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Executive Summary

Politicians and school officials frequently point to student performance on state
tests as a primary measure of the quality of public education. According to the
Pennsylvania Department of Education, the Pennsylvania System of School Assess-
ment (PSSA) “is a standards based criterion-referenced assessment used to measure
a student’s attainment of the academic standards while also determining the degree
to which school programs enable students to attain proficiency of the standards.”

Unfortunately, exams such as the PSSA fail to adequately inform parents, teach-

The PSSA signifi- IS and the taxpaying public about the quality of their schools. Indeed, a compari-

son between Pennsylvania’s achievement test results with those reported by the Na-

tional Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) shows that the PSSA signifi-

cantly inflates the numbers of public school pupils who are deemed to be perform-
ing at or above grade level.
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performing at or With few exceptions, schools are engaged in massive social promotion of chil-

above grade level. 4y who are not academically proficient. Even the very best schools promote up-
wards of 10% of their children to levels for which they are not prepared. In the
worst schools, more than 95% are improperly promoted, based on the NAEP stan-
dard of proficiency.

The PSSA reports, on average, 1.82 times the percentage of students “proficient”
in reading and math as does the NAEP. With an 82% test inflation, Pennsylvania
falls just below the median of the 50 states test standards. Pennsylvania’s reported
proficiencies seem to foster a complacent attitude among stakeholders in Pennsyl-
vania’s public schools. Were more accurate comparisons available, parents, school
officials, politicians, and taxpayers might be more alarmed and seek stronger reme-
dies. In cases where the proficiencies reported by the PSSA are in the 80% to 90%
range, they are seen as a matter of pride, yet the equivalent NAEP scale proficien-
cies—a range of 50% to 60% proficient—are troubling.

This policy brief used a mapping procedure to convert PSSA test results into
ones consistent with the NAEP. This provides stakeholders with more realistic per-
formance results. They are, however, also more alarming.
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Comparing the PSSA to the Nation’s Report Card

For technical reasons, results from the National Assessment of Educational Pro-
gress, also known as the “Nation’s Report Card,” are not available at the school or dis-
trict levels. To remedy this, a method called ELQQ mapping was developed to convert
PSSA proficiencies to ones aligned with the NAEP.! This provides a better measure as
to how well Pennsylvania’s public school students are performing relative to their
counterparts in other states.

The NAEP is the oldest national testing program. Important characteristics of the
NAEP include:

o A track record of 37 years, establishing itself as the de facto national standard for
achievement.

o Content standards tested by the NAEP are drawn from the National Assessment
Governing Board.

o The NAEP achievement level of “proficient” defines and measures what it is to
be at “grade level.”

e NAEP tests children in 4" and 8" grades and reports proficiencies at the state
level.

e In 12" grade, NAEP reports only at the national level.

e The use of statistical sampling techniques prevents reporting at district and
school level.

Based partly on tradition and the requirements of federal legislation, including “No
Child Left Behind,” achievement testing in reading and mathematics is conducted in
nearly every state, district, and public school in the United States. Tests administered
by the states, including Pennsylvania, also determine which students are deemed profi-
cient in the tested subject areas. Generally, the state administered achievement tests:

o Examine the achievement of sufficient numbers of children to report results for
schools and districts.

e Measure against content standards and use cut-scores inconsistent with the
NAEP.

e Grossly inflate the number of children deemed “proficient” compared to the
NAEP.

e In the case of Pennsylvania, the PSSA inflates the percentage of students
deemed proficient about 80% above the NAEP results.

Comparing Student Proficiencies and Performance Inflation to Other States

The Pennsylvania System of School Assessment (PSSA) test results were compared
with NAEP data, results are available on the PA Department of Education and Nation
Report Card websites, respectively.” Table 1 illustrates achievement test inflation in the
selected states of Massachusetts, Mississippi, Ohio, New York, as well as Pennsylvania.
The proficiencies shown are the average of 4™ grade and 8" grade test results. Table 1
also shows the inflation factor by which these states “augment” their proficiency per-
centages above the trusted NAEP results.
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Table 1 is ordered by the average inflation factor (last column) with the nation’s
most flagrant inflator, Mississippi, shown first, and its least flagrant, Massachusetts,
shown last. Additionally, the neighboring states of New York and Ohio are shown
together with the results for Pennsylvania.

Table 1: K-8 State-Reported Proficiency Percentages Compared with NAEP Benchmark

State | State determined | NAEP determined | Inflation factor | State determined | NAEP determined | Inflation | Average
proficiency % in proficiency % in for reading proficiency % in proficiency % in | factor for| inflation
reading reading math math math factor
MS 71.50% 18.00% 3.97 70.50% 17.50% 4.03 4.00
OH 77.00% 36.00% 2.14 72.80% 40.50% 1.80 1.97
PA 72.60% 38.00% 191 73.00% 42.50% 1.72 1.82
NY 59.00% 34.00% 1.74 66.00% 36.50% 1.81 1.78
MA 62.00% 46.00% 1.35 40.00% 54.50% 0.73 1.04
USA NA 29.50% NA NA 31.50% NA NA
The PSSA reports, on average, 1.82 times the percentage of students “proficient”
in reading and math as does the NAEP. With an 82% test inflation, Pennsylvania
falls just below the median of the 50 states test standards.? Pennsylvania’s reported
proficiencies seem to foster a complacent attitude among stakeholders in Pennsyl- The PSSA re-

vania’s public schools. Were more accurate comparisons available, parents, school
officials, politicians, and taxpayers might be more alarmed and seek stronger reme-
dies. In cases where the proficiencies reported by the PSSA are in the 80% to 90%
range, they are seen as a matter of pride, yet the equivalent NAEP scale proficien-
cies—a range of 50% to 60% proficient—are troubling.

Relationship to NCLB Concepts and Requirements

Under the No Child Left Behind (NCLB) legislation, states are expected to main-
tain what is called Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) in every public school. Each
year the requirements are increased until 2014, when every public school student is
expected to score proficiently on the state’s achievement tests.

This seemingly rigorous requirement is not what it appears to be. Because states
are free to set their own standards for proficiency, standards vary greatly across
states. For example, Missouri recently relaxed their achievement test standards in a
questionable attempt to raise their proficiencies. And as we have seen here, Penn-
sylvania’s count of proficient students is about 80% above the NAEP benchmark.
Under NCLB, states are free to weaken their standards. By moving the bar low
enough, all students can be made to appear proficient by year 2014.

By using tests aligned with the NAEP or by removing the inflation from the state
reported proficiencies, states can report seemingly meaningful proficiency percent-
ages. Typically, these numbers are low. The ending of social promotion is essential
to improving proficiencies if there is to be any hope of legitimately meeting the
NCLB goal of 100% proficiency by 2014.
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Estimating NAEP Consistent Proficiencies of Schools and Districts

For those interested in specific schools or districts performance, NAEP results
are not available and the state tests results are, as discussed, often inflated. To com-
pensate for this lack of useful information, the author 1) developed a conversion for-
mula, or mapping procedure, to produce realistic local proficiencies, 2) tested the
mapping method to demonstrate its accuracy, 3) removed the inflation from the
state reported scores, and 4) provided the equivalent proficiency level to the NAEP.

Based on the results from the mapping analysis, a report card was constructed
for every public school and every school district in the Commonwealth of Pennsyl-
vania. The findings include:

o In the worst performing schools, less than 5% of children are proficient in
reading and math.

o In the best schools, rarely more than 80% of the children are proficient.

o Mathematics proficiency percentages are generally lower than those for read-
ing.

Highlights of Pennsylvania Estimates of Public School Proficiencies

The results are discouraging. The Commonwealth’s very best public schools are
significantly deficient while its lowest performing schools are in grave condition.

As might be expected, some of the state’s worst schools are in Harrisburg, Pitts-
burgh, and Philadelphia. Its best schools are in scattered rural and suburban loca-
tions. Table 2 focuses on the ten least proficient schools within the Common-
wealth, showing their average proficiency levels.

As Table 2 makes clear, the worst schools not only “fail” on their NAEP esti-

mated proficiencies, they also have enormous majorities of children below the state
determined proficiency levels.

Table 2: Pennsylvania's Ten Lowest-Achieving Schools

Grade Level Percent proficient on NAEP Percent proficient on PSSA
4t 3.50% 11.10%
gt 1.60% 7.80%
11" 1.10% 2.90%

There is evidence of erroneous PSSA results, in that a statistically unlikely and
relatively large number of schools reported 100% proficiency among 4™ grade stu-
dents. In fact, there were a significantly higher number of schools reporting 100%
proficiency than the number of schools reporting proficiencies in the mid to high
90% range. One school even reported more than 100% proficiency.

Are public school authorities misleading the public when they award high
school diplomas to students? In Pennsylvania, with only 29% of its 11" grade stu-
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dents estimated to be proficient, the answer would appear to be “yes.” Approxi-
mately 70% of diplomas attest to skills not mastered by those receiving them.

Private schools are not included in this report. Nationwide, the NAEP reports
approximately 45% of such students to be proficient. This suggests that while
achieving at higher levels than public schools on average, America’s private schools
also have a majority of their students performing below grade level and too many
graduates lacking 12™ grade skills.

Conclusions

This policy brief used a mapping procedure to convert PSSA test results into
ones consistent with the NAEP. This provides stakeholders with more realistic per-
formance results. They are, however, also more alarming.

With few exceptions, schools are engaged in massive social promotion of chil-
dren who are not academically proficient. Even the very best schools promote up-
wards of 10% of their children to levels for which they are not prepared. In the
worst schools, more than 95% are improperly promoted, based on the NAEP stan-
dard of proficiency.

The purpose of this policy brief is to offer parents, communities, and policy
makers a better grasp of the performance of Pennsylvania’s public schools on a stan-
dard comparable to other states. The tables that follows provides performance re-
sults for all school districts within Pennsylvania. Information on all individual
schools and technical information about the mapping method described in this re-
port can be found in the detailed policy report, How Would Pennsylvania’s Public
Schools Perform on the Nation’s Report Card?, which is available at Common-
wealthFoundation.org

Endnotes

1. The full technical report and methodology is available at http://
www.commonwealthfoundation.org/docs/PB20-03-Methodology.pdf

2. The information from the Pennsylvania System of School Assessment (PSSA) was found
at: http://www.pde.state.pa.us/a_and_t/cwp/view.asp?A=3&0Q=129181. The NAEP data
can be obtained directly from the NCES website at http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/
nde/

3. Found in Mapping 2005 State Proficiency Standards Onto the NAEP Scales, Research
and Development Report, June 2007, U.S. Department of Education, Institute of
Education Sciences, NCES2007-482. Report is downloadable from http://nces.ed.gov/
nationsreportcard/pubs/studies/2007482.asp.
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Pennsylvania School Report Card
2007 PSSA Proficiency and NAEP Equivalent

4th Grade, Percent Proficient 8th Grade, Percent Proficient
NAEP NAEP NAEP NAEP
PSSA | Consistent| PSSA |Consistent] PSSA | Consistent| PSSA |Consistent

County District Math Math Reading| Reading | Math Math Reading| Reading
PA Statewide 78.0%| 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |67.9%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Adams Bermudian Springs 76.2% | 44.9% 66.3% 36.4% |729%| 43.0% 73.5% 34.3%
Adams Conewago Valley 79.7% | 49.1% 63.9% 34.2% |711%| 41.1% 74.0% 34.9%
Adams Fairfield Area 86.3%| 582% 73.7% 43.7% |615%| 32.3% 75.0% 36.0%
Adams Gettysburg Area 86.6%| 586% 72.6% 42.5% |744%| 44.6% 78.3% 39.9%
Adams Littlestown Area 72.2%| 40.6% 67.6% 37.6% |632%| 33.7% 80.0% 42.1%
Adams Upper Adams 66.7%| 352% 70.5% 40.4% |689%| 39.0% 72.3% 33.1%
Allegheny Allegheny Valley 80.6% 50.2% 76.1% 46.3% |63.3%| 33.8% 70.0% 30.7%
Allegheny Avonworth 89.7%| 63.8% 86.3% 59.5% |83.0%| 54.9% 85.0% 49.3%
Allegheny Baldwin-Whitehall 81.1%| 50.8% 71.7% 41.6% |69.3%| 39.3% 74.3% 35.2%
Allegheny Bethel Park 91.7%| 67.6% 87.8% 61.9% |83.6%| 55.8% 91.4% 61.1%
Allegheny Brentwood Borough 84.5% 55.5% 76.3% 46.5% |708%| 40.8% 73.8% 34.7%
Allegheny Carlynton 79.4% | 487% 71.9% 41.8% |63.4%| 33.9% 77.2% 38.6%
Allegheny Chartiers Valley 79.4% 48.7% 69.2% 39.1% |723%| 42.3% 79.5% 41.4%
Allegheny Clairton City 50.9%| 22.7% 37.3% 15.4% [40.0%| 17.1% 54.2% 18.0%
Allegheny Cormell 90.7%| 656% 81.4% 52.7% |69.7%| 39.7% 80.3% 42.5%
Allegheny Deer Lakes 80.4%| 49.9% 73.8% 43.8% |79.3%| 50.2% 82.6% 45.7%
Allegheny Duquesne City 50.0% 22.0% 27.3% 10.2% |43.2%| 19.0% 21.1% 3.2%
Allegheny East Allegheny 80.7% 50.3% 63.3% 33.7% |768%| 47.2% 72.5% 33.3%
Allegheny Elizabeth Forward 89.3%| 631% 78.6% 49.2% |716%| 41.6% 82.5% 45.5%
Allegheny Fox Chapel Area 94.1%| 72.8% 87.6% 61.6% |84.7%| 57.3% 93.5% 66.0%
Allegheny Gateway 78.5% | 47.6% 68.5% 38.4% |674%| 37.5% 76.4% 37.6%
Allegheny Hampton Township 95.4% 76.0% 92.0% 69.3% |86.4%| 59.8% 93.6% 66.3%
Allegheny Highlands 86.4%| 583% 77.8% 48.3% |711%| 41.1% 81.0% 43.4%
Allegheny Keystone Oaks 90.5%| 653% 85.8% 58.8% |589%| 30.2% 82.7% 45.8%
Allegheny Mckeesport Area 76.3%| 45.0% 56.4% 28.1% |37.6%| 15.7% 52.6% 16.9%
Allegheny Montour 77.2%| 46.1% 72.6% 42.5% |79.9%| 50.9% 86.2% 51.2%
Allegheny Moon Area 95.2% 75.5% 91.0% 67.4% |782%| 48.9% 89.0% 56.2%
Allegheny Mt Lebanon 94.0%| 725% 93.5% 72.4% |89.9%| 65.5% 94.4% 68.4%
Allegheny North Alle gheny 95.0%| 75.0% 89.6% 64.9% |93.0%| 71.5% 97.4% 78.4%
Allegheny North Hills 95.5%| 76.3% 84.9% 57.5% |84.3%| 56.7% 89.4% 57.0%
Allegheny Northgate 91.8%| 67.8% 84.7% 57.2% |59.0%| 30.2% 79.5% 41.4%
Allegheny Penn Hills 65.8% | 34.4% 57.7% 29.1% |504%| 23.8% 58.1% 20.7%
Allegheny Pine-Richland 90.6%| 654% 84.5% 56.9% |88.3%| 62.8% 91.9% 62.2%
Allegheny Pittsburgh 63.4%| 323% 52.7% 25.3% |50.9%| 24.1% 57.7% 20.4%
Allegheny Plum Borough 86.5%| 585% 75.7% 45.9% |76.8%| 47.2% 89.2% 56.6%
Allegheny Quaker Valley 83.7%| 54.3% 83.0% 54.8% |81.8%| 53.3% 81.1% 43.6%
Allegheny Riverview 87.4% 59.9% 82.5% 54.1% |64.6%| 35.0% 77.1% 38.4%
Allegheny Shaler Area 84.8% 55.9% 76.5% 46.8% |76.5%| 46.9% 85.1% 49.4%
Allegheny South Allegheny 72.4%| 40.8% 70.5% 40.4% |518%| 24.8% 64.6% 25.8%
Allegheny South Fayette Township 92.6%| 69.4% 88.5% 63.0% |916%| 68.6% 94.9% 69.8%
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Pennsylvania School Report Card

2007 PSSA Proficiency and NAEP Equivalent
4th Grade, Percent Proficient

8th Grade, Percent Proficient

NAEP NAEP NAEP NAEP
PSSA | Consistent| PSSA |Consistent] PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent

County District Math Math Reading| Reading | Math Math Reading| Reading
PA Statewide 78.0%| 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |679%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Allegheny South Park 84.4% 55.3% 72.1% 42.0% |764%| 46.8% 84.7% 48.8%
Allegheny Steel Valley 81.3% 511% 69.6% 39.5% |67.7%| 37.8% 63.1% 24.5%
Allegheny Sto-Rox 40.8% 16.3% 38.8% 16.3% [|509%| 24.1% 45.3% 12.6%
Allegheny Upper Saint Clair 93.9% 72.3% 91.8% 68.9% |94.7%| 75.3% 96.2% 73.9%
Allegheny West Allegheny 87.6%| 60.2% 80.2% 51.2% |73.7%| 43.8% 84.3% 48.2%
Allegheny West Jefferson Hills 93.1% 70.5% 85.1% 57.8% |80.0%| 51.1% 87.3% 53.1%
Allegheny West Mifflin Area 71.7%| 40.1% 67.0% 37.0% |551%| 27.2% 70.1% 30.8%
Allegheny Wilkinsburg Borough 47.6% 20.4% 46.5% 21.0% |14.9% 4.9% 31.9% 6.6%
Allegheny Woodland Hills 60.7%| 30.0% 55.1% 27.1% |458%| 20.7% 58.7% 21.1%
Armstrong Apollo-Ridge 65.4% 34.0% 62.6% 33.1% |812%| 52.6% 82.0% 44.8%
Armstrong Armstrong 79.0% 48.2% 72.1% 42.0% |701%| 40.1% 83.6% 47.1%
Armstrong Freeport Area 94.4% 73.5% 88.8% 63.5% |80.2%| 51.3% 91.6% 61.5%
Armstrong LeechburgArea 77.3%| 46.2% 59.1% 30.2% |70.0%| 40.0% 73.8% 34.7%
Beaver Aliquippa 80.2% | 49.7% 52.3% 25.0% |16.9% 5.7% 41.5% 10.7%
Beaver Ambridge Area 88.8% 62.2% 77.7% 48.2% |581%| 29.5% 75.9% 37.0%
Beaver Beaver Area 92.8% 69.8% 91.4% 68.2% |828%| 54.7% 89.8% 57.8%
Beaver Big Beaver Falls Area 93.4% 711% 77.1% 47.5% |61.3%| 32.1% 69.7% 30.5%
Beaver Blackhawk 86.6% 58.6% 79.8% 50.7% |845%| 57.0% 87.5% 53.5%
Beaver Center Area 97.6%| 82.8% 86.7% 60.2% |758%| 46.1% 86.4% 51.6%
Beaver Freedom Area 88.6% 619% 79.2% 49.9% |894%| 64.6% 88.7% 55.6%
Beaver Hopewell Area 95.0% 75.0% 84.4% 56.8% |77.6%| 48.2% 82.2% 45.1%
Beaver Midland Borough 65.0% 33 7% 55.0% 27.0% |86.7%| 60.3% 76.7% 38.0%
Beaver Monaca 84.8% 55.9% 67.4% 37.4% |76.7%| 47.1% 79.0% 40.8%
Beaver New Brighton Area 89.5% 63.4% 79.9% 50.8% |723%| 42.3% 83.2% 46.5%
Beaver Riverside Beaver County 93.6% 716% 84.5% 56.9% |67.2%| 37.3% 76.4% 37.6%
Beaver Rochester Area 82.6% 52.8% 69.2% 39.1% |77.6%| 48.2% 70.0% 30.7%
Beaver South Side Area 75.3%| 43.9% 69.4% 39.3% |79.8%| 50.8% 78.7% 40.4%
Beaver Western Beaver County 84.3% 55.2% 78.9% 49.6% |83.6%| 55.8% 82.1% 44.9%
Bedford Bedford Area 79.9% 49.3% 74.5% 44.6% |725%| 42.6% 70.6% 31.3%
Bedford Chestnut Ridge 85.7% 57.3% 74.4% 4.4% |72.0%| 42.0% 75.8% 36.9%
Bedford Everett Area 84.7% 55.8% 63.5% 33.9% |67.4%| 37.5% 74.8% 35.8%
Bedford Northern Bedford County 82.5% 52.7% 63.9% 34.2% |663%| 36.5% 83.2% 46.5%
Bedford Tussey Mountain 72.9%| 413% 60.0% 30.9% |514%| 24.5% 61.2% 23.0%
Berks Antietam 58.8% | 285% 57.6% 29.0% |63.1%| 33.7% 73.7% 34.6%
Berks Boyertown Area 90.2% 64.7% 84.7% 57.2% |79.7%| 50.7% 82.8% 46.0%
Berks Brandywine Heights Area 86.6% 58.6% 70.6% 40.5% |819%| 53.5% 84.2% 48.0%
Berks Conrad Weiser Area 78.9% | 481% 69.2% 39.1% |73.7%| 43.8% 82.8% 46.0%
Berks Daniel Boone Area 89.0%| 62.6% 79.0% 49.7% |764%| 46.8% 88.0% 54.4%
Berks Exeter Township 81.3% 511% 77.0% 47.3% |80.8%| 52.1% 89.5% 57.2%
Berks Fleetwood Area 90.8% 65.8% 72.5% 42.4% |695%| 39.5% 82.5% 45.5%
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Pennsylvania School Report Card
2007 PSSA Proficiency and NAEP Equivalent

4th Grade, Percent Proficient 8th Grade, Percent Proficient
NAEP NAEP NAEP NAEP
PSSA | Consistent| PSSA |Consistent] PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent

County District Math Math Reading| Reading | Math Math Reading| Reading
PA Statewide 78.0%| 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |679%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Berks Governor Mifflin 83.1% 53.5% 82.7% 54.4% |70.7%| 40.7% 82.0% 44.8%
Berks Hamburg Area 82.0% 52.0% 67.5% 37.5% |72.0%| 42.0% 81.6% 44.2%
Berks Kutztown Area 86.5% 58.5% 81.9% 53.4% |793%| 50.2% 88.1% 54.5%
Berks Muhlenberg 83.4% 53.9% 73.1% 43.1% |69.6%| 39.6% 76.0% 37.1%
Berks Oley Valley 83.5% 54.1% 84.0% 56.2% |763%| 46.7% 89.4% 57.0%
Berks Reading 59.1%| 287% 48.4% 2.3% |606%| 31.5% 57.6% 20.3%
Berks Schuylkill Valley 85.6% 57.1% 76.9% 47.2% |858%| 58.9% 89.2% 56.6%
Berks Tulpehocken Area 68.5% | 36.9% 61.1% 31.8% |78.7%| 49.5% 82.3% 45.2%
Berks Twin Valley 83.4% 53.9% 79.8% 50.7% |88.4%| 63.0% 86.7% 52.1%
Berks Wilson 85.3% 56.7% 78.8% 49.5% |884%| 63.0% 86.9% 52.4%
Berks Wyomissing Area 90.7% | 65.6% 79.8% 50.7% |783%| 49.0% 85.7% 50.4%
Blair Altoona Area 78.3% | 47.4% 66.5% 36.6% |66.5%| 36.7% 71.3% 32.0%
Blair Bellwood-Antis 86.1% 57.9% 74.8% 44.9% |753%| 45.6% 89.3% 56.8%
Blair Claysburg-Kimmel 79.1%| 483% 61.2% 31.9% |648%| 35.2% 75.6% 36.7%
Blair Hollidaysburg Area 84.7% 55.8% 80.1% 51.1% |82.0%| 53.6% 84.5% 48.5%
Blair Spring Cove 84.2% 55.1% 74.0% 44.0% |671%| 37.2% 74.1% 35.0%
Blair Tyrone Area 86.9% 59.1% 75.4% 45.5% |608%| 31.7% 76.5% 37.7%
Blair Williamsburg Community 78.7% | 47.8% 66.0% 36.1% |481%| 22.2% 57.7% 20.4%
Bradford Athens Area 80.2% | 49.7% 72.4% 42.3% |692%| 39.2% 69.6% 30.4%
Bradford Canton Area 76.7%| 45.5% 79.5% 50.3% |56.0%| 27.9% 77.3% 38.7%
Bradford Northeast Bradford 70.0% | 384% 75.7% 45.9% |79.0%| 49.8% 76.2% 37.4%
Bradford Sayre Area 86.9% 59.1% 78.6% 49.2% |67.0%| 37.2% 76.2% 37.4%
Bradford Towanda Area 77.0%| 458% 57.5% 28.9% |651%| 35.4% 70.4% 31.1%
Bradford Troy Area 85.6% 57.1% 69.6% 39.5% |74.7%| 44.9% 67.1% 28.0%
Bradford Wyalusing Area 77.7%| 46.6% 73.3% 43.3% |622%| 32.9% 71.5% 32.2%
Bucks Bensalem Township 78.8% | 480% 70.0% 39.9% |688%| 38.9% 76.8% 38.1%
Bucks Bristol Borough 83.3% 53.8% 47.8% 21.9% |62.7%| 33.3% 66.0% 27.0%
Bucks Bristol Township 69.0%| 37.4% 60.5% 31.3% |638%| 34.3% 73.4% 34.2%
Bucks Centennial 86.8% 58.9% 75.3% 45.4% |82.1%| 53.7% 89.0% 56.2%
Bucks Central Bucks 93.5% 714% 90.3% 66.1% |932%| 71.9% 95.3% 71.0%
Bucks Council Rock 92.2% | 68.6% 86.8% 60.3% |883%| 62.8% 92.3% 63.1%
Bucks Morrisville Borough 90.9% | 66.0% 85.4% 58.2% |69.2%| 39.2% 60.0% 22.1%
Bucks Neshaminy 89.7%| 63.8% 82.0% 53.5% |833%| 55.3% 85.3% 49.8%
Bucks New Hope-Solebury 90.0% | 64.3% 85.5% 58.3% |91.7%| 68.8% 96.6% 75.3%
Bucks Palisades 93.1% 70.5% 89.0% 63.9% |842%| 56.6% 88.9% 56.0%
Bucks Pennridge 85.5% 57.0% 82.6% 54.3% |813%| 52.7% 86.0% 50.9%
Bucks Pennsbury 86.8% 58.9% 83.7% 55.8% |725%| 42.6% 86.1% 51.1%
Bucks Quakertown Community 92.7% | 69.6% 87.2% 60.9% |884%| 63.0% 88.2% 54.7%
Butler Butler Area 82.4% 52.6% 73.2% 43.2% |749%| 45.1% 79.1% 40.9%
Butler Karns City Area 85.4% 56.8% 83.1% 55.0% |69.1%| 39.1% 84.7% 48.8%
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Pennsylvania School Report Card

2007 PSSA Proficiency and NAEP Equivalent
4th Grade, Percent Proficient

8th Grade, Percent Proficient

NAEP NAEP NAEP NAEP
PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent
County District Math Math Reading| Reading | Math Math Reading| Reading
PA Statewide 78.0% 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |67.9%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Butler Mars Area 93.3% 70.9% 87.0% 60.6% |79.7%| 50.7% 83.7% 47.3%
Butler Moniteau 89.6% 63.6% 81.3% 52.6% [|53.3%| 25.9% 62.4% 24.0%
Butler Seneca Valley 90.1% 64.5% 81.7% 53.1% |803%| 51.4% 89.4% 57.0%
Butler Slippery Rock Area 84.6% 55.6% 75.3% 45.4% |722%| 42.2% 81.9% 44.7%
Butler South Butler County 91.8% 67.8% 81.0% 52.2% |76.7%| 47.1% 86.1% 51.1%
Cambria Blacklick Valley 81.6% 515% 60.5% 31.3% |68.1%| 38.2% 80.9% 43.3%
Cambria Cambria Heights 87.9% 60.7% 70.4% 40.3% |77.0%| 47.5% 88.8% 55.8%
Cambria Central Cambria 84.8% 55.9% 80.3% 51.3% |66.0%| 36.2% 77.4% 38.8%
Cambria Conemaugh Valley 74.2% 42.7% 75.7% 45.9% |828%| 54.7% 84.3% 48.2%
Cambria Ferndale Area 80.0% 49.4% 78.0% 48.5% |65.0%| 35.3% 71.7% 32.5%
Cambria Forest Hills 82.8% 53.1% 74.8% 44.9% |68.5%| 38.6% 78.6% 40.3%
Cambria Greater Johnstown 54.1% 24.9% 49.0% 2.7% |573%| 28.9% 56.3% 19.4%
Cambria Northern Cambria 91.9% 68.0% 74.5% 44.6% |714%| 41.4% 71.4% 32.1%
Cambria Penn Cambria 86.6% 58.6% 78.4% 49.0% |85.8%| 58.9% 77.8% 39.3%
Cambria Portage Area 85.5% 57.0% 77.1% 47.5% |625%| 33.1% 76.6% 37.8%
Cambria Richland 97.3% 817% 87.6% 61.6% |911%| 67.7% 94.4% 68.4%
Cambria Westmont Hilltop 87.1% 59.4% 78.2% 48.7% |86.9%| 60.6% 93.8% 66.8%
Cameron Cameron County 78.5% 47.6% 72.6% 42.5% |649%| 35.2% 82.4% 45.4%
Carbon Jim Thorpe Area 74.8% 43.3% 62.8% 33.3% |484%| 22.4% 67.2% 28.1%
Carbon Lehighton Area 76.8% 45.6% 69.4% 39.3% |751%| 45.3% 75.0% 36.0%
Carbon Palmerton Area 83.6% 54.2% 77.7% 48.2% |509%| 24.1% 83.5% 47.0%
Carbon Panther Valley 61.1% 30.3% 58.3% 29.6% |67.0%| 37.2% 74.1% 35.0%
Carbon Weatherly Area 90.7% 65.6% 79.1% 49.8% |85.0%| 57.7% 80.6% 42.9%
Centre Bald Eagle Area 83.0% 53.4% 78.3% 48.9% |776%| 48.2% 88.4% 55.1%
Centre Bellefonte Area 89.1% 62.7% 77.1% 47.5% |83.5%| 55.6% 83.9% 47.6%
Centre Penns Valley Area 93.2% 70.7% 83.8% 55.9% |785%| 49.2% 81.2% 43.7%
Centre State College Area 88.9% 62.4% 84.2% 56.5% |83.1%| 55.1% 88.6% 55.5%
Chester Avon Grove 85.9% 57.6% 80.3% 51.3% |859%| 59.1% 84.3% 48.2%
Chester Coatesville Area 75.8% 44.5% 66.8% 36.8% |544%| 26.7% 70.5% 31.2%
Chester Downingtown Area 91.7% 67.6% 90.1% 65.8% |84.2%| 56.6% 90.1% 58.4%
Chester Great Valley 91.6% 67.4% 87.5% 61.4% |823%| 54.0% 91.1% 60.4%
Chester Kennett Consolidated 73.9% 42.4% 70.8% 40.7% |653%| 35.6% 74.2% 35.1%
Chester Octorara Area 78.6% 47.7% 70.3% 40.2% |779%| 48.5% 77.4% 38.8%
Chester Owen J Roberts 91.8% 67.8% 86.6% 60.0% |804%| 51.6% 91.0% 60.2%
Chester Oxford Area 77.6% 46.5% 77.1% 47.5% |735%| 43.6% 77.5% 38.9%
Chester Phoenixville Area 91.6% 67.4% 83.5% 55.5% |75.7%| 46.0% 82.9% 46.1%
Chester Tredyffrin-Easttown 94.6% 74.0% 91.1% 67.6% |909%| 67.3% 95.9% 72.9%
Chester Unionville-Chadds Ford 98.1% 84.7% 95.6% 77.5% |931%| 71.7% 98.0% 81.0%
Chester West Chester Area 91.3% 66.8% 86.4% 59.7% |79.3%| 50.2% 88.4% 55.1%
Clarion Allegheny-Clarion Valley 83.4% 53.9% 81.7% 53.1% |645%| 34.9% 73.1% 33.9%
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Pennsylvania School Report Card
2007 PSSA Proficiency and NAEP Equivalent

4th Grade, Percent Proficient 8th Grade, Percent Proficient
NAEP NAEP NAEP NAEP
PSSA | Consistent| PSSA |Consistent] PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent

County District Math Math Reading| Reading | Math Math Reading| Reading
PA Statewide 78.0%| 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |679%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Clarion Clarion Area 87.5% 60.1% 85.7% 58.6% |64.6%| 35.0% 81.6% 44.2%
Clarion Clarion-Limestone Area 82.6% 52.8% 78.3% 48.9% 59.5% 30.6% 78.6% 40.3%
Clarion Keystone 92.4% | 69.0% 80.8% 51.9% |659%| 36.1% 79.8% 41.8%
Clarion North Clarion County 88.6% 619% 75.5% 45.6% |705%| 40.5% 80.3% 42.5%
Clarion Redbank Valley 92.2% 68.6% 82.0% 53.5% |65.6%| 35.9% 78.5% 40.2%
Clarion Union 68.0% | 36.4% 61.7% 32.3% |47.0%| 21.5% 74.3% 35.2%
Clearfield Clearfield Area 72.7% | 411% 62.0% 32.6% |594%| 30.6% 69.4% 30.2%
Clearfield Curwensville Area 88.4%| 615% 87.1% 60.8% |67.6%| 37.7% 78.9% 40.7%
Clearfield Dubois Area 82.6% 52.8% 70.5% 40.4% |74.7%| 44.9% 78.6% 40.3%
Clearfield Glendale 64.5%| 33.2% 64.5% 34.8% |633%| 33.8% 76.4% 37.6%
Clearfield Harmony Area 65.0% | 33.7% 45.0% 20.1% |724%| 42.5% 82.8% 46.0%
Clearfield Moshannon Valley 78.3% | 47.4% 81.7% 53.1% |514%| 24.5% 64.8% 26.0%
Clearfield Philipsburg-Osceola Area 78.5%| 47.6% 61.5% 32.2% |775%| 48.0% 80.0% 42.1%
Clearfield West Branch Area 71.2%| 39.6% 65.5% 35.7% |519%| 24.8% 61.5% 23.2%
Clinton Keystone Central 83.1% 53.5% 70.3% 40.2% |66.2%| 36.4% 69.6% 30.4%
Columbia Benton Area 84.8% 55.9% 74.6% 4.7% |758%| 46.1% 75.8% 36.9%
Columbia Berwick Area 82.2% 52.3% 72.4% 42.3% |728%| 42.9% 72.4% 33.2%
Columbia Bloomsburg Area 90.9% 66.0% 80.9% 52.1% |746%| 44.8% 77.6% 39.0%
Columbia Central Columbia 71.5%| 39.9% 66.9% 36.9% |635%| 34.0% 75.2% 36.2%
Columbia Millville Area 79.6%| 489% 79.6% 50.4% |649%| 35.2% 70.2% 30.9%
Columbia Southern Columbia Area 81.6% 51.5% 68.0% 38.0% |805%| 51.7% 83.2% 46.5%
Crawford Conneaut 71.6%| 40.0% 66.4% 36.5% |608%| 31.7% 65.3% 26.4%
Crawford Crawford Central 70.0%| 384% 62.6% 33.1% |614%| 32.2% 79.1% 40.9%
Crawford Penncrest 74.9% | 43.5% 68.4% 38.3% |752%| 45.4% 77.7% 39.2%
Cumberland Big Spring 81.0% 50.7% T71.7% 41.6% |768%| 47.2% 78.2% 39.8%
Cumberland Camp Hill 84.7% 55.8% 80.0% 50.9% |79.0%| 49.8% 84.0% 47.7%
Cumberland Carlisle Area 84.5% 55.5% 81.2% 52.4% |676%| 37.7% 80.2% 42.3%
Cumberland Cumberland Valley 93.7% 718% 87.5% 61.4% |849%| 57.6% 89.8% 57.8%
Cumberland East Pennsboro Area 86.1% 57.9% 80.8% 51.9% |81.0% 52.3% 83.8% 47.4%
Cumberland Mechanicsburg Area 84.9% 56.1% 77.3% 47.7% |77.0%| 47.5% 85.0% 49.3%
Cumberland Shippensburg Area 75.2% | 43.8% 58.0% 20.3% |741%| 44.2% 73.7% 34.6%
Cumberland South Middleton 78.1% | 47.1% 78.1% 48.6% |80.9%| 52.2% 90.1% 58.4%
Dauphin Central Dauphin 79.4%| 487% 64.7% 34.9% |72.7%| 42.8% 77.0% 38.3%
Dauphin Derry Township 86.3% 58.2% 84.1% 56.3% |858%| 58.9% 86.5% 51.7%
Dauphin Halifax Area 89.8% 64.0% 78.4% 49.0% |72.7%| 42.8% 83.0% 46.2%
Dauphin Harrisburg City 26.2% 8.9% 23.7% 8.5% 21.1% 7.5% 34.2% 7.5%
Dauphin Lower Dauphin 90.8% 65.8% 86.7% 60.2% |81.2%| 52.6% 84.7% 48.8%
Dauphin Middletown Area 79.5%| 488% 66.7% 36.8% |768%| 47.2% 79.2% 41.0%
Dauphin Millersburg Area 88.7% 62.1% 72.6% 42.5% |56.1%| 28.0% 68.2% 29.0%
Dauphin Steelton-Highspire 45.6% 19.2% 42.7% 18.6% [29.0%| 11.1% 41.2% 10.6%
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Pennsylvania School Report Card

2007 PSSA Proficiency and NAEP Equivalent
4th Grade, Percent Proficient

8th Grade, Percent Proficient

NAEP NAEP NAEP NAEP
PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent
County District Math Math Reading| Reading | Math Math Reading| Reading
PA Statewide 78.0% 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |67.9%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Dauphin Susquehanna Township 77.7% 46.6% 70.0% 39.9% |722%| 42.2% 77.1% 38.4%
Dauphin Upper Dauphin Area 87.0% 59.3% 75.0% 45.1% |72.0%| 42.0% 64.5% 25.7%
Delaware Chester-Upland 28.7% 10.0% 33.8% 13.5% [|15.7% 5.2% 35.2% 7.9%
Delaware Chichester 74.2% 42.7% 71.9% 41.8% |57.6%| 29.1% 67.8% 28.6%
Delaware Garnet Valley 93.5% 714% 88.5% 63.0% |832%| 55.2% 90.4% 59.0%
Delaware Haverford Township 90.7% 65.6% 86.8% 60.3% |81.2%| 52.6% 86.9% 52.4%
Delaware Interboro 81.9% 519% 76.1% 46.3% |633%| 33.8% 78.1% 39.7%
Delaw are Marple Newtown 90.8% 65.8% 86.7% 60.2% |81.6%| 53.1% 88.8% 55.8%
Delaware Penn-Delco 90.3% 64.9% 82.5% 54.1% |81.0%| 52.3% 87.3% 53.1%
Delaware Radnor Township 89.9% 64.2% 86.6% 60.0% |90.7%| 67.0% 93.8% 66.8%
Delaware Ridley 83.0% 53.4% 71.8% A41.7% |71.7%| 41.7% 77.6% 39.0%
Delaware Rose Tree Media 93.7% 718% 91.4% 68.2% |89.2%| 64.3% 93.0% 64.8%
Delaware Southeast Delco 52.2% 23.6% 45.4% 20.3% |412%| 17.8% 55.9% 19.1%
Delaware Springfield 92.7% 69.6% 85.1% 57.8% |83.7%| 55.9% 83.3% 46.7%
Delaware Upper Darby 71.8% 40.2% 63.2% 33.6% |555%| 27.5% 68.7% 29.5%
Delaware Wallingford-Swarthmore 89.2% 62.9% 86.4% 59.7% |84.3%| 56.7% 89.1% 56.4%
Delaware William Penn 59.9% 29.4% 51.7% 24.6% |335%| 13.4% 48.7% 14.5%
Elk Johnsonburg Area 86.1% 57.9% 79.1% 49.8% |622%| 32.9% 77.3% 38.7%
Elk Ridgway Area 73.9% 42.4% 62.3% 32.8% |825%| 54.3% 83.8% 47.4%
Elk Saint Marys Area 94.6% 74.0% 85.7% 58.6% |87.7%| 61.8% 84.8% 49.0%
Erie Corry Area 76.4% 45.1% 66.3% 36.4% |634%| 33.9% 70.7% 31.4%
Erie Erie City 71.7% 40.1% 62.3% 32.8% |60.7%| 31.6% 66.7% 27.6%
Erie Fairview 90.2% 64.7% 87.0% 60.6% |80.0%| 51.1% 90.0% 58.2%
Erie Fort Leboe uf 92.7% 69.6% 80.8% 51.9% |73.0%| 43.1% 81.8% 44.5%
Erie General Mclane 81.7% 516% 76.9% 47.2% |774%| 47.9% 86.2% 51.2%
Erie Girard 88.4% 615% 84.2% 56.5% |90.4%| 66.4% 86.6% 51.9%
Erie Harbor Creek 90.7% 65.6% 81.3% 52.6% |669%| 37.1% 83.2% 46.5%
Erie Iroquois 89.0% 62.6% 74.4% 4.4% |74.7%| 44.9% 72.8% 33.6%
Erie Millcree k Township 81.8% 51.8% 76.2% 46.4% |82.0%| 53.6% 87.0% 52.6%
Erie North East 93.2% 70.7% 86.9% 60.5% |782%| 48.9% 86.7% 52.1%
Erie Northwestern 77.6% 46.5% 69.6% 39.5% |638%| 34.3% 61.9% 23.6%
Erie Union City Area 89.4% 63.3% 69.3% 39.2% |63.6%| 34.1% 67.3% 28.2%
Erie Wattsburg Area 68.8% 37.2% 62.4% 32.9% |793%| 50.2% 73.6% 34.5%
Fayette Albert Gallatin Area 73.5% 41.9% 64.9% 35.1% |626%| 33.2% 67.3% 28.2%
Fayette Brownsville Area 69.8% 38.2% 59.2% 30.3% 486% | 22.5% 56.7% 19.7%
Fayette Connellsville Area 72.0% 40.4% 59.7% 30.7% |46.0%| 20.8% 71.3% 32.0%
Fayette Frazier 86.1% 57.9% 65.1% 35.3% |892%| 64.3% 86.5% 51.7%
Fayette Laurel Highlands 72.6% 41.0% 63.7% 34.1% |52.7%| 25.4% 71.9% 32.7%
Fayette Uniontown Area 76.3% 45.0% 62.6% 33.1% |59.4%| 30.6% 74.4% 35.3%
Forest Forest Area 61.7% 30.8% 57.5% 28.9% |66.0%| 36.2% 71.7% 32.5%
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Pennsylvania School Report Card
2007 PSSA Proficiency and NAEP Equivalent

4th Grade, Percent Proficient 8th Grade, Percent Proficient
NAEP NAEP NAEP NAEP
PSSA | Consistent| PSSA |Consistent] PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent

County District Math Math Reading| Reading | Math Math Reading| Reading
PA Statewide 78.0%| 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |679%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Franklin Chambersburg Area 69.4%| 37.8% 69.6% 39.5% |682%| 38.3% 72.0% 32.8%
Franklin Fannett-Metal 54.9% 25.5% 41.9% 18.1% |73.1%| 43.2% 76.9% 38.2%
Franklin Greencastle-Antrim 70.6%| 39.0% 61.3% 32.0% |79.8%| 50.8% 81.2% 43.7%
Franklin Tuscarora 70.8%| 39.2% 62.7% 33.2% |702%| 40.2% 77.4% 38.8%
Franklin Waynesboro Area 76.8% 45.6% 69.8% 39.7% |68.4%| 38.5% 71.1% 31.8%
Fulton Central Fulton 69.2%| 37.6% 60.3% 31.2% |684%| 38.5% 66.7% 27.6%
Fulton Forbes Road 78.9% | 481% 68.4% 38.3% |38.0%| 15.9% 60.0% 22.1%
Fulton Southern Fulton 81.1% 50.8% 71.0% 40.9% |83.1%| 55.1% 84.6% 48.7%
Greene Carmichaels Area 83.3% 53.8% 63.7% 34.1% |785%| 49.2% 75.5% 36.6%
Greene Central Greene 74.0% | 42.5% 62.6% 33.1% |64.8%| 35.2% 62.6% 24.1%
Greene Jefferson-Morgan 69.5%| 37.9% 56.0% 27.8% |603%| 31.3% 69.2% 30.0%
Greene Southeastern Greene 72.1% 40.5% 53.5% 25.9% |36.2% 14.9% 55.2% 18.6%
Greene West Greene 73.7% 42.2% 42.1% 18.3% [|50.6%| 23.9% 59.3% 21.6%
Huntingdon Huntingdon Area 78.6% | 47.7% 72.7% 42.6% |753%| 45.6% 72.9% 33.7%
Huntingdon Juniata Valley 80.9% 50.6% 61.7% 32.3% |806%| 51.8% 85.5% 50.1%
Huntingdon Mount Union Area 84.7% 55.8% 70.3% 40.2% |68.0%| 38.1% 61.9% 23.6%
Huntingdon Southern Huntingdon County | 70.6% 39.0% 57.6% 29.0% |]65.3% 35.6% 70.1% 30.8%
Indiana Blairsville-Saltsburg 80.5% 50.1% 72.7% 42.6% |845%| 57.0% 83.1% 46.4%
Indiana Homer-Center 88.0%| 60.9% 73.3% 43.3% |91.6%| 68.6% 80.3% 42.5%
Indiana Indiana Area 71.6%| 40.0% 65.2% 35.4% |7041%| 40.1% 84.8% 49.0%
Indiana Marion Center Area 87.6% 60.2% 72.4% 42.3% |733%| 43.4% 79.5% 41.4%
Indiana Penns Manor Area 48.3% 20.9% 70.0% 39.9% |66.4% 36.6% 75.6% 36.7%
Indiana Purchase Line 78.2% | 47.2% 71.8% 41.7% |584%| 29.8% 71.9% 32.7%
Indiana United 84.6% 55.6% 78.2% 48.7% |748%| 45.0% 79.6% 41.6%
Jefferson Brockway Area 79.7% 49.1% 74.3% 4.3% |54.1%| 26.5% 78.6% 40.3%
Jefferson Brookville Area 67.8%| 36.2% 61.1% 31.8% |714%| 41.4% 84.2% 48.0%
Jefferson Punxsutawney Area 85.1% 56.4% 70.8% 40.7% |56.2%| 28.0% 69.0% 29.8%
Juniata Juniata County 75.7% | 44.3% 68.4% 38.3% |56.7%| 28.4% 67.5% 28.4%
Lackawanna Abington Heights 90.9% 66.0% 87.3% 61.1% |93.7%| 73.0% 94.4% 68.4%
Lackawanna Carbondale Area 66.7% 35.2% 53.5% 25.9% |84.6%| 57.2% 84.5% 48.5%
Lackawanna Dunmore 95.7% 76.8% 82.7% 54.4% |79.8%| 50.8% 83.3% 46.7%
Lackawanna Lakeland 84.9% 56.1% 77.4% 47.8% |783%| 49.0% 88.4% 55.1%
Lackawanna Mid Valley 83.2% 53.7% 67.3% 37.3% |764%| 46.8% 76.5% 37.7%
Lackawanna North Pocono 86.1% 57.9% 78.5% 49.1% |733%| 43.4% 84.7% 48.8%
Lackawanna Old Forge 72.6%| 410% 70.6% 40.5% |80.7%| 51.9% 83.9% 47.6%
Lackawanna Riverside 83.9% 54.6% 74.1% 44.1% |61.9%| 32.6% 77.8% 39.3%
Lackawanna Scranton 88.9% 62.4% 75.0% 45.1% |66.2%| 36.4% 75.4% 36.5%
Lackawanna Valley View 82.8% 53.1% 76.8% 47.1% |674%| 37.5% 78.7% 40.4%
Lancaster Cocalico 80.6% 50.2% T77.7% 48.2% |788%| 49.6% 79.5% 41.4%
Lancaster Columbia Borough 81.8% 51.8% 58.6% 290.8% |519%| 24.8% 59.1% 21.4%
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2007 PSSA Proficiency and NAEP Equivalent
4th Grade, Percent Proficient

8th Grade, Percent Proficient

NAEP NAEP NAEP NAEP
PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent

County District Math Math Reading| Reading | Math Math Reading| Reading
PA Statewide 78.0% 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |67.9%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Lancaster Conestoga Valley 84.8% 55.9% 75.5% 45.6% |82.6%| 54.4% 79.7% 41.7%
Lancaster Donegal 72.3% 40.7% 67.2% 37.2% |632%| 33.7% 74.1% 35.0%
Lancaster Eastern Lancaster Co 83.0% 53.4% 75.9% 46.1% |829%| 54.8% 87.6% 53.6%
Lancaster Elizabethtown Area 88.2% 612% 79.9% 50.8% |80.1%| 51.2% 85.2% 49.6%
Lancaster Ephrata Area 84.6% 55.6% 78.7% 49.3% |786%| 49.3% 83.7% 47.3%
Lancaster Hempfield 87.0% 59.3% 80.0% 50.9% |825%| 54.3% 85.6% 50.2%
Lancaster Lampeter-Strasburg 88.8% 62.2% 78.2% 48.7% |83.5%| 55.6% 89.4% 57.0%
Lancaster Lancaster 62.6% 316% 49.8% 23.3% |509%| 24.1% 50.4% 15.5%
Lancaster Manheim Central 85.4% 56.8% 82.4% 54.0% |76.7%| 47.1% 80.8% 43.2%
Lancaster Manheim Township 93.0% 70.3% 85.6% 58.5% |83.8%| 56.0% 90.7% 59.6%
Lancaster Penn Manor 85.6% 57.1% 76.8% 47.1% |805%| 51.7% 84.7% 48.8%
Lancaster Pequea Valley 94.1% 72.8% 80.6% 51.7% |722%| 42.2% 81.7% 44.4%
Lancaster Solanco 81.1% 50.8% 80.4% 51.4% |766%| 47.0% 82.7% 45.8%
Lancaster Warwick 83.2% 53.7% 81.5% 52.8% |875%| 61.5% 85.8% 50.6%
Lawrence Ellwood City Area 73.9% 42.4% 67.5% 37.5% |743%| 44.5% 83.8% 47.4%
Lawrence Laurel 64.9% 33.6% 67.0% 37.0% |694%| 39.4% 79.3% 41.2%
Lawrence Mohawk Area 73.9% 42.4% 66.9% 36.9% |484%| 22.4% 71.4% 32.1%
Lawrence Neshannock Township 84.1% 54.9% 75.2% 45.3% |73.0%| 43.1% 87.8% 54.0%
Lawrence New Castle Area 71.2% 39.6% 63.0% 33.4% |50.0%| 23.5% 59.4% 21.6%
Lawrence Shenango Area 84.8% 55.9% 73.4% 43.4% |76.1%| 46.4% 78.6% 40.3%
Lawrence Union Area 84.0% 54.8% 74.0% 44.0% |68.6%| 38.7% 77.7% 39.2%
Lawrence Wilmington Area 92.0% 68.2% 75.4% 45.5% |82.3%| 54.0% 88.3% 54.9%
Lebanon AnnvilleCleona 83.2% 53.7% 72.0% 41.9% |828%| 54.7% 83.6% 47.1%
Lebanon Cornwall-Lebanon 89.4% 63.3% 82.4% 54.0% |784%| 49.1% 84.3% 48.2%
Lebanon Eastern Lebanon Co 82.5% 52.7% 67.4% 37.4% |733%| 43.4% 80.6% 42.9%
Lebanon Lebanon 65.7% 34.3% 59.6% 30.6% |46.6%| 21.2% 49.5% 15.0%
Lebanon Northern Lebanon 75.0% 43.6% 69.6% 39.5% |56.9%| 28.6% 68.4% 29.2%
Lebanon Palmyra Area 79.0% 48.2% 73.0% 43.0% |84.2%| 56.6% 81.4% 44.0%
Lehigh Allentown City 62.4% 314% 47.6% 21.8% |499%| 23.4% 51.8% 16.4%
Lehigh Catasauqua Area 86.4% 58.3% 69.2% 39.1% |69.6%| 39.6% 78.3% 39.9%
Lehigh East Penn 91.0% 66.2% 85.7% 58.6% |79.7%| 50.7% 84.8% 49.0%
Lehigh Northern Lehigh 80.2% 49.7% 70.1% 40.0% |67.6%| 37.7% 82.0% 44.8%
Lehigh Northwestern Lehigh 87.3% 59.7% 86.0% 59.1% |77.1%| 47.6% 84.7% 48.8%
Lehigh Parkland 89.2% 62.9% 84.6% 57.0% |89.6%| 65.0% 92.4% 63.4%
Lehigh Salisbury Township 88.0% 60.9% 80.2% 51.2% |83.4%| 55.5% 92.5% 63.6%
Lehigh Southern Lehigh 93.6% 716% 92.2% 69.7% |753%| 45.6% 89.2% 56.6%
Lehigh WhitehallCoplay 80.9% 50.6% 72.5% 42.4% |76.6%| 47.0% 85.9% 50.7%
Luzerne Crestwood 86.6% 58.6% 82.2% 53.7% |79.6%| 50.6% 83.2% 46.5%
Luzerne Dallas 88.6% 619% 78.8% 49.5% |85.7%| 58.8% 89.9% 58.0%
Luzerne Greater Nanticoke Area 71.1% 39.5% 61.4% 32.1% 66.9%| 37.1% 68.9% 29.7%
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PA Statewide 78.0% 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |67.9%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Luzerne Hanover Area 73.1% 41.5% 57.6% 29.0% |713%| 41.3% 86.2% 51.2%
Luzerne Hazleton Area 76.8% 45.6% 64.2% 34.5% |58.0%| 29.4% 69.6% 30.4%
Luzerne Lake-Lehman 86.4% 58.3% 82.0% 53.5% [49.2%| 23.0% 72.9% 33.7%
Luzerne Northwest Area 83.5% 54.1% 81.4% 52.7% |74.0%| 44.1% 85.2% 49.6%
Luzerne Pittston Area 84.5% 55.5% 76.6% 46.9% |721%| 42.1% 76.5% 37.7%
Luzerne Wilkes-Barre Area 74.1% 42.6% 62.2% 32.8% |712%| 41.2% 76.6% 37.8%
Luzerne Wyoming Area 93.5% 714% 85.0% 57.6% |799%| 50.9% 84.3% 48.2%
Luzerne Wyoming Valley West 76.6% 45.4% 66.7% 36.8% |552%| 27.3% 72.7% 33.5%
Lycoming East Lycoming 86.0% 57.7% 73.7% 43.7% |705%| 40.5% 73.3% 34.1%
Lycoming Jersey Shore Area 84.1% 54.9% 71.3% 41.2% |59.7%| 30.8% 65.4% 26.5%
Lycoming Loyalsock Township 84.5% 55.5% 72.1% 42.0% |84.1%| 56.5% 86.7% 52.1%
Lycoming Montgomery Area 94.9% 74.7% 93.2% 71.8% |83.3%| 55.3% 76.9% 38.2%
Lycoming Montoursville Area 94.8% 74.5% 76.9% 47.2% |859%| 59.1% 84.8% 49.0%
Lycoming Muncy 85.5% 57.0% 67.1% 37.1% |781%| 48.8% 83.9% 47.6%
Lycoming South Williamsport Area 91.6% 67.4% 71.0% 40.9% |849%| 57.6% 85.7% 50.4%
Lycoming Williamsport Area 90.2% 64.7% 76.8% 47.1% |67.6%| 37.7% 71.8% 32.6%
Mckean Bradford Area 74.0% 42.5% 66.1% 36.2% |80.0%| 51.1% 78.3% 39.9%
Mckean Kane Area 69.4% 37.8% 64.3% 34.6% |555%| 27.5% 77.8% 39.3%
Mckean Otto-Eldred 88.7% 62.1% 67.7% 37.7% |722%| 42.2% 59.3% 21.6%
Mckean Port Allegany 66.7% 35.2% 63.9% 34.2% |711%| 41.1% 70.0% 30.7%
Mckean Smethport Area 91.5% 67.2% 72.8% 42.7% |644%| 34.8% 63.9% 25.2%
Mercer Commodore Perry 75.0% 43.6% 62.5% 33.0% |64.1%| 34.5% 69.2% 30.0%
Mercer Farrell Area 46.5% 19.7% 48.2% 22.2% |351%| 14.3% 49.2% 14.8%
Mercer Greenville Area 88.9% 62.4% 77.8% 48.3% |67.9%| 38.0% 81.1% 43.6%
Mercer Grove City Area 88.9% 62.4% 81.9% 53.4% |80.3%| 51.4% 85.8% 50.6%
Mercer Hermitage 86.3% 58.2% 73.2% 43.2% |749%| 45.1% 80.4% 42.6%
Mercer Jamestown Area 87.5% 60.1% 75.0% 45.1% |72.7%| 42.8% 89.1% 56.4%
Mercer Lakeview 86.2% 58.0% 75.5% 45.6% |823%| 54.0% 83.4% 46.8%
Mercer Mercer Area 88.0% 60.9% 83.3% 55.2% |688%| 38.9% 75.2% 36.2%
Mercer Reynolds 74.4% 42.9% 69.2% 39.1% |513%| 24.4% 65.0% 26.1%
Mercer Sharon City 70.0% 38.4% 67.2% 37.2% |603%| 31.3% 58.3% 20.8%
Mercer Sharpsville Area 77.2% 46.1% 70.3% 40.2% |648%| 35.2% 80.6% 42.9%
Mercer West Middlesex Area 76.1% 44.8% 66.3% 36.4% |66.2%| 36.4% 74.7% 35.7%
Mifflin Mifflin County 73.1% 41.5% 61.1% 31.8% |684%| 38.5% 70.9% 31.6%
Monroe East Stroudsburg Area 80.1% 49.6% 73.2% 43.2% |69.3%| 39.3% 80.4% 42.6%
Monroe PleasantValley 80.6% 50.2% 69.5% 39.4% |591%| 30.3% 78.5% 40.2%
Monroe Pocono Mountain 73.9% 42.4% 66.4% 36.5% |64.8%| 35.2% 76.1% 37.3%
Monroe Stroudsburg Area 83.1% 53.5% 71.1% 41.0% |682%| 38.3% 83.4% 46.8%
Montgomery Abington 90.5% 65.3% 82.3% 53.9% |84.4%| 56.9% 87.8% 54.0%
Montgomery Cheltenham Township 81.5% 514% 79.9% 50.8% |741%| 44.2% 82.6% 45.7%
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County District Math Math Reading| Reading | Math Math Reading| Reading
PA Statewide 78.0%| 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |679%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Montgomery Colonial 93.2% 70.7% 87.3% 61.1% |87.0%| 60.7% 89.2% 56.6%
Montgomery Hatboro-Horsham 94.4% 73.5% 92.3% 69.9% |89.1%| 64.1% 91.3% 60.9%
Montgomery Jenkintown 91.2% | 66.6% 94.3% 74.3% |82.7%| 54.5% 86.5% 51.7%
Montgomery Lower Merion 88.5% 617% 87.4% 61.2% |84.0%| 56.3% 90.4% 59.0%
Montgomery Lower Moreland Township 92.7% 69.6% 87.5% 61.4% |90.5%| 66.6% 94.6% 69.0%
Montgomery Methacton 94.7% 74.2% 90.7% 66.9% |87.7%| 61.8% 93.5% 66.0%
Montgomery Norristown 75.4% | 44.0% 60.4% 31.3% |568%| 28.5% 61.5% 23.2%
Montgomery North Penn 89.4%| 63.3% 82.2% 53.7% |839%| 56.2% 86.2% 51.2%
Montgomery Perkiomen Valley 93.2% 70.7% 86.6% 60.0% |85.0%| 57.7% 87.7% 53.8%
Montgomery Pottsgrove 80.7% 50.3% 70.1% 40.0% |703%| 40.3% 79.0% 40.8%
Montgomery Pottstown 76.3%| 45.0% 70.6% 40.5% |57.7%| 29.2% 64.1% 25.4%
Montgomery Souderton Area 91.3%| 66.8% 83.7% 55.8% |815%| 53.0% 86.8% 52.2%
Montgomery Springfield Township 88.4% 615% 89.7% 65.1% |72.3%| 42.3% 85.1% 49.4%
Montgomery Spring-Ford Area 94.2% 73.0% 90.0% 65.6% |91.1%| 67.7% 91.3% 60.9%
Montgomery Upper Dublin 93.9% 72.3% 88.5% 63.0% |86.4%| 59.8% 93.4% 65.8%
Montgomery Upper Merion Area 91.9% 68.0% 85.8% 58.8% |83.1%| 55.1% 88.0% 54.4%
Montgomery Upper Moreland Township 90.0% 64.3% 81.9% 53.4% |81.3%| 52.7% 85.1% 49.4%
Montgomery Upper Perkiomen 81.8% 51.8% 73.0% 43.0% |65.8%| 36.1% 79.7% 41.7%
Montgomery Wissahickon 88.0%| 60.9% 82.5% 54.1% |768%| 47.2% 89.3% 56.8%
Montour Danville Area 74.2% | 42.7% 69.2% 39.1% |883%| 62.8% 85.9% 50.7%
Northampton Bangor Area 74.8%| 43.3% 67.9% 37.9% |655%| 35.8% 79.2% 41.0%
Northampton Bethlehem Area 75.1% | 43.7% 69.1% 39.0% ]69.6%| 39.6% 76.4% 37.6%
Northampton Easton Area 82.1% 52.2% 67.5% 37.5% |62.7%| 33.3% 72.6% 33.4%
Northampton Nazareth Area 84.0% 54.8% 79.0% 49.7% |74.0%| 44.1% 84.9% 49.1%
Northampton Northampton Area 76.9% 45.7% 71.5% 41.4% |809%| 52.2% 81.2% 43.7%
Northampton Pen Argyl Area 77.0%| 45.8% 70.3% 40.2% |80.2%| 51.3% 87.9% 54.2%
Northampton Saucon Valley 92.6% 69.4% 85.1% 57.8% |845%| 57.0% 86.5% 51.7%
Northampton Wilson Area 87.5%| 60.1% 74.4% 44.4% |73.8%| 43.9% 77.0% 38.3%
Northumberland |Line Mountain 78.4% | 47.5% 77.3% 47.7% |658%| 36.1% 70.9% 31.6%
Northumberland | Milton Area 81.2% 51.0% 66.5% 36.6% |709%| 40.9% 81.3% 43.8%
Northumberland |Mount Carmel Area 82.1% 52.2% 80.9% 52.1% |71.6%| 41.6% 81.5% 44.1%
Northumberland [Shamokin Area 80.3% | 49.8% 69.9% 39.8% |724%| 42.5% 76.1% 37.3%
Northumberland |Shikellamy 79.8% | 49.2% 60.1% 31.0% |752%| 45.4% 77.3% 38.7%
Northumberland |Warrior Run 81.1% 50.8% 70.0% 39.9% |569%| 28.6% 78.5% 40.2%
Perry Greenwood 75.9% 44.6% 72.4% 42.3% |77.4%| 47.9% 80.3% 42.5%
Perry Newport 85.1% 56.4% 70.3% 40.2% |619%| 32.6% 59.4% 21.6%
Perry Susquenita 84.1% 54.9% 74.8% 44.9% |59.5%| 30.6% 76.0% 37.1%
Perry West Perry 66.6% | 35.1% 61.0% 31.8% ]|69.5%| 39.5% 75.8% 36.9%
Philadelphia Philadelphia City 53.0% 24.1% 42.8% 18.7% |43.9% | 19.5% 49.4% 14.9%
Pike Delaware Valley 98.0% | 84.3% 90.6% 66.7% |745%| 44.7% 89.2% 56.6%
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PA Statewide 78.0%| 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |679%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Potter Austin Area 58.8% | 285% 52.9% 25.5% |529%| 25.6% 70.6% 31.3%
Potter Coudersport Area 80.9% 50.6% 76.6% 46.9% |642%| 34.6% 79.1% 40.9%
Potter Galeton Area 90.0% | 64.3% 63.1% 33.5% |575%| 29.0% 70.0% 30.7%
Potter Northern Potter 94.9% 74.7% 84.6% 57.0% |66.7%| 36.9% 60.8% 22.7%
Potter Oswayo Valley 80.5% 50.1% 65.9% 36.0% |82.0%| 53.6% 82.0% 44.8%
Schuy kill Blue Mountain 89.5% 63.4% 84.8% 57.3% |804%| 51.6% 87.4% 53.3%
Schuy kill Mahanoy Area 77.4%| 46.3% 60.2% 31.1% |641%| 34.5% 77.1% 38.4%
Schuy kill Minersville Area 85.1% 56.4% 77.0% 47.3% |705%| 40.5% 73.5% 34.3%
Schuy kill North Schuylkill 83.6% 54.2% 69.4% 39.3% |762%| 46.6% 74.0% 34.9%
Schuy kill Pine Grove Area 70.2% | 386% 56.5% 28.1% |68.6%| 38.7% 79.2% 41.0%
Schuy kill Pottsville Area 84.7% 55.8% 73.9% 43.9% |589%| 30.2% 74.8% 35.8%
Schuy kill Saint Clair Area 89.3% 63.1% 82.2% 53.7% |48.6%| 22.5% 70.3% 31.0%
Schuy kill Schuylkill Haven Area 82.8% 53.1% 75.2% 45.3% |653%| 35.6% 77.5% 38.9%
Schuy kill Shenandoah Valley 85.5% 57.0% 74.2% 44.2% |625%| 33.1% 69.3% 30.1%
Schuy kill Tamaqua Area 73.9% | 42.4% 68.9% 38.8% |649%| 35.2% 80.5% 42.7%
Schuy kill Tri-Valley 86.5% 58.5% 65.3% 35.5% |741%| 44.2% 82.7% 45.8%
Schuy kill Williams Valley 78.3%| 47.4% 69.9% 39.8% |384%| 16.2% 60.5% 22.5%
Snyder Midd-West 82.3% 52.4% 69.7% 39.6% |759%| 46.2% 73.8% 34.7%
Snyder Selinsgrove Area 88.3%| 614% 78.7% 49.3% |828%| 54.7% 89.4% 57.0%
Somerset Berlin Brothersvalley 91.8% 67.8% 74.0% 44.0% |78.7%| 49.5% 86.9% 52.4%
Somerset Conemaugh Township Area 89.4%| 63.3% 86.7% 60.2% |80.1%| 51.2% 84.9% 49.1%
Somerset Meyersdale Area 64.2% 33.0% 52.8% 25.4% |713%| 41.3% 78.8% 40.5%
Somerset North Star 81.9% 51.9% 75.4% 45.5% |69.3%| 39.3% 80.3% 42.5%
Somerset Rockwood Area 84.4% 55.3% 68.9% 38.8% |734%| 43.5% 80.7% 43.0%
Somerset Salisbury-Elk Lick 96.6% 79.4% 82.7% 54.4% |689%| 39.0% 67.8% 28.6%
Somerset Shade-Central City 92.1% | 68.4% 79.0% 49.7% |513%| 24.4% 72.9% 33.7%
Somerset Shanksville-Stonycreek 84.6% 55.6% 88.5% 63.0% |725%| 42.6% 82.5% 45.5%
Somerset Somerset Area 74.2% | 42.7% 65.0% 35.2% |73.9%| 44.0% 78.5% 40.2%
Somerset Turkeyfoot Valley Area 79.1%| 483% 66.6% 36.7% |546%| 26.8% 63.7% 25.0%
Somerset Windber Area 83.8% 54.5% 80.1% 51.1% |67.0%| 37.2% 82.2% 451%
Sullivan Sullivan County 83.3% 53.8% 77.1% 47.5% |65.0%| 35.3% 83.3% 46.7%
Susquehanna Blue Ridge 78.2% | 47.2% 77.9% 48.4% |66.3%| 36.5% 78.7% 40.4%
Susquehanna Elk Lake 75.5% | 44.1% 58.1% 29.4% |66.7%| 36.9% 80.2% 42.3%
Susquehanna Forest City Regional 82.4% 52.6% 70.3% 40.2% |62.5%| 33.1% 66.7% 27.6%
Susquehanna Montrose Area 88.8% 62.2% 79.8% 50.7% |62.5%| 33.1% 77.5% 38.9%
Susquehanna Mountain View 77.5% 46.4% 57.3% 28.8% |654%| 35.7% 75.7% 36.8%
Susquehanna Susquehanna Comm 90.0% 64.3% 81.7% 53.1% |722%| 42.2% 70.8% 31.5%
Tioga Northern Tioga 85.6% 57.1% 77.5% 47.9% |58.1%| 29.5% 63.4% 24.8%
Tioga Southern Tioga 80.0% | 49.4% 72.6% 42.5% |636%| 34.1% 64.9% 26.1%
Tioga Wellsboro Area 86.6% 58.6% 81.5% 52.8% |716%| 41.6% 82.5% 45.5%
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PA Statewide 78.0%| 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |679%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Union Lewisburg Area 93.6% 716% 82.9% 54.7% |903%| 66.2% 89.6% 57.4%
Union Mifflinburg Area 86.9% 59.1% 69.9% 39.8% |734%| 43.5% 78.4% 40.0%
Venango Cranberry Area 81.7% 51.6% 64.3% 34.6% |701%| 40.1% 68.2% 29.0%
Venango Franklin Area 85.3% 56.7% 73.5% 43.5% |615%| 32.3% 71.8% 32.6%
Venango Oil City Area 61.0%| 30.3% 61.3% 32.0% |68.0%| 38.1% 65.4% 26.5%
Venango Titusville Area 83.8% 54.5% 78.2% 48.7% |679%| 38.0% 82.7% 45.8%
Venango Valley Grove 84.1% 54.9% 74.6% 4.7% |791%| 49.9% 76.1% 37.3%
Warren Warren County 75.8% 44.5% 71.4% 41.3% |71.2%| 41.2% 75.0% 36.0%
Washington Avella Area 91.3%| 66.8% 80.4% 51.4% |746%| 44.8% 74.0% 34.9%
Washington Bentworth 77.6%| 46.5% 71.7% 41.6% |66.3%| 36.5% 70.7% 31.4%
Washington Bethlehem-Center 77.9% | 46.9% 61.6% 32.3% |633%| 33.8% 85.8% 50.6%
Washington Burgettstown Area 76.0% | 44.7% 64.0% 34.3% |622%| 32.9% 74.8% 35.8%
Washington California Area 80.3% | 49.8% 73.2% 43.2% |833%| 55.3% 70.2% 30.9%
Washington Canon-Mcmillan 94.2% 73.0% 87.2% 60.9% |751%| 45.3% 87.3% 53.1%
Washington Charleroi 64.1%| 329% 49.1% 22.8% |488%| 22.7% 65.6% 26.7%
Washington Chartiers-Houston 84.8% 55.9% 75.9% 46.1% |65.3%| 35.6% 69.8% 30.5%
Washington Fort Cherry 84.2% 55.1% 78.1% 48.6% |57.6%| 29.1% 76.0% 37.1%
Washington Mcguffey 87.2% 59.6% 76.4% 46.7% |679%| 38.0% 66.3% 27.3%
Washington Peters Township 90.8% | 65.8% 87.2% 60.9% |903%| 66.2% 94.0% 67.3%
Washington Ringgold 77.1% | 459% 66.9% 36.9% |628%| 33.4% 68.1% 28.9%
Washington Trinity Area 87.5%| 60.1% 75.9% 46.1% |712%| 41.2% 80.4% 42.6%
Washington Washington 81.3% 511% 71.0% 40.9% |56.8%| 28.5% 58.4% 20.9%
Wayne Wallenpaupack Area 88.7% 62.1% 77.0% 47.3% |77.6%| 48.2% 85.0% 49.3%
Wayne Wayne Highlands 87.1% 59.4% 78.5% 49.1% |799%| 50.9% 76.3% 37.5%
Wayne Western Wayne 88.2% 612% 82.2% 53.7% 789% | 49.7% 76.7% 38.0%
Westmoreland |Belle Vernon Area 75.5% 44.1% 68.5% 38.4% 73.3% 43.4% 82.4% 45.4%
Westmoreland |Burrell 85.2% 56.5% 83.8% 55.9% |794%| 50.3% 90.6% 59.4%
Westmoreland |Derry Area 82.4% 52.6% 83.0% 54.8% |769%| 47.4% 81.1% 43.6%
Westmoreland |Franklin Regional 91.3% 66.8% 89.8% 65.2% |90.5%| 66.6% 95.6% 72.0%
Westmoreland |Greater Latrobe 95.4% 76.0% 90.0% 65.6% |84.2% 56.6% 90.0% 58.2%
Westmoreland |Greensburg Salem 93.0% 70.3% 88.1% 62.4% |84.7%| 57.3% 82.9% 46.1%
Westmoreland |Hempfield Area 89.2% 62.9% 81.7% 53.1% |73.6%| 43.7% 91.6% 61.5%
Westmoreland |Jeannette City 89.1% | 627% 68.9% 38.8% |729%| 43.0% 83.5% 47.0%
Westmoreland |Kiski Area 85.0% 56.2% 80.5% 51.6% |70.0%| 40.0% 87.6% 53.6%
Westmoreland |Ligonier Valley 90.9% 66.0% 86.1% 59.2% |82.7%| 54.5% 86.0% 50.9%
Westmoreland |Monessen City 65.2% 33.9% 58.0% 29.3% [|60.9%| 31.8% 71.0% 31.7%
Westmoreland |Mount Pleasant Area 74.2% 42.7% 68.1% 38.1% |66.0%| 36.2% 79.6% 41.6%
Westmoreland |New Kensington-Arnold 65.4% 34.0% 63.4% 33.8% |469%| 21.4% 65.8% 26.8%
Westmoreland |Norwin 89.0%| 62.6% 84.0% 56.2% |885%| 63.1% 91.7% 61.8%
Westmoreland |Penn-Trafford 93.0% 70.3% 90.7% 66.9% |79.7%| 50.7% 89.6% 57.4%
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Pennsylvania School Report Card
2007 PSSA Proficiency and NAEP Equivalent

4th Grade, Percent Proficient 8th Grade, Percent Proficient
NAEP NAEP NAEP NAEP
PSSA | Consistent| PSSA |Consistent] PSSA | Consistent| PSSA | Consistent

County District Math Math Reading| Reading | Math Math Reading| Reading
PA Statewide 78.0%| 47.0% 70.1% 40.0% |679%| 38.0% 75.0% 36.0%
Westmoreland |Southmoreland 72.6% 41.0% 62.7% 33.2% |815%| 53.0% 82.0% 44.8%
Westmoreland |Yough 84.5% 55.5% 71.5% 41.4% |646%| 35.0% 78.4% 40.0%
Wyoming Lackawanna Trail 85.8% 57.4% 78.3% 48.9% |66.9%| 37.1% 74.1% 35.0%
Wyoming Tunkhannock Area 84.2% 55.1% 77.0% 47.3% |70.0%| 40.0% 84.2% 48.0%
York Central York 87.8%| 60.6% 82.9% 54.7% |81.6%| 53.1% 85.3% 49.8%
York Dallastown Area 88.6%| 619% 83.9% 56.1% |81.2%| 52.6% 87.0% 52.6%
York Dover Area 82.4% 52.6% 75.2% 45.3% |724%| 42.5% 79.7% 41.7%
York Eastern York 77.7%| 46.6% 64.6% 34.9% |65.0%| 35.3% 75.4% 36.5%
York Hanover Public 78.7%| 47.8% 63.9% 34.2% |556%| 27.6% 67.5% 28.4%
York Northeastern York 86.9% 59.1% 74.1% 44.1% |703%| 40.3% 74.5% 35.4%
York Northern York Co 90.2% | 64.7% 78.0% 48.5% |773%| 47.8% 85.2% 49.6%
York Red Lion Area 79.7%| 49.1% 68.5% 38.4% |682%| 38.3% 75.3% 36.3%
York South Eastern 79.4%| 487% 73.2% 43.2% |69.3%| 39.3% 78.0% 39.5%
York South Western 77.3%| 46.2% 73.2% 43.2% |748%| 45.0% 80.3% 42.5%
York Southern York Co 89.8%| 64.0% 84.5% 56.9% |839%| 56.2% 91.1% 60.4%
York Spring Grove Area 83.6% 54.2% 75.4% 45.5% |78.0%| 48.6% 83.1% 46.4%
York West Shore 75.4%| 44.0% 73.5% 43.5% |678%| 37.9% 77.2% 38.6%
York West York Area 88.7%| 62.1% 80.7% 51.8% |72.0%| 42.0% 78.9% 40.7%
York York City 57.7%| 27.6% 45.5% 20.4% |36.5%| 15.1% 39.1% 9.6%
York York Suburban 92.8%| 69.8% 88.7% 63.4% |824%| 54.1% 87.0% 52.6%

Source: Pennsylvania System of School Assessment, National Center for Education Statistics. Calculations by Asora Education Enterpises.
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