
 2016-2017 Annual Review: Environmental Charter School Overview

School Name
Grades Served

Most Recent Site Visit
School Contact Information

Neighborhood Location
School Leadership

Most Recent Renewal
PPS Enrollment

Total Enrollment

Female 49.92
Male 50.08

African American 15.8
Asian/Pacific Islander 3.79

Hispanic/Latino 2.84
Multiracial/Other 5.53
Native American 0.63

White 71.41

Economically Disadvantaged 28
Students with Disabilities 13.74

English Language Learners 0

Historically Underserved

Environmental Charter School at Frick Park
K-8

829 Milton Street, Pittsburgh, PA 15218; (412) 247-7970
Regent Square
Jon McCann
August 2017
528
633

2016-2017 Student Demographics (%)
Gender

Race/Ethnicity

March 13, 2018

School Year All African American White ED IEP
2014-2015 94.92% 93.61% 95.30% 93.81% 94.74%
2015-2016 95.13% 94.40% 95.35% 94.45% 94.53%
2016-2017 94.77% 94.19% 94.79% 94.08% 94.73%

Attendance Rate 

525
604 628 628 633
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 2016-2017 Annual Review: Environmental Charter School Academic Performance

PVAAS is Pennsylvania's Value-Added Assessment System. Value added is a statistical analysis used to 
measure a district's, school's or teacher's influence on the academic progress rates of groups of students 
from year to year (growth). PVAAS is not a test. It uses existing test data from the PSSA and Keystone 
Exams. PVAAS results from the past two years are presented in the table below.

Source: pvaas.sas.com; N too small for calculation for missing subject(s)

Source: Required Federal Accountability Reporting

School Performance Profile Score
The School Performance Profile (SPP) Score is a building level academic score based on academic 
achievement, growth and other academic indicators. The information in the SPP is also used for 
determining federal accountability status for Title I schools.

Source: www.paschoolperformance.org

The annual Pennsylvania System School Assessment (PSSA) is a standards-based, criterion-referenced 
assessment which provides students, parents, educators and citizens with an understanding of student and 
school performance related to the attainment of proficiency of the academic standards. Every Pennsylvania 
student in grades 3 through 8 is assessed in English Language Arts and Math. Every Pennsylvania student in 
grades 4 and 8 is assessed in science. (www.education.pa.gov)

2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17
72 N/A 61.1 74.2

School Performance Profile Score

PSSA 
Accountability 
Performance

All
African 

American
White

Economically 
Disadvantaged

IEP

ELA
2014-2015 76.4 46.3 85.3 58.9 46.9
2015-2016 72.5 38.2 82.6 47.3 38.6
2016-2017 73.9 32.9 84.3 46.5 47.8
Math
2014-2015 42.8 15 52.2 20.2 24.7
2015-2016 43.4 10.4 53 19.5 25
2016-2017 54.8 14.3 64.8 28.5 35.3
Science
2014-2015 81 60 86 66 55.6
2015-2016 76.5 40 88.8 56.1 66.7
2016-2017 68.8 33.3 79.3 46.9 52.2

Growth 
Measure 

Average 
Growth 
Index

2015-2016 -3.2 -4.87
2016-2017 -0.3 -0.51

2015-2016 -2.4 -4.29
2016-2017 3.8 6.49

Keystone Algebra 2016-2017 11.7 3.11

PVAAS

ELA

Math
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2016-2017 Annual Review: Environmental Charter School Findings and Recommendations

Findings:
Administration:

Assessment:

Charter Office:

Curriculum:

The findings and recommendations for categories rated as Insufficient (insufficient or no 
evidence) or Sufficient with Exceptions presented below are based on observations and the 
review of requested resources by the PPS Review Team at the charter school annual site visit. 
Findings should be addressed prior to the next annual visit. Any findings and/or 
recommendations that are a possible violation of the charter agreement with PPS and/or the PA 
Charter School Law must be addressed prior to the next annual site visit.

Insufficient:
1. Student enrollment demographics not similar to Pittsburgh Public Schools
2. Low African American enrollment
3. Low economically disadvantaged enrollment

Insufficient: Deficiencies were found in the following areas:
1. Declines in ELA performance for African American and Economically 
Disadvantaged students
2. No progress toward closing the achievement gap for All Students or 
Historically Underperforming students; significantly large achievement gap 
between African American and white students
3. Large achievement gap between African American and White students: 
greater than 50 pts. in ELA and math; greater than 40 pts in science 

Insufficient: Insufficient or no evidence was found in the following areas:
1. Board minutes and advertisement of meetings: agendas missing 
2. Parent engagement: The logs that were presented just showed the parent 
signed in, but there is no correlation between the sign in sheets and the events 
that are occurring.
3. Partnerships and outside resources: Only evidence for community group 
involvement was given for the lower school; no evidence for the upper school. 
There was also little to no evidence of what the school(s) got out of the 
relationship or what the organization provided to the school in the relationship. 
4. Parents involvement in school improvement process and school activities is 
well-documented: There was no evidence of parent involvement in the school 
improvement process. The logs that were presented just showed the parent 
signed in, but there is no correlation between the sign-in sheets and the events 
that are occurring.
Sufficient w/Exceptions: 
5. Extracurricular activities (arrangements with PPS): There was no information 
on who can participate in the extra-curricular activities, how often they occur 
and what the actual extra-curricular activities are.

Insufficient: Insufficient or no evidence was found in the following areas:
1. Evidence of data-driven school improvement planning: There is no evidence 
that formative assessment is used to drive instruction. There is no evidence that 
PLC's analyze data and share instructional strategies/alternative best practices 
with each other. There is no evidence of how this work is supported by the 
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2016-2017 Annual Review: Environmental Charter School Findings and Recommendations

Facilities:

Finance:

Special Education:

Recommendations:
Administration:

Assessment:

Charter Office:

Curriculum:

ECS was monitored by Bureau of Special Education during the 2016-2017 
school year. Two corrective actions are below under Recommendations.

Target marketing efforts toward student groups with low enrollment.
Provide evidence of marketing efforts/activities.

1. Consider having specific sign-in sheets that are labeled for each event 
occurring where parents are involved. 
2. Consider making relationships with organizations clear in terms of what the 
school is getting out of the relationship or what is being provided to support the 
school in the relationship.
3. Consider having all minutes logged in one area, binder, Google Docs, 
SharePoint so that they are easily accessible by all parties who need to see them.

1. Provide evidence of data driven instruction, including but not limited to 
classroom data binders.
2. Highlight which specific curriculum and instruction practices support 
increased achievement of students performing below state standards in literacy 
and math.
3. Detail how partnerships and other outside resources are utilized to meet the 

with each other. There is no evidence of how this work is supported by the 
instructional coach.
2. Curriculum and instruction practices that address the developmental and 
academic needs of students 
3. Partnerships and other outside resources are utilized to meet the academic and 
developmental needs of students: There was a list of partnership but no specifics 
on how they are utilized to meet the academic needs of students.
4. School implements effective strategies to boost academic achievement of at-
risk students: There is built-in intervention time for both literacy and math but 
no information on: how intervention time is set-up/structured; what data informs 
students' placement in an intervention; how Prodigy, math game for skill 
building, is being used.

See report.

No Evidence: 
Current and future major fundraising activities: There was no documentation of 
fundraising for the current or future years. The only documentation provided 
was an application for fundraising.

Implement and provide evidence of a plan for addressing declines in student 
performance and closing the achievement gap.
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2016-2017 Annual Review: Environmental Charter School Findings and Recommendations

Facilities:

Finance:

Special Education:

Have documentation of fundraising activities available for review.

1. The LEA will develop a calendar of parent trainings.
2. The LEA will provide professional development to all relevant staff regarding 
the special education process.

3. Detail how partnerships and other outside resources are utilized to meet the 
academic and developmental needs of students.
4. Provide additional information regarding how intervention time is set-
up/structured and what data informs placements.

See report.
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