
How Do We Improve Student Outcomes in Pittsburgh Public Schools?



What is the height of the bar?
Background on PSSA



PSSA 

• Late 2013
• Pennsylvania adopted more rigorous PA Core Standards

• 2015
• PSSA fully aligned to PA Core Standards

• Intended Outcome
• Prepare students for the 21st- century workforce

Retrieved from https://www.education.pa.gov/Pages/PSSA-Information.aspx



Test Design
Mathematics – 2016-2017

Grades
# 

Sections
# MC -
Core

# MC –
Non-
core

# OE 
–

Core

# OE 
–

Non-
core

Time in 
Minutes

Total 
Points per 

Student 
(Core 
only)

Minimum # 
of Points 

per 
Reporting 
Category

3-8 3 60 12 3 1 204 72 10-12

9/10/2018 4

Mathematics – 2017 and beyond

Grades
# 

Sections
# MC -
Core

# MC –
Non-
core

# OE –
Core

# OE –
Non-
core

Time in 
Minutes

Total 
Points per 

Student 
(Core 
only)

Minimum
# of Points 

per 
Reporting 
Category

3-8 2 40 8 3 1 156 52 7-9

Retrieved from https://www.education.pa.gov/K-12/Assessment and Accountability/PSSA/Pages/default.aspx



Impact of New Design

Advantages:
• Eliminates one of three test sessions

• Shortens testing time by 48 minutes

• Preserves content blueprint percentages

• Maintains the number of points coming from open-ended questions

• Ensures the level of rigor is not decreased

• Maintains sufficient points in each reporting category to continue 
strength profile reporting

• Preserves Math reporting

• Measures same construct; no impact on the Performance Level 
Descriptors

9/10/2018 5

Retrieved from https://www.education.pa.gov/K-12/Assessment and Accountability/PSSA/Pages/default.aspx



PSSA Science 6

Science Test Design - Grade 8

Section
Content 
Emphasis

Number of 
MC 
(w/ Field 
Test)

Number of 
OE
(w/ Field 
Test)

Estimated 
Section 
Testing Time 
(in Minutes)

1 Science 24 3 45

2 Science 24 3 45

Total 48 6 90

9/10/2018 6
Retrieved from https://www.education.pa.gov/K-12/Assessment and Accountability/PSSA/Pages/default.aspx



PSSA Science 7

Science Test Design - Grade 4

Section
Content 
Emphasis

Number of 
MC 
(w/ Field 
Test)

Number of 
OE
(w/ Field 
Test)

Estimated 
Section 
Testing Time 
(in Minutes)

1 Science 23 3 38

2 Science 23 3 38

Total 46 6 76

9/10/2018 7

Retrieved from https://www.education.pa.gov/K-12/Assessment and Accountability/PSSA/Pages/default.aspx



PSSA Science 8

Science PSSA – Test Plan/Form Reduction Design

Grade
MC –
Core

MC –
Psychom
etric Use

MC –
Field Test

OE –
Core

OE –
Field Test

Total 
Core 
Items

Total 
Core 
Points

4 38 2 6 5 1
38 MC / 

5 OE
48

8 38 2 8 5 1
38 MC / 

5 OE
48

9/10/2018 8

Retrieved from https://www.education.pa.gov/K-12/Assessment and Accountability/PSSA/Pages/default.aspx





Where are we now?
PPS Data Review



2016 %PA 2017 %PA 2018 %PA

ELA 42.4% 45.6% 46.2%

Math 28.0% 28.2% 28.8%

Science 44.3% 43.7% 46.2%
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2016 %PA 2017 %PA 2018 %PA

ELA 30.9% 30.0% 33.5%

Math 14.1% 15.5% 16.3%

Science 32.8% 29.9% 33.6%
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2016 %PA 2017 %PA 2018 %PA

ELA 19.1% 24.2% 24.8%

Math 15.2% 18.0% 17.1%

Science 22.3% 27.5% 25.7%
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2016 %PA 2017 %PA 2018 %PA

ELA 8.1% 16.6% 16.8%

Math 9.3% 12.8% 14.5%

Science 13.0% 19.8% 30.6%
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%BB 16 %BB 17 %BB 18

ELA 18.8% 14.8% 11.8%

Math 46.3% 44.9% 45.8%

Science 35.7% 25.2% 24.8%
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2016 % BB 2017 % BB 2018 %BB

ELA 24.9% 19.8% 14.9%

Math 58.9% 57.3% 58.6%

Science 46.8% 33.9% 32.6%
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2016 2017 2018

Algebra 48.2% 49.5% 49.6%

Biology 39.8% 39.9% 41.9%

Literacy 62.8% 60.6% 61.8%
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2016 2017 2018

Algebra 32.1% 35.7% 28.5%

Biology 22.7% 22.3% 20.4%

Literacy 49.2% 45.7% 43.6%

32.1%

35.7%

28.5%

22.7% 22.3%
20.4%

49.2%

45.7%
43.6%

0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

60.0%

2018  Keystone African American

Updated 9-7-18 



How do we raise the bar?
Supporting our schools.



Summer Leadership Academy



(Hammond & Jackson, 2015)



Supporting Academics
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Instructional Support Includes:

• Sustaining rigorous curriculum and assessments aligned to PA Core
• Providing ongoing job-embedded professional learning 
• Developing and delivering ongoing professional development 
• Assisting with data analysis
• Supporting Professional Learning Communities (PLCs)

• Key Areas of Focus: 
• High-Quality Instruction
• Differentiated Instruction
• Culturally Responsive Teaching
• MTSS for Academics and Behavior
• Universal Design for Learning



Key Results

• Provide professional development to include calibration walks to all 
principals, assistant principals, and coaches in 
• High-Quality Instruction

• Differentiated Instruction

• Culturally Responsive Teaching

• MTSS for Academics and Behavior

• Universal Design for Learning (UDL)

• Provide professional development to all district coordinators and 
coaches in UDL.



Equitable Distribution of Resources

Transformation

• Three-year trend data

• Needs of staff

• Additional support 
(coaches, reading 
specialists, and outside 
organizations)

Priority I 

• Student performance

• Three-year trend data 
(consistent or high drops 
in proficiency)

• Needs of staff

• The ratio of district 
support staff to the 
number of schools 
needing support

Priority II

• Student performance

• Three-year trend data 
(consistent improvement)

• The ratio of district 
support staff to the 
number of schools 
needing support



How do we monitor progress?

• Work Sampling (Early Childhood)

• Kindergarten Assessment

• iRead (K-2)

• Grade (3-8)

• Edmentum (K-11 Math) (9-11 ELA)

• Four Quarterly Assessments

• Predictive Benchmark (3-11)

Administered three times 
a year

Administered once a year



Where do we go from here?
Next Steps for PPS



Getting Better at Getting Better

(Hammond & Jackson, 2015)(Alexander, 2012)
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PSSA Information. (n.d.). Retrieved from 
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https://www.education.pa.gov/Pages/PSSA-Information.aspx


Thank you!


