY — Class of 2015 — Current 12" Grade

Pass Rate% | Advanced % Proficient % Basic % Below Basic %
Summer 2014-Gr. 11 76.89 38.67 38.22 16.89 6.22
Spring 2014-Gr. 11 76.85 38.58 38.28 16.91 6.23
Winter 2014-Gr. 11 77.10 38.77 38.32 16.92 5.99
Spring 2013-Gr. 10 77.19 38.97 38.22 16.92 5.89
Winter 2013-Gr. 10 95.03 61.26 33.77 3.31 1.66

LITERATURE — Class of 2015 — Curre