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2007 SOL Score Highlights

Strengths

For the 2007-2008 school year, a total of 13 of 16 ACPS schools are “Fully
Accredited.” Based on Spring 2007 SOL scores, the fully accredited elementary
schools are: John Adams, Charles Barrett, Patrick Henry, Cora Kelly, Lyles-Crouch
Academy, Douglas MacArthur, George Mason, Maury, Mount VVernon, James K.
Polk, William Ramsay, and Samuel W. Tucker. T.C. Williams High School (which
includes Minnie Howard) also achieved “Fully Accredited” status based on students’
SOL scores throughout the 2006-07 school year.

Students’ scores continued to improve in a number of areas compared to Spring 2006
testing with 19 of the 33 SOL tests either maintaining or registering increases in the
passing percentages. Six of 11 End-of-Course tests showed improvement or
maintained passing percentages.

The largest score increases within a subject area since 2001 have been on grade level
History tests. For example, the passing percentage increased by 52 points from 2001
to 2007 for the high school End-of-Course Virginia and United States History test.
Similarly, passing percentages for History tests at Grades 3, 4 and 8 increased by 27,
23, and 35 points, respectively, while End-of-Course World History Il increased 26
points.

Along with the previously mentioned History tests, eight other SOL subject tests have
shown passing rate increases of more than 15 percentage points from 2001 to 2007,
including Grade 3 English (16 percentage points) and Grade 3 Science (24 points);
Grade 5 Mathematics (20 points) and Science (15 points); and End-of-Course tests:
English: Reading (21 points), Earth Science (32 points), and Chemistry (15 points).

Concerns

The three schools that did not achieve fully accredited status are Jefferson-Houston
School for Arts and Academics (English and Mathematics), Francis Hammond Middle
School (Mathematics) and George Washington Middle School (Mathematics).

Over time, middle school score increases have not kept pace with increases at
elementary and secondary. Middle school Mathematics scores were problematic at
Grades 6 and 7 where adjusted pass rates were under 60 percent. Additionally, the
Plain English Mathematics pass rate across all three grade levels was 8 percent.

At the division level, ACPS did not achieve Federal Adequate Yearly Progress as
defined by the No Child Left Behind legislation. ACPS met 22 of the 29 benchmarks.
The passing percentage benchmark of 73 in Reading was not met by black, Hispanic,
LEP, Disadvantaged, and Students with Disabilities. The passing percentage
benchmark of 71 in Mathematics was not met by Disadvantaged and Students with
Disabilities.



OVERVIEW

Data presentations within this document will be streamlined, omitting narrative or
interpretations, to succinctly present basic indicators, and trends over time. The lists of tables
and figures at the beginning of this overview offer the best synopsis of the types of SOL
information that will be presented.

For both division-level and school-level results, passing percentages are reported twice, first as
adjusted scores and second as unadjusted scores, which are the complete pass percentages for
all students tested. Passing percentages are ‘adjusted’ in that failing scores for some English as
a Second Language students or transfer students may be excluded from the calculations. Both
the State accreditation system and the Federal No Child Left Behind accountability system
provide for score adjustments for certain students. These students have not had the full
opportunity to learn, so schools are not penalized by including their failing scores. From one
year to another, unadjusted scores could contain varying percentages of ESL and transfer
students. Therefore, adjusted scores offer a more consistent basis for longitudinal comparison.

Adjusted passing percentages in this overview follow the procedures used by State officials to
generate accreditation pass rates. There are strict rules regarding which students’ scores are not
counted in the school passing percentages. For state accreditation purposes, an ESL student is
identified by language proficiency and length of enrollment in a Virginia public school (less
than 11 semesters). Transfer students, as defined by the State, include any grade 3 - 8 student
who transfers into the ACPS after the 20" instructional day of the school year. EOC transfer
students from outside Virginia, private schools, or home-instructed settings may be excluded
from the pass rate calculations if they enter the course after the 20" instructional hour. At the
End-of-Course (EOC) level, students who transfer into the ACPS from other Virginia school
divisions are not considered transfers. For both ESL and transfer students, results are counted
if the student passes the SOL test. In addition, students who have participated in a remediation
program and pass the next grade level test are counted twice in accreditation calculations (more
information on the Remediation Recovery Bonus will be provided later in this report).

This overview of Spring 2007 Standards of Learning (SOL) results includes longitudinal data
for 7 years, enabling a detailed understanding of achievement trends. In addition, longitudinal
data are presented graphically for the three major ethnic groups, as defined by Virginia
legislation: black, Hispanic and white.

Notwithstanding the fact that parents, Alexandria City Council members, the mayor, and other
stakeholders, such as realtors may find this document to be of value, the ACPS staff and
members of the ACPS School Board are its primary audience. There is the implicit assumption
that these internal groups already have an adequate grounding in the esoterica that comprise the
SOLs. However, even for this informed group, certain basics about SOL scores are worth



reviewing. Accordingly, several complex issues related to SOL scores will be addressed
directly: one related to scoring and seven related to seeming inconsistencies.

SOL Scoring

SOL tests focus on the four core subject areas: English, Mathematics, History, and Science.
At the upper grades, Mathematics, History and Science are differentiated by content (e.g.,
Algebra I, Geometry, etc.). In response to the Federal No Child Left Behind law, Spring 2006
was the first session when Reading and Mathematics SOL tests were administered at all grade
levels from 3 through 8. This report provides two years of data for Reading and Mathematics
tests at the newly added grades 4, 6 and 7. Longitudinal data from 2001 to 2007 are available
for other grade levels and subjects.

All SOL tests are criterion-referenced tests (CRT). Each test has a passing/failing cut-off
score or, in State and Federal terms, a score that defines proficiency. All SOL test scores are
converted to a common scale ranging from 0 to 600 with 400 to 499 designated as “Pass
Proficient” and 500 to 600 as “Pass Advanced.” Simply stated, 400 and above is passing,
while 399 and below is failing. Beginning with Spring 2007, failing results on Reading and
Mathematics SOL tests were divided into two categories designated as “Fail Basic” and “Fail
Below Basic.” The table in Appendix A displays the minimum score for the “Fail Basic”
designation that State officials added for Reading and Mathematics tests to meet Federal
guidelines to better monitor student achievement.

The percentage of correct answers a student needs to pass a given SOL test ranges from a high
of 73% correct on fifth grade Writing to a low of 50% correct on the three high school History
tests taken by ACPS students (World History I, World History 1l and U.S. and Virginia
History). A student scoring 69% correct would pass every EOC test, every middle school

test, and eight of the eleven tests given at the elementary level. To earn the “Pass Advanced”
distinction, students must demonstrate a higher competency as measured by percentage
correct on the SOL test. There is a range across tests for this higher standard as well: from a
low of 83% correct on World History | or 11, to a high of 96% on eighth grade Writing. See
Appendix A for a full summary of the number of items needed to meet each of the proficiency
levels on specific SOL tests.

Individual test results are then summed to determine the percentage of students meeting
proficiency standards. In 1998, the State set a 70% passing figure as the initial guidepost for
school efforts to achieve state accreditation. Over time, target percentages have increased and
calculations to determine Virginia accreditation status have evolved. Beginning with the
2003-2004 school year, State officials raised the necessary elementary English test passing
percentage for students in grades 3 and 5 to 75%. A major change occurred for the 2005-
2006 school year when results from the newly added grade 4 Reading test were factored into
the English test passing percentages for elementary schools.

Beyond the simple passing or failing statistic, other aspects of SOL scoring conventions are



useful to bear in mind when interpreting both aggregate and individual scores. Passing rates
are used to report Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for the Federal NCLB accountability
system. Please see Appendix B for the 2007-08 AYP divisional benchmark summary.
Appendix C shows an example of proficiency levels for three SOL tests as displayed in the
SOL Report to Parents.

The SOL Report to Parents displays the number of questions answered correctly in each SOL
“reporting category” which represents similar Standards of Learning. While all questions in
the reporting category are equally weighted, reporting categories may include differing
numbers of items. The Grade 5 Science example on page 76 shows 40 Science items grouped
in four reporting categories, each with 10 questions. However, the Grade 5 Reading example
on the same page shows 40 questions grouped in two reporting categories, one with 10
questions and the other includes a total of 30 questions. Within each reporting category, scale
scores range from 0 to 50, with 30 set as the approximate target score for proficiency.
Students who achieve scores of 30 in most reporting categories should pass by achieving an
overall test scale score of 400 or higher.

The Student Performance by Question Report example in Appendix D, expands on this
reporting information showing 50 questions on the grade 5 Mathematics test assigned to five
reporting categories; these categories correspond to percentages detailed in the instructional
framework provided by the Virginia Department of Education’s SOL Blueprints. Ten
questions appear for the reporting category: Patterns, Functions, and Algebra; thus 20% of the
test is directed at these objectives, while a smaller portion of the test (8 questions) is directed
towards Number and Number Sense.

All tests are subject to error, often referred to as the standard error of measurement (SEM). If
a student were to retake the same test, without any change in her knowledge or preparation,
the second score would probably be slightly higher or lower than the first score. For example,
the SEM on the 2003 grade 8 Science SOL was 15 for a student who correctly answered 30 of
60 items. The student’s scale score would be 403. If she were to retake the test, her second
score would likely fall between 388 and 418.

In 2001, the State introduced the term, “narrow margin failure,” a scale score between 375
and 399 on an EOC test required for graduation. Preliminary EOC reports note failing scores
that fall within this range, so school faculty may quickly identify students who have a high
likelihood of passing the test, if given another opportunity. Expedited EOC retakes are now
routinely appended to each of the three yearly main testing sessions: Summer, Fall and
Spring. If a student who failed their first attempt passes an expedited retake, then only their
passing score is counted in accreditation calculations.

SOL Scores and Apparent Inconsistencies

There are at least seven sources of inconsistencies in SOL score reporting: 1) score rounding



conventions: 2) ESL and Transfer inclusion or exclusion; 3) the Remediation Recovery
bonus; 4) inclusion of Plain English Mathematics test results; 5) revised accreditation
calculations; 6) inclusion of results for students pursuing a Modified Standard Diploma, or
taking alternative tests such as the Virginia Alternate Assessment Program (VAAP) or the
Virginia Grade Level Assessment (VGLA); and 7) the definition of eighth grade Reading and
Mathematics scores.

1. Small variations in data may be due to differences in rounding decimals to whole numbers
and including different numbers of students in the calculation. For example, an adjusted
percentage of 94.4 is rounded to 94. When additional students are included, as in unadjusted
scores, a small change to a percentage of 94.7 is rounded to 95.

2. The second common reason for SOL score inconsistencies is the Standards of Accreditation
(SOA) adjustment for LEP/ESL students and for transfer students. Unadjusted scores include
these students. Typically, adjusted passing rates exclude these failing students’ scores from
aggregate scores for school, or division calculations. At the ACPS division level, adjusted
scores from year to year permit a relatively consistent comparison; Tables 1 through 8 provide
adjusted passing percentages. However, at the school, grade, and class levels, excluding the
results of some students obscures useful instructional information, so Tables 9 through 41
provide the unadjusted passing percentages. Adjusted and unadjusted scores may be used to
determine a school’s accreditation status; state officials calculate both sets of scores and select
data in the way that is most advantageous to the school. Appendix E provides a copy of the
State’s accreditation rating table through ratings year 2007.

3. Remediation Recovery, which started in 2001, is the third reason for possible score
disparities from year to year, especially with the changes in calculation procedures in the past
two years. When Reading and Mathematics were tested only at grades 3, 5 and 8 through the
2004-2005 school year, students in grades 4, 6, or 9 did not test in those subjects. However,
those 4™, 6" and 9" grade students who had previously failed one or both tests, but passed the
course and were promoted to the next grade level could retake the test during the next school
year, following a Remediation Recovery program. Additionally, students who failed either
the Algebra I, Geometry, or Algebra Il EOC test and enrolled in a Remediation Recovery
program could retake the EOC Mathematics test. If they passed the test on their second
attempt, their passing scores were included in accreditation calculations. For example, the
passing score for a fourth-grade student on the grade 3 Mathematics test would be added to
results for grade 3 Mathematics.

Remediation Recovery rules changed when Reading and Mathematics SOL tests were added
at grades 4, 6 and 7 during the 2005-06 school year. For the last two years, students in
Remediation Recovery programs have taken Reading and Mathematics tests for their current
grade, instead of the previous grades’ failed test. For example, if a Remediation Recovery
student enrolled in grade 4 passed the grade 4 Mathematics SOL test after failing the grade 3
Mathematics SOL test, the passing score was counted twice in the school’s accreditation



calculation. However, unlike the old Remediation Recovery Bonus, which was added only to
the numerator (which increases the number of students passing), this new bonus is added to
both the numerator and the denominator (thereby increasing the number of students passing
and the number of students counted as taking the test), thereby decreasing the bonus received.
Please see the example in Appendix F to understand the impact of Remediation Recovery.
Published results do not always reveal these inclusions. Since passing rates are typically
reported as a percentage, the reader may not be aware that the total number of tests reported in
some years exceeded the number of students tested, as some students’ scores may have been
counted twice.

4. The fourth SOL score inconsistency applies to Mathematics at grades 3 through 8, where
Plain English versions of the SOL Mathematics tests are available for students with
disabilities and students with limited proficiency in the English language. In this overview,
Mathematics passing rates reported for 2006 and 2007 combine scores for all students tested
at the grade level, regardless of whether it is a Regular Mathematics or Plain English version.
Plain English scores can be reviewed in Appendix J.

5. The fifth reason that contributes to score anomalies is the Virginia Board of Education’s
decision to revise accreditation calculations. As adopted on October 22, 2001, the scores of
students who have passed a course but who are retaking SOL tests for verified credit will be
included in school accreditation ratings if they pass the test. Passing retakers are counted;
failing retakers are not.

Along with accreditation revisions, the definition of T.C. Williams has changed. Beginning
with the 2002-2003 school year, the SOL scores of Minnie Howard and STEP students were
collapsed into the results for T.C. Williams High School. Additionally, SOL test results from
Summer and Fall tests sessions have been blended with results from the main Spring session
for accreditation calculations. Thus, the final 2007 accreditation rating for T.C. Williams was
based on at least six SOL administrations to students at three different sites between July 2006
and June 2007.

6. The sixth reason for score anomalies is that accreditation and AYP calculations include
students in grades 3 to 11 who complete an alternate assessment in place of the SOL
assessment for the grade and subject. Appendix G displays summary results for the 2006-07
Virginia Alternate Assessment Program for John Adams, Jefferson-Houston and Mount
Vernon Elementary Schools, Francis Hammond and George Washington Middle Schools, and
T.C. Williams High School, as well as the students in Special Placements, whose results are
included in ACPS division-level results. Appendix H displays summary results for the 2006-
07 Virginia Grade Level Assessment for Charles Barrett, Jefferson-Houston Maury and
Mount Vernon Elementary Schools, and Francis Hammond Middle School.

7. The seventh reason for score inconsistencies relates to 8" grade Mathematics and Reading
scores. First, there are 8" grade Mathematics scores earned by students in grade 8 only.



Second, there are 8™ grade Mathematics summary scores which also include scores earned by
6™ and 7™ graders who took the eighth grade Mathematics test early because of their
accelerated Mathematics program. Third, there are 8" grade Mathematics and Reading scores
for 9" graders in Remediation Recovery (9" graders passing the 8" grade SOLs). Fourth,
there are also 9™, 10" and 11" grade students pursuing a Modified Standard Diploma who
may use the 8" grade Mathematics and Reading tests to meet numeracy and literacy
requirements. For a Modified Standard Diploma, candidates are eligible to retake previously
failed Grade 8 Reading and/or Mathematics SOL tests. For students in ninth grade only, these
retakes may be independent of any participation in a Remediation Recovery program. Again,
accreditation calculations include scores of students retaking SOL tests only if they pass the
test. These scores are added to the school’s “collapsed” SOL English or Mathematics scores.
All other scores, individually and collectively, may have local utility depending on the
analytic purpose. So, eighth grade Mathematics and Reading scores require arrant scrutiny.

The following tables illustrate both the progress to date and the challenges ahead. It is also
important to underscore that principals and school-based staff, who must directly translate
SOL results into meaningful classroom action, are the best interpreters of these data.

DIVISION AND SCHOOL LEVEL RESULTS

When reviewing the following tables, please note that division-level data often include results
for students not enrolled in a standard ACPS school and are tested under ‘Special Situations’,
per the State’s definition. For ACPS, this includes students tested locally at the Interim
Education Program, ShelterCare and receiving homebound instruction; ACPS division results
also include Alexandria students attending school, and being tested in Private Placement
facilities.

Summary Table 8 displays 2007 adjusted SOL passing percentages in an historical, divisional
overview compared to SOL passing rates for the previous six years, thereby enabling
comparisons of results for the division over time. The table includes a one year change
column based on score changes from 2006 to 2007. Of the 33 content areas, 19 maintained
their passing rates or showed a positive change for 2007 when compared to 2006. The
information in Table 8 is depicted graphically in Figures 1 through 10.

Table 42 provides longitudinal data by ethnic groups. Division-level results appear in Table
42 (labeled “All”) and subgroup passing percentages are also reported for the three major
ethnicity groupings: black, Hispanic and white. That longitudinal data for all four student
groups is graphically presented in Figures 11 through 43. Finally, Tables 43 through 49
provide historical data by grade level and test for each school.



TABLE 1

Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Adjusted Passing Percentages

Grade 3 Tests by School
School Reading Mathematics History/S.S. Science

(%) (%) (%) (%)
John Adams 71 89 91 90
Charles Barrett 77 91 90 91
Patrick Henry 71 86 79 79
Jefferson—Houston 62 73 85 82
Cora Kelly 71 92 77 90
Lyles—Crouch 88 98 98 92
Douglas MacArthur 85 89 83 90
George Mason 87 96 94 94
Maury 65 88 95 89
Mount Vernon 88 94 94 92
James K. Polk 88 97 98 93
William Ramsay 72 74 88 88
Samuel Tucker 87 96 89 96
Division ? 79 90 89 90

# Includes students in special situations.




TABLE 2

Alexandria City Public Schools

2007 SOL Adjusted Passing Percentages

Grade 4 Tests by School
School Re(%z;ng Matfz;gatics Hist?or/())/)/S.S.
John Adams 84 85 87
Charles Barrett 86 82 83
Patrick Henry 90 75 60
Jefferson—Houston 68 49 72
Cora Kelly 78 58 48
Lyles—Crouch 89 81 97
Douglas MacArthur 94 81 87
George Mason 97 95 97
Maury 90 84 84
Mount Vernon 94 93 91
James K. Polk 95 97 97
William Ramsay 83 52 68
Samuel Tucker 94 94 92
Division ® 88 79 81

# Includes students in special situations.




TABLE 3

Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Adjusted Passing Percentages

Grade 5 Tests by School
School Reading Writing Mathematics Science

(%) (%) (%) (%)
John Adams 76 82 83 81
Charles Barrett 96 96 93 93
Patrick Henry 77 83 78 81
Jefferson—Houston 61 75 64 67
Cora Kelly 68 74 81 86
Lyles—Crouch 91 93 79 81
Douglas MacArthur 85 93 89 87
George Mason 93 91 100 98
Maury 55 64 70 60
Mount Vernon 86 85 93 95
James K. Polk 87 91 91 89
William Ramsay 83 84 85 84
Samuel Tucker 84 90 92 91
Division® 81 86 86 86

#Includes students in special situations.




TABLE 4
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Adjusted Passing Percentages

Grade 6 Tests by School
. US History
School Re(%z;ng '\g'(;)t)h to 1877
(%)
Francis C. Hammond 82 56 79
George Washington 76 46 67
Division ? 79 51 73
 Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 5
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Adjusted Passing Percentages
Grade 7 Tests by School
. US History
School Re(?;l;ng I\(/I;t)h 1877 to Present
0 0 (%)
Francis C. Hammond 82 49 91
George Washington 78 38 77
Division ? 80 43 85
# Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 6
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Adjusted Passing Percentages
Grade 8 Tests by School
Engll_sh: Writing Math Clvics apd Science
School Reading (%) (%) Economics (%)
(%) i i (%) ’
Francis C. Hammond 74 80 77 93 84
George Washington 69 70 67 74 81
Division ? 71 75 69 84 82

# Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 7
Alexandria City Public Schools

2007 SOL Adjusted Passing Percentages

End-of-Course Tests by School

End-of-Course Test FCHMS GWMS TCWHS Division®

(%) (%) (%) (%)
Reading 85 85
Writing 91 90
Algebra | 99 100 76 80
Geometry 100 100 69 70
Algebra Il 88 88
Earth Science 81 80
Biology 75 74
Chemistry 94 94
World History | 82 81
World History Il 85 85
VA & U.S. History 87 86

# Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 8
Alexandria City Public Schools
Comparison of Division 2001 to 2007 Adjusted Passing Percentages
and the Change from 2006 to 2007

Division
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
SOL TEST Passing Passing Passing Passing Passing Passing Passing gggg?ﬁ
Rate Rate Rate® Rate® Rate® Rate?? Rate?¢ 2007
(SO CO NN CCO NN O N CO N CO NN CO)
Grade 3
English: Reading 63 72 73° 72° 81° 81 79 -2
Mathematics 77 81 89° 87°¢ 87° 91 90 -1
History 62 71 74 81 82 88 89 +1
Science 66 71 74 79 82 87 90 +3
Grade 4
English: Reading - - - - - 83 88 +5
Mathematics - - - - - 79 79 0
Virginia Studies 58 67 75 88 84 82 81 -1
Grade 5
English: Reading 73 78 80 81 82 86 81 -5
English: Writing 84 87 84 84 91 87 86 -1
Mathematics 66 72 72 75 80 85 86 +1
Science 71 78 75 77 74 80 86 +6
Grade 6
English: Reading - - - - - 85 79 -6
Mathematics - - - - - 38 51 +13
History - - - - 57 65 73 +8
Grade 7
English: Reading - - - - - 78 80 +2
Mathematics " - - - - - 34 43 +9
History - - - - 84 83 85 +2

# Includes students in special situations.
® Includes students in grades 6 who took the grade 7 mathematics SOL.
“Includes Remediation Recovery passing percentage bonus, which was higher than the adjusted total.
¢ Passing rates for 2006 and 2007 reflect the following:
1) All are adjusted scores with no Remediation Recovery included;
2) All are scores from the Spring Administration; and
3) Mathematics percentages include passing percentages from the LEP Mathematics test.

12



TABLE 8 continued
Alexandria City Public Schools
Comparison of Division 2001 to 2007 Adjusted Passing Percentages
and the Change from 2006 to 2007

Division
2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007
SOL TEST Passing | Passing | Passing | Passing | Passing | Passing | Passing gggg?ﬁ
Rate | Rate | Rate® | Rate® | Rate® | Rate®? | Rate *¢ 2007
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Grade 8
English: Reading 67 67 66 76 72 73 71 -2
English: Writing 69 77 66 80 72 90 75 -15
Mathematics " 65 68 78 88 80 64 69 +5
History 49 79 78 74°¢ 74°¢ 84 84 0
Science 79 79 76 87 81 78 82 +4
High School
English: Reading 64 74 92 82 80 85 85 0
English: Writing 75 78 88 82 85 84 90 +6
Algebra | 58 70 75 76 76 76 80 +4
Geometry 62 72 76 73 71 71 70 -1
Algebra Il 75 79 81 87 90 91 88 -3
Earth Science 48 52 60 57 76 78 80 +2
Biology 70 79 83 69 68 69 74 +5
Chemistry 79 80 90 94 95 96 94 -2
World History | 72 83 84 71 80 85 81 -4
World History |1 59 79 80 77 81 79 85 +6
VA & US History 34 61 75 87 84 89 86 -3

# Includes students in special situations.
® Includes students in grades 6 and 7 who took the grade 8 mathematics SOL.
9 Passing rates in 2006 and 2007 reflect the following:
1) All are adjusted scores with no Remediation Recovery included;
2) All are scores from the Spring Administration; and
3) Mathematics percentages include passing percentages from the LEP Mathematics test.
¢ Represents the combined average of content specific history tests at grades 6, 7 & 8.
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TABLE 9
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 3 Reading Tests by School

—
_ % Scaled /6 Fail % Fail % Pass % Pass
School % Passing Below . .
Score ] Basic Proficient Advanced
Basic
John Adams
(n = 90) 54 415 14 31 37 18
Charles Barrett
(= 33) 70 466 6 24 21 48
Patrick Henry
(n = 68) % a2 ) . . -
Jefferson—Houston 56 407 2 42 53 2
(n=43)
Cora Kelly
(= 67) 63 432 4 33 43 19
Lyles—Crouch
(1 = 50) 88 504 0 12 30 58
Douglas MacArthur 79 456 8 13 44 35
(n=284)
George Mason 75 484 5 20 20 56
(n=61)
Maury
(= 23) 48 417 9 43 22 26
Mount Vernon 73 453 6 21 40 33
(n=67)
James K. Polk
(n = 50) 85 470 0 15 47 37
William Ramsay 63 428 6 31 38 25
(n =89)
Samuel Tucker
(n = 103) 71 453 1 28 40 31
Division ?
(n = 840) 69 446 5 26 38 30

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 10
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 3 Mathematics Tests by School

—
% < Scaled /% Fail % Fail % Pass % Pass
School . Below . -
Passing Score . Basic  Proficient Advanced
Basic
John Adams
(= 90) 77 464 7 17 38 39
Charles Barrett 86 496 0 14 33 53
(n =36)
Patrick Henry 82 464 0 18 52 30
(n=67)
Jefferson-Houston 66 430 0 34 50 16
(n=44)
Cora Kelly
(= 68) 90 478 0 10 53 37
Lyles—Crouch
(n = 50) 98 529 0 2 32 66
Douglas MacArthur 84 489 1 14 34 51
(n=83)
George Mason 89 513 0 11 30 59
(n=61)
Maury
(= 19) 79 464 0 21 47 32
Mount Vernon 87 481 0 13 48 39
(n=67)
James K. Polk
oD 92 493 2 7 43 49
William Ramsay 68 444 1 30 39 29
(n=90)
Samuel Tucker
109 92 496 0 8 48 -
Division ?
(n = 843) > o § > v -

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 11

Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

Grade 3 History Tests by School

. . < Scaled o Caili % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient Advanced

John Adams

(= 88) 82 484 18 39 43

Charles Barrett

(1= 35) 80 489 20 34 46

Patrick Henry

(n = 66) & 400 2 . >

Jefferson—Houston 77 460 23 47 30

(n=43)

Cora Kelly

(0= 53) 75 461 25 51 25

Lyles—Crouch

(n =50) % > ’ % *

Douglas MacArthur 78 465 29 46 33

(n=83)

George Mason

(n = 59) 8 >0 H Y >

Maury

(n=21) % 4 “ ® »

Mount Vernon

(n = 65) 89 492 11 46 43

James K. Polk

(n = 55) %0 >28 * o >

William Ramsay 80 469 20 51 29

(n=90)

Samuel Tucker

(n=103) 8 4 * 43 >

Division ®

(n=812) 82 o 0 ® »

% Includes students in special situations.
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2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 3 Science Tests by School

TABLE 12

Alexandria City Public Schools

School % Passing >_<ssc(§:rleed % Failing P(r)/oofi:s;t A?vi?i:id
Tem [ eow e s
g]h:rI;s) Barrett 85 481 15 50 35
E’:Tg‘;)“e”ry 72 437 28 54 18
\(Jﬁfie;r?s,;);l—Houston 74 436 26 58 16
;}yf;}():rouch 92 516 8 28 64
aoigi;;; MacArthur 86 475 14 52 34
ge(:)rgs)Mason 86 513 14 24 63
-, S B .
(I\r/llozugg;/ o 89 480 11 48 42
s oo 7 N *
\(/r\]/illigg; Ramsay 82 454 18 54 28
osiy A B !

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 13
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 4 Reading Tests by School

% Faili -
School % Passing X Scaled OBe?(I)\I/\?g % Failing % Pass % Pass
Score Basi Basic Proficient Advanced
asic
John Adams
(n = 76) 70 450 8 22 34 36
Charles Barrett
(n = 29) 86 505 7 7 28 59
Patrick Henry
(n = 64) 80 442 8 13 56 23
Jefferson—Houston 68 440 5 28 38 30
(n =40)
Cora Kelly
(n=78) 73 443 5 22 51 22
Lyles—Crouch
(n=37) 89 516 3 8 27 62
Douglas MacArthur 93 517 1 5 26 67
(n=73)
George Mason
(n=38) 97 519 3 0 37 61
Maury
(n=19) 89 502 0 11 37 53
Mount Vernon 70 448 5 25 44 26
(n=61)
James K. Polk
(n = 60) 92 514 2 7 27 65
William Ramsay 73 453 6 21 39 34
(n=82)
Samuel Tucker
(n = 94) 90 491 3 6 38 52
Division ?
(n = 752) 81 475 5 14 38 43

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 14
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 4 Mathematics Tests by School

—
Sehool % passing X Scaled A)BZ?:)I\I/\?Q % Failing % Pass % Pass
9 Score s Basic  Proficient Advanced
Basic
John Adams
(n=76) 68 444 1 30 42 26
Charles Barrett
(n = 30) ! o ° = * »
Patrick Henry
(n = 64) 7 429 ° % * “
Jefferson-Houston 48 412 0 53 38 10
(n =40)
Cora Kelly
(1 = 80) 53 407 8 40 43 10
Lyles—Crouch
(= 37) 78 496 0 22 16 62
Douglas MacArthur 80 491 0 20 29 51
(n=75)
George Mason
(1 = 39) 90 496 3 8 38 51
Maury
(= 19) 84 484 0 16 37 47
Mount Vernon
(n = 65) ®0 0 ’ ¥ > *
James K. Polk
(n=61) 95 504 0 5 43 52
William Ramsay 1 392 13 45 30 11
(n=82)
Samuel Tucker 85 484 0 15 39 46
(n=95)
Division ?
(n=764) " 2 ° 2 i >

# Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 15

Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

Grade 4 History Tests by School

. . % Scaled o Caili % Pass % Pass
School % Passing Score % Failing Proficient Advanced

John Adams

(n=76) 70 444 30 45 25

Charles Barrett

(n = 30) %0 5 2 Y >

Patrick Henry

e 64) 48 401 52 42 6

Jefferson—Houston 70 451 30 40 30

(n =40)

Cora Kelly

(= 77) 44 410 56 29 16

Lyles—Crouch

(n=37) 97 540 3 24 73

DongIas MacArthur 87 505 13 33 53

(n=75)

George Mason

= 38) 97 535 3 21 76

Maury

(n=19) 84 486 16 47 37

Mount Vernon

(= 61) 67 452 33 36 31

James K. Polk

= 60) 97 525 3 25 2

William Ramsay

(n = 80) > 20 * - °

Samuel Tucker

(= 94) 82 485 18 39 43

Division  (n = 752) 73 465 27 36 37

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 16
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 5 Reading Tests by School

% Faili -
School % Passing x Scaled OBe?:)\I/\r/]g % Failing % Pass 7o hass
Score Basi Basic  Proficient Advanced
asic
John Adams 64 428 11 26 50 14
(n = 66)
Charles Barrett
(= 28) 93 488 0 7 54 39
Patrick Henry
(n = 55) 73 448 9 18 49 24
Jefferson—Houston 59 430 8 32 43 16
(n=37)
Cora Kelly
(= 70) 64 432 9 27 49 16
Lyles—Crouch
(0= 43) 91 499 2 7 40 o1
Douglas MacArthur 84 486 3 13 41 43
(n=175)
George Mason
(1=47) 87 498 4 9 38 49
Maury
(h=12) 50 394 25 25 50 0
Mount Vernon
(n = 49) 73 458 6 20 45 29
James K. Polk
(n = 58) 81 465 5 14 53 28
William Ramsay 78 445 6 16 63 16
(n=88)
Samuel Tucker
(= 64) 83 467 5 13 59 23
Division ?
(n = 698) 76 458 7 17 49 27

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 17

Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

Grade 5 Writing Tests by School

school % Scaled % Eailin % Pass % Pass
% Passing Score g Proficient ~ Advanced

John Adams
(n = 66) 82 445 18 67 15
Charles Barrett
(n=28) 96 487 4 64 32
Patrick Henry
(n = 59) 83 448 17 61 22
Jefferson—Houston 75 429 o5 69 6
(n =36)
Cora Kelly
(n = 68) 74 435 26 60 13
Lyles—Crouch
(n = 44) 93 477 7 61 32
Douglas MacArthur 93 467 7 68 25
(n=76)
George Mason
(n = 46) 91 463 9 67 24
Maury
(n=11) 64 394 36 64 0
Mount Vernon
(n = 46) 85 466 15 59 26
James K. Polk
(n = 56) 91 469 9 68 23
William Ramsay 84 460 16 60 24
(n =85)
Samuel Tucker
(n = 63) 89 455 11 75 14
Division ®
(n = 689) 85 455 15 64 20

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 18
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 5 Mathematics Tests by School

—
% % Scaled % Failing % Failing % Pass % Pass
School . Below . .
Passing Score . Basic Proficient Advanced
Basic
John Adams
(n = 66) 79 470 2 20 47 32
Charles Barrett
(n = 30) 83 492 7 10 43 40
Patrick Henry
(n=55) 73 458 4 24 40 33
Jefferson—Houston 62 421 5 32 49 14
(n=37)
Cora Kelly
(h=73) 75 463 8 16 41 34
Lyles—Crouch
(n =43) " 7 ° “ » ®
Douglas MacArthur 88 511 3 9 28 60
(n=175)
George Mason
(n = 48) 96 542 2 2 19 I
Maury
(= 11) 64 411 18 18 64 0
Mount Vernon
(= 53) 75 473 6 19 38 38
James K. Polk
(n = 50) 90 519 3 7 25 64
William Ramsay 82 473 6 13 43 39
(n=88)
Samuel Tucker
(n = 65) 89 507 2 9 29 60
Division ?
(n =708) 81 1o ° © > "

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 19

Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

Grade 5 Science Tests by School

School 7 Passing >_<ssc(§:rleed 7 Failing P(r)/oofi:s;t A(?vﬁiid
g]h:rlzzs) Barrett 89 472 11 54 36
(P:t:rigI;)Henry 76 430 24 67 9
et L
S e e e e
E:]o:g;l;\; MacArthur 85 469 15 47 39
(I\r/]liuzg;/ o 85 458 15 60 26
o5 A :
\(/r\]/illigg Ramsay 81 443 19 66 15
e R I

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 20
Alexandria City Public Schools

2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

Grade 6 Reading Tests by School

School % Passin x Scaled | % Failing % Failing % Pass % Pass
g Score |Below Basic  Basic  Proficient Advanced
Francis Hammond
452 1 2 2
(n = 363) 5 6 9 5) 3
George Washington
(n = 300) 451 7 23 41 30
Division ?
(n = 672) 451 7 21 47 25
# Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 21
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 6 Mathematics Tests by School
0 . < Scaled | % Failing % Failing % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score |Below Basic  Basic  Proficient Advanced
Francis Hammond
(n = 336) 389 22 32 36 11
George Washington
(n = 240) 383 25 33 33 9
Division ?
24 2 4 1
(n = 585) 385 3 3 0
# Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 22
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 6 History Tests by School
School . % Scaled - % Pass % Pass
0 0
o Passing Score % Failing Proficient Advanced
Francis Hammond
(n = 363) 454 25 46 29
George Washington
432 4 22
(n =298) 3 39 0
Division ?
44 2 42 2
(n = 669) 3 3 6

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 23
Alexandria City Public Schools

2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

Grade 7 Reading Tests by School

School % Passin % Scaled | % Failing % Failing % Pass % Pass
° g Score |Below Basic Basic  Proficient Advanced
Francis Hammond
(n = 336) 73 449 6 22 47 26
George Washington
(n = 321) 73 454 8 19 41 31
Division ?
72 4 7 21 44 2
(n = 667) S0 8
& Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 24
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 7 Mathematics Tests by School
0 . % Scaled | % Failing % Failing % Pass % Pass
School Yo Passing Score |Below Basic Basic  Proficient Advanced
Francis Hammond
(n = 341) 40 384 19 41 32 8
George Washington
77 2 4 2
(n = 298) 35 3 3 3 6 9
Division ?
7 7 22 41 2
(n = 649) 3 379 9 8
% Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 25
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 7 History Tests by School
0 . % Scaled o Caili % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient Advanced
Francis Hammond
(n = 333) 85 477 15 48 38
George Washington
(n = 318) 72 461 28 39 33
Division ?
7 4 22 4
(n = 662) 8 68 3 35

& Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 26
Alexandria City Public Schools

2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

Grade 8 Reading Tests by School

School % Passin % Scaled | % Failing % Failing % Pass % Pass
° g Score |Below Basic  Basic  Proficient Advanced
Francis Hammond
(n = 362) 65 423 7 27 56 10
George Washington
(n=312) 62 422 16 22 44 17
Division ?
421 12 2 1
(n = 689) 63 5 50 3
% Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 27
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 8 Writing Tests by School
0 . % Scaled of Caili % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient Advanced

Francis Hammond

7 421 21 7 1
(n=361) o 8
George Washington
(n=312) 70 419 30 66 4
Division * 74 420 26 72 3
(n = 682)
# Includes students in special situations.

TABLE 28

Alexandria City Public Schools

2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

Grade 8 Mathematics Tests by School

School % Passing x Scaled| % Failing_ % Fai!ing % I?a_ss % Pass

Score |Below Basic  Basic  Proficient Advanced
(Fnrazngi;z';ammond 67 435 7 27 42 25
ge:rggs\;vasmngto” 59 416 14 27 38 21
ai‘fseigg; 62 423 11 27 39 23

% Includes students in special situations.
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2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

TABLE 29
Alexandria City Public Schools

Grade 8 History Tests by School

0 . % Scaled of Caili % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient Advanced
Francis Hammond
(n = 365) 85 470 15 49 36
George Washington
(n = 303) 67 443 33 40 27
Division ?
(n = 681) 77 457 23 45 32
% Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 30
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
Grade 8 Science Tests by School
0 . % Scaled o Eail % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient Advanced
Francis Hammond
(n = 361) 78 443 22 66 12
George Washington
(n = 310) 72 445 28 49 23
Division ?
(n = 684) 75 443 25 58 17

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 31
Alexandria City Public Schools

2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

EOC English: Reading Tests by School

0 . % Scaled o Caili % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient ~ Advanced
T. C. Williams
(n = 621) 83 465 17 52 30
Division ?
(n = 625) 83 465 17 52 30
% Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 32
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
EOC English: Writing Tests by School
0 . % Scaled o Caili % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient ~ Advanced
T. C. Williams
(n = 636) 91 474 9 63 28
Division ?
(n = 640) 90 473 10 63 28

% Includes students in special situations.
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2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

TABLE 33

Alexandria City Public Schools

EOC Algebra | Tests by School

school % Passing % Scaled % Failing % Pass %V Pass
Score Proficient =~ Advanced

Francis Hammond
(n = 64) 95 493 5 52 44
George
\Washington 99 495 1 61 38
(n=77)
T. C. Williams
(n = 591) 73 422 27 70 3
Division ?
(n = 739) 77 435 23 67 10

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 34
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
EOC Geometry Tests by School

School % Scaled % Pass % Pass
% Passing Score % Failing  Proficient  Advanced
Francis Hammond 100 594 0 36 64
(n=11)
George
\Washington 100 544 0 0 100
(n=11)
T. C. Williams
(n = 557) 73 422 27 70 3
Division ?
(n = 584) 66 424 34 56 9
& Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 35

Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
EOC Algebra Il Tests by School

School % Scaled % Pass % Pass
% Passing Score % Failing  Proficient ~ Advanced
T. C. Williams
(n = 398) 86 461 14 64 22
Division *
(n = 400) 86 460 14 64 22

% Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 36
Alexandria City Public Schools

EOC Earth Science Tests by School

2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

0 . % Scaled o Eail % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient ~ Advanced
T. C. Williams
(n = 699) 72 438 28 57 15
Division ?
(n = 710) 72 438 28 S57 15
# Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 37
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
EOC Biology Tests by School
0 . % Scaled op Caili % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient ~ Advanced
T. C. Williams
42 1
(n = 735) 69 8 3 60 9
Division ?
(n = 743) 69 428 31 60 9
& Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 38
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
EOC Chemistry Tests by School
0 . % Scaled o Caili % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient ~ Advanced
T. C. Williams
462 7 2
(n = 203) 93 6 69 3
Division 93 462 7 69 23
(n = 203)
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TABLE 39
Alexandria City Public Schools

EOC World History | Tests by School

2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels

0 . % Scaled o Eail % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient ~ Advanced
T. C. Williams
(n=778) 75 444 25 57 17
Division ?
74 44 2 7 17
(n=790) 3 6 >
# Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 40
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
EOC World History Il Tests by School
0 . % Scaled op Caili % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient ~ Advanced
T. C. Williams
2 464 1 2
(n = 679) 8 6 8 95 8
Division ?
2 464 1 2
(n = 683) 8 6 8 55 8
& Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 41
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Unadjusted Average Scaled Scores and Proficiency Levels
EOC U.S. and Virginia History Tests by School
0 . % Scaled o Caili % Pass % Pass
School o Passing Score % Failing Proficient ~ Advanced
T. C. Williams
4 464 1 2
(n = 633) 8 6 6 55 9
Division ?
(n = 640) 84 463 16 55 29

2 Includes students in

special situations.
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TABLE 42
Alexandria City Public Schools
SOL Results Unadjusted Passing Percentages by Ethnicity, 2001-2007

2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007

BLACK % % % % % % % HISPANIC % % % % % % %

Reading 44 48 49 47 60 75 63 | Reading 45 49 58 58 65 70 59

Grade | Math 57 61 67 71 72 82 79 | Math 66 67 78 81 83 83 88
3 History 47 59 60 68 74 84 78 | History 48 60 63 80 76 76 76
Science 53 61 59 67 73 83 78 | Science 50 54 64 72 80 74 79

Grade Reading 74 80 [ Reading 78 69
Math 68 71 | Math 78 65

4 History 52 51 63 82 73 73 68 | History 52 49 68 83 77 79 57
Reading 61 66 70 73 73 78 72 | Reading 63 73 71 80 77 86 68

Grade | Writing 77 | 77 | 75 | 74 | 85 78 82 | Writing 78 | 84 | 80 | 81 | 89 79 83
5 Math 53 60 59 64 70 71 78 | Math 58 68 67 75 79 79 91
Science 58 62 60 68 62 71 73 | Science 53 58 66 68 65 79 79
Reading 76 68 | Reading 81 62

Grade Fitath 29 | 39 | Math 37 | 52
6 History 46 49 60 | History 51 57 61
Grade Reading 72 69 [ Reading 68 62
Math 19 30 | Math 25 40

" [THistory 76 | 76 | 75 | History 77 | 68 | 69
Reading 52 51 52 59 61 62 61 [ Reading 52 49 51 64 65 63 42

Grade | Writing o8 62 51 68 61 86 73 | Writing 53 58 59 72 58 85 60
8 Math 48 46 62 72 67 50 58 | Math 53 54 65 85 77 52 62
Tests | History 29 | 68 | 68 | 71 | 76 61 78 | History 37 | 68 | 71 | 80 | 72 70 58
Science 66 70 65 83 72 68 71 | Science 73 64 71 80 73 71 64

Eng: Reading 44 59 90 77 66 74 77 | Eng: Reading 52 69 86 76 76 77 79

Eng: Writing 58 64 77 68 76 74 88 | Eng: Writing 68 73 81 72 81 78 81

Algebra 1 44 60 64 67 71 69 73 | Algebra l 45 61 65 65 69 80 70
Geometry 49 56 59 54 58 56 55 | Geometry 55 58 65 66 52 62 65

End of | Algebra ll 61 70 67 82 81 85 79 [ Algebrall 48 80 79 76 87 90 85
Course | Earth Science 41 41 47 44 61 63 64 | Earth Science 47 36 48 39 71 60 70
Tests | Biology 52 65 71 54 57 56 60 | Biology 63 64 64 57 57 57 61
Chemistry 66 66 81 82 91 92 83 | Chemistry 63 70 80 87 91 96 86

World History 1 | 63 74 73 59 68 75 68 | World History | 55 70 71 58 70 78 66

World History 11 | 41 67 68 65 75 68 75 | World History 11 50 69 70 70 72 63 83

US History 14 40 57 80 71 81 77 | US History 15 41 60 81 85 87 82
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TABLE 42 continued
Alexandria City Public Schools
SOL Results Unadjusted Passing Percentages by Ethnicity, 2001-2007

WHITE 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 ALL 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007

% % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Reading 86 87 85 84 85 92 84 | Reading 55 58 61 60 68 79 69

Grade | Math 89 91 91 94 95 96 97 | Math 68 71 76 80 81 87 84
3 History 83 90 87 94 93 97 91 | History 57 67 68 78 80 86 82
Science 86 88 86 91 92 95 95 | Science 61 66 68 75 80 84 84
Reading 96 93 [ Reading 81 81

Grade I "{ath 92 | 94 | Math 78 | 70
4 History 89 89 90 92 94 94 92 | History 53 63 71 86 80 80 73
Reading 87 95 93 93 93 96 90 | Reading 69 75 76 80 80 85 76

Grade | Writing 91 94 91 95 93 93 93 | Writing 81 83 81 81 89 83 85
5 Math 82 88 86 89 93 91 96 | Math 63 69 69 83 79 79 81
Science 90 88 91 92 90 92 95 | Science 67 74 70 74 70 79 81
Reading 94 92 [ Reading 82 72

Grade itath 52 | 73 | Math 36 | 44
6 History 79 90 90 | History 55 62 68
Reading 93 91 [ Reading 76 72

Grade I "{fath 63 | 69 | Math 32 | 37
" [History 93 | 94 | 97 | History 8L | 718 | 78
Reading 89 89 88 91 94 89 89 [ Reading 62 61 59 71 69 69 63

Grade | Writing 90 88 87 92 94 96 93 | Writing 66 68 62 75 68 89 74
8 Math 92 | 85 88 96 94 81 82 | Math 62 60 70 83 77 60 62
Tests | History 80 92 91 99 99 95 95 | History 45 75 74 83 79 82 77
Science 94 93 95 94 99 93 93 | Science 75 76 74 86 78 76 75

Eng: Reading 89 91 98 96 94 93 94 | Eng: Reading 63 71 92 82 77 78 83

Eng: Writing 95 94 99 92 98 94 97 | Eng: Writing 74 76 85 77 85 82 90

Algebra 1 84 89 88 88 90 89 89 | Algebral 57 68 72 73 76 77 77
Geometry 78 84 94 92 90 89 91 | Geometry 61 67 73 69 68 69 66

End of | Algebra Il 88 87 90 93 96 94 93 [ Algebrall 74 77 80 86 89 90 86
Course | Earth Science 75 76 74 73 91 91 96 | Earth Science 47 44 50 47 72 70 72
Tests | Biology 91 96 97 90 90 93 91 | Biology 67 74 77 64 66 64 69
Chemistry 87 86 93 96 97 99 100 [ Chemistry 77 77 87 92 95 96 93

World History 1 | 92 93 96 90 | 94 97 95 | World History | 70 78 80 67 76 81 74

World History Il | 89 94 | 97 90 93 95 96 | World History 1l 57 76 77 75 80 76 82

US History 60 80 94 96 97 97 97 | US History 31 54 68 86 83 88 84
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2006-2007
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Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2006-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2006-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2005-2007

53




Percentage Passing

Grade 7 SOL Reading

100
90 A .\.White

80

All
70 4 Black

\A

60 - —— \ ||

i Back
===d=  Hispanic
e\l hite

Hispanic
50

40 A

30 A

20

10 A

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

Figure 25
Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2006-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2006-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2005-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
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Figure 36
Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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Unadjusted Passing Rates by Ethnicity, 2001-2007
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TABLE 43
Alexandria City Public Schools

SOL Test Adjusted Passing Percentages by School, 2005 - 2007

Grade 3
English: Reading . History/ .
(&Writing to 2006) Mathematics Social Studies Science
Sehool 05 06 07|05 06 07 |05 06 07 | 05 06 07
% % % | % % % | % % % | % % %

John Adams | 74° 71 71 |85 91 89 | 78 8 91 | 76 91 90
Charles 90° 87° 77 | 90° 91 91 | 80" 91 90 | 81° 91 91
Barrett
Patrick Henry | 89° 63 71 | 72° 75 86 | 81° 83 79 | 67° 75 79
Jefferson- 700 73 62 | 72 75 73 |55 92 85 | 80 89 82
Houston
Cora Kelly 91° 77 71 |92 83 92 |78 70° 77 | 77 77 90
Lyles-Crouch | 8%° 88 88 | 86 93 98 | 95 98 98 | 86 91° 92
Douglas . .
At 87° 90 85 | 99° 965 89 | 92 94 83 | 87 90 90
George Mason | 91° 94 87 | 100° 100 96 | 98 95° 94 | 98 98 94
Maury 100° 94° 65 | 78° 100 88 | 89° 100 95 | 78" 100 89
MountVernon| 73 77 88 | 95 88 94 | 79 81 94 | 90 81 92
James Polk 74° 83 88 | 74 91 97 | 81 9 98 | 742 91 93
William 77° 81 72 | 8 84 74 |8 86 88 | 87 84 88
Ramsay
Samuel 89 8 87 | 92 94 9 |87 88 89 | 91 88 9
Tucker
Division ? 81° 81 79 | 87 92 90 |82 88 89 | 82 87 90

 Includes students in special situations.

b Unadjusted Total, which was higher than the adjusted total.
¢ Includes Remediation Recovery passing percentage bonus, which was higher than the adjusted total.
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TABLE 44
Alexandria City Public Schools
SOL Test Adjusted Passing Percentages by School, 2005 - 2007

Grade 4
Reading Mathematics Virginia Studies

School 06 07 06 07 05 06 07

% % % % % % %

John Adams 88 84 74 85 91 82" 87
Charles Barrett 96" 86 81 82 83" 89 83
Patrick Henry 79 90 68 75 90 82" 60
Jefferson-Houston 57 68 39 49 50 52° 72
Cora Kelly 78 78 71 58 85 74 48
Lyles-Crouch 89 89 84 81 86 90" 97
Douglas MacArthur 90 94 83 81 91 91 87
George Mason 97 97 94 95 78 97 97
Maury 47° 90 44° 84 86 60° 84
Mount Vernon 90 94 79 93 78 95 91
James Polk 83" 95 82 97 89 79 97
William Ramsay 78 83 68 52 85 79° 68
Samuel Tucker 85 94 93 94 86 93 92
Division® 81 88 79 79 84" 82 81

 Includes students in special situations.
® Unadjusted Total, which was higher than the adjusted total.
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TABLE 45
Alexandria City Public Schools

SOL Test Adjusted Passing Percentages by School, 2005 - 2007

Grade 5
Reading Writing Mathematics Science

Sehool 05 06 07 05 06 07 505 06 07 05 06 07

% % %% % % % % %% % %

John Adams | 88 86" 76 i 89 89 82 i78 77 8388 81 81
Charles Barrett | 86° 89 96 i 89° 8 96 (91 71 93 |86* 86 93
Patrick Henry | 79 82 77 86° 83 83 78 75 78 78 75 81
fj;zesr;%” 71 75 61 82 76 75 42 66 64 49 56 67
Cora Kelly 78 T2 68 92 8 74 §7o 76 81 73 80 86
Lyles-Crouch | 97° 88° 91 {100 8 93 ;96 71 79 ;80 71 8l
I\Dﬂ‘;‘égA'ffhur 8° 94 85 0g° 92 93 89 90 89 80 89 87
GeorgeMason | 90 95 93 i 97 95 91 i94 100 100 79 95 98
Maury 83 93 55 92 77 64 i88 77 70 .58 73 60
MountVernon | 77 89 86 | 85 80 85 .76 83 9375 70° 95
jamesK.Polk @ 73 86 87 | 92 93 9L 73 88 91 | 67 91° 89
WilliamRamsay | 84 83 83 | 90 85 84 93 82 85 62 80 84
Samuel Tucker | 90 93 84 i 93 93 90 100 91 92 |94 89 ol
Division® 1 82° 86 81 | 91° 87 86 i80° 85 86 :74 80 86

® Includes students in special situations.
® Unadjusted Total, which was higher than the adjusted total.

¢ Includes Remediation Recovery passing percentage bonus, which was higher than the adjusted total.
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TABLE 46
Alexandria City Public Schools
SOL Test Adjusted Passing Percentages by School, 2005 - 2007

Grade 6
English: Reading i  Mathematics History
Sehool 06 07 i 06 07 05 06 07
% % i % % % % %
Francis C. Hammond 90 82 | 43 56 i 60 79 79
George Washington 81 76 i 34 46 i 55 52 67
Division ® 85 79 i 38 51 | 57 65 73
# Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 47
Alexandria City Public Schools
SOL Test Adjusted Passing Percentages by School 2005 - 2007
Grade 7
English: Reading i Mathematics : History
Sehool 06 07 i 06 07 | 05 06 07
% % i % % P % % %
Francis C. Hammond 85 82 i 4 49 i 94 94 91
George Washington 72 78 29 38 7% 73 77
Division * 78 80 i 34 43 | 84 83 85
# Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 48
Alexandria City Public Schools
SOL Test Adjusted Passing Percentages by School, 2005 - 2007
Grade 8
Reading i Writing i Mathematics History Science
Sehool 05 06 07 05 06 0705 06 07 i05 06 07 :05 06 07
% % % i% % %% % %i% % %i% % %
Francis C.Hammond | 78° 85 74 i76 94 80 i8 79 77 {90 94 9390 88 84
George Washington 69 67 69 i69 8 7076 56 67 i 76 78 74i75 71 81
Division * 72 73 71 72 90 7518 64 69 i 8 84 84 8l 78 82

# Includes students in special situations.
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TABLE 49

Alexandria City Public Schools
SOL Test Adjusted Passing Percentages by School, 2005 - 2007
End-of-Course

FCHMS : GWMS TCWHS ACPS

T a a
End-of-CourseTest | o) o o o 0 o o o o oh % 9%
English: Reading E .80 8 8 .8 8 85
English: Writing 5 85 84 091 85 84 90
Algebra | : 98 99 99 97 100 100% 73 73 76 73 77 80
Geometry 100 100 1005 100 100 100; 69 69 69 71 71 70
Algebra Il | 90 91 88 90 91 88
Earth Science 78 78 81 7% 78 80
Biology 69 69 75 68 69 74
Chemistry 95 96 94 95 96 94
\World History | 81 85 82 80 85 81
World History Il 81 79 85 81 79 85
VA & US History 85 89 87 84 89 86

% Includes students in special situations.
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Appendix A
Virginia Assessments

Cut Scores Established by the Board of Education
Standards of Learning Tests
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Virginia Assessments

Cut Scores Established by the Board of Education®

Standards of Lem'niug Tesis

S0L Tast FailBasic Pasz/ Proficient Pass'Advanced B for | % for
Proficient | Advanced
Grade 3
English: Reading 13 of 35 ftems 13 of 35 items 31 of 35 items % 298
Mathemarcz** 21 of 50 items 35 of 50 items 4% of 50 items T4 Q0Ry
History & Social Science HA 27 of 40 items 3% of 40 items 8% 28%
Science HA 27 of 40 items 36 of 40 items 8% QiR
Grade 4
English: Raading 14 of 35 items 13 of 35 items 31 of 35 items d6% L
Marhemarcs** 16 of 50 items 31 of 50 items 43 of 50 items 2% 2%
17 of 40 items I7 of 40 items 37 of 400 items 3% 230
NA 31 of 44 items 41 of 44 items T3% 230
23 of 50 ifems 3% of 50 ifems 44 of 50 items T 28%
Virgima Studies HA 15 of 40 items 3% of 40 items 3% 228%
Science HA 26 of 40 items 37 of 40 items 5% Q3%
Grade §
English: Raading 17 of 45 items 18 of 45 items 39 of 45 items 2% 87%
Mathematics** 22 of 50 items 34 of 50 items 44 of 50 items 8% 88%
Grade 7
Englizh: Feading 17 of 45 items IE of 45 items 39 of 45 items 2% E7%
Mathematics 19 of 50 items 31 of 50 items 42 of 50 items 2% B4%
Grade £
English: Raading 17 of 45 items 10 of 45 items 40 of 45 items 2% L
English: Writng HA 30 of 45 items 46 of 43 items 3% D%y
Mathematics*® 19 of 50 items 32 of 50 items 42 of 50 items 2% 84%
History & Social Science HA 26 of 50 items 43 of 50 items 2% 2%
Science HA 28 of 50 items 4% of 50 items 8% Q08
Content Specific History
Virginia Smdies HA 15 of 40 items 3% of 40 items 3% g8%
7.5 History to 1877 NA 1% of 40 items 36 of 40) items 3% oong
U5, History from 1877 {o present HA 13 of 40 items 34 of 40 items 8% 83%
Civics and Economics HA 21 of 40 items 34 of 40 items 3% 83%
High Schoal
Englizh: Feading (2002} 1E of 50 ifems 42 of 30 items 56% 848
English: Writmg {2002) 37 of 54 items 48 of 54 items 8% 018
Algebra I=* 17 of 50 items 43 of 30 items 348 o0Rs
Algebra IT (2001 Bevisad) 30 of 50 items 43 of 30 items G0% o0Rs
Creometry 17 of 45 items 41 of 45 items 0% a1%
Earth Science 30 of 50 items 45 of 30 items 0% I
Binlogy 26 of 50 items 4% of 50 items 2% oong
Chemistry 17 of 50 items 4% of 50 items 54t oong
Werld History (T) to 1500 A.D. (2001 30 of 60 ifems 30 of 60 items 5% 83%
Standards)
Warld History (IT) from 1500 A D to 30 of 60 items 50 of 60 items 0% 23%
the presewt (2001 Srandards)
Virginta & 1.5, History (2001 Standards) 30 of 60 items 51 of 60 items 0% B5%

#The out scores shown in the chart were set by the Virzinia Board of Educatien. Subsequent cut scores may vary slizhily. Pleass see
hftp: wenw. doe.virsinia. gov VDOE Assessment/ Solss 3 pdf for more mformatzon.

VDOE Banised fanuary 6, 2007 MEE Sarvices ACPS 12710007
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Appendix B

ACPS AYP Benchmark Summary for 2007-2008
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Alexandria City Public Schools
Divisional AYP Benchmark Summary for 2007-08
(Spring 2007 testing)

Benchmark Status
95% Participation of All Students in English Met
95% Participation of Black Students in English Met
95% Participation of White Students in English Met
95% Participation of Limited English Proficient Students in English Met
95% Participation of Students with disabilities in English Met
95% Participation of Disadvantaged Students in English Met
95% Participation of Hispanic Students in English Met
73% Proficiency of All Students in English Met
73% Proficiency of Black Students in English Not met 2%
73% Proficiency of White Students in English Met
73% Proficiency of Limited English Proficient Students in English Not met 64%
73% Proficiency of Students with Disabilities in English Not met 49%
73% Proficiency of Disadvantaged Students in English Not met 66%
73% Proficiency of Hispanic Students in English Not met 68%
95% Participation of All Students in English Met
95% Participation of Black Students in English Met
95% Participation of White Students in English Met
95% Participation of Limited English Proficient Students in English Met
95% Participation of Students with disabilities in English Met
95% Participation of Disadvantaged Students in English Met
95% Participation of Hispanic Students in English Met
71% Proficiency of All Students in Math Met
71% Proficiency of Black Students in Math Met
71% Proficiency of White Students in Math Met
71% Proficiency of Limited English Proficient Students in Math Met
71% Proficiency of Students with Disabilities in Math Not met 48%
71% Proficiency of Disadvantaged Students in Math Not met 70%
71% Proficiency of Hispanic Students in Math Met
94% student attendance rate Met

The above 29 benchmarks were the annual measurable objectives for determining division-level AYP
for the 2007-08 school year (based on tests taken during the 2006-07 school year).
ACPS met 22 of the 29 benchmarks.

Monitoring & Evaluation
12/18/07
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Appendix C
Virginia Standards of Learning Assessments

Spring 2007 Report to Parents
Grade 5 Example
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Appendix D

Student Performance by Question Report
Grade 5 Mathematics Example
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Studant Parformance St HaTr

by Quastian S Tl kArac A i
) ¥ CQuas s il E-pllng 00T Now-Writing
eSS Asport Ol Sealed S Schonl:
Cropral Partornanca Lawva: Bivmeon: 10" - MLEXANIRIA L+ |
Gr 5 Mathematics

Form: M-26 Com: }

Reporting Cotegavy: Mumbal ard Mumber S
Dacpcilption of Quwaifon

Identiby a dechmal squbealant b & ghean Traction.

Cormpéara T ralrh magnituca o twe decamal numbara.
danbly lha candard foom of a decmal numBar ghast: i weds_
Circhar 2 gt of decimeby, iracknn & mied numtsrs om Eaat b

regium.
Idenity the valua ol & spechied digt in 3 decimal murrtar,
Iermiity m Irction equivasent & a dECHTE Niamier.
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Flaniify th tnglrie unkt most BEEYORTiake or & g Thad mans
Dmlanming e arsc of & mctanghe with ghan dimanskrs.
Racegnize the dedinfion of chelmlensnce of & circla.

Laasuirs the kit of & givan clmet 10 tha naare] coe-kaurlh meh.

Rxporting Calapary: Frobabilly and Sabatos
Dwmcription of Cruswlion

P;?:rwh! incormactly graphed dats on 3 bar gragh with Incramante of
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Appendix E

Virginia Accreditation Ratings
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Sehool Accraditztion Status for 2007-2008

riendeni
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arm;

Virginia Schabfll:ﬁeﬁo:-t l:ar%_

ASE S

School Accreditatlon Rating Descriptions

o MRS

e Termmin ||||.--'|u"

=

Schood gogrediallon rgtings for 200708
A DESST dn Sadtnt AMayemant on
Stardards of Leamimg (S0OL) tests and
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Appendix F

Example of State Accreditation Passing Percentage
Calculations for Remediation Recovery Students

85



TABLE 50
Alexandria City Public Schools
State Accreditation Passing Percentages
Mathematics Remediation Recovery Calculation Examples

School Accreditation calculations with Remediation Recovery bonus used through the 2004-05 school year

remediation
grade level tests recovery grade 4 | remediation tests accreditation
grade 3&5 . .
counted ASSing % students taking & recovery counted passing
3&5 P g passing grade 3 bonus 3&4&5 percent
3 5 test
numerator # passing | 30 30 60 5 St 65
67% 72%
denominator # testing | 45 45 90 10 0 90

The above school makes accreditation because the passing rate increased from 67% to 72% when the remediation recovery bonus of the
five passing fourth graders, taking the third grade test, was added into the numerator.

School Accreditation calculations with Remediation Recovery bonus beginning in 2005-06 to the present

grade level remediation
tests recovery grade 4 | remediation tests accreditation
grade 3,4, & ) .
counted 5 nassing % students taking & recovery counted passing
3,4,&5 P g passing grade 4 bonus 3,4,&5 percent
3 4 5 test
numerator # passing 30 30 30 90 5 5+ 95
67% 68%

denominator # testing | 45 45 45 135 10 5+ 140
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The above school does not make accreditation because the passing rate only increased from 67% to
68% when the remediation recovery bonus of the five passing fourth graders, taking the fourth grade
test, was added into the numerator and into the denominator.

Appendix G

Virginia Alternate Assessment Program
Summary Report by School for:

*John Adams Elementary School
«Jefferson-Houston Elementary School
*Mount Vernon Elementary School
*Francis Hammond Middle School
*George Washington Middle School
*T. C. Williams High School
*Special Situations
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TABLE 51
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 Virginia Alternate Assessment Program
Students Tested and Passing Percentages by School

Reading | Mathematics | History/S.S. i  Science
School : : i
o % i # % | # % | # %
John Adams 13 62 ; 13 8 | 8 8 10 70

Jefferson—Houston 1 100 1 100 1 100 1 100

Mount Vernon

Francis Hammond 10 100 10 100 10 100 3 100

George Washington |19 g9 | 19 79 19 84 7 86
T.C. Williams 5 100 ; 5 100 ; 5 8 5 100
Special Situation 8 75 8 50 7 57 6 50
Division 62 81 | 62 81 i 54 80 i 36 72
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Appendix H

Virginia Grade Level Assessment
Division Summary Report by School for:

e Charles Barrett Elementary School

» Jefferson-Houston Elementary School
e Maury Elementary School

e Mount Vernon Elementary School

* Francis Hammond Middle School
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TABLE 52

Alexandria City Public Schools

2007 Virginia Grade Level Assessment

Students Tested and Passing Percentages by School

Reading Mathematics History/S.S. Science
School

# % # % # % # %
Charles Barrett 0
Jefferson—Houston 4 25 3 0 3 0 3 0
Maury 5 40 2 0 2 0
Mount VVernon 1 0
Francis Hammond 3 0 18 50 1 0
Division 10 10 27 41 6 0 5 0
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Appendix |

Virginia Annual Measurable Objectives
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Adopted by Virginia Board of Education: June 22, 2005
Addendum to NCLB Amendment Request

12. AYP: Revise the annual proficiency targets {annual

measurable objectives) for reading and mathematics
Critical Elements 3.1, 3.2(b)

Request: Virginia will revise the annual proficiency targets (annual
measurable cbjectives) for reading and mathematics to reflect an
annual increase. The targets currently increase from 61 percent in
reading and 59 percent in mathematics in 2003-2004 to 70 percent in
reading and mathematics in 2004-2005. Beginning in 2004-2005, the
revised proficiency target for reading will be 65 percent and the
revised proficiency target for mathematics will be 63 percent. As the
results of newly developed and administered tests are used in
determining Adequate Yearly Progress and accountability decisions
for the state, divisions, and schools, the board will annually review
and adjust, if necessary, its proficiency targets in reading and
mathematics based on data analysis.

Revised NCLB AY P Targets (Annual Measurable Objectives)

Year Reading Mathematics

YoProf YoProf | Increase Yo Prof YeProf |Increase

Current | Revised Current Revised
2001-02 60.7 60.7 Base 58.4 58.4 Base
2002-03 61 61 0 59 59 0
2003-04 61 61 0 59 59 0
2004-05 70 65 4 70 63 4
2005-06 70 69 4 70 67 4
2006-07 70 73 4 70 71 4
2007-08 80 77 4 80 75 4
2008-09 80 81 4 80 79 4
200910 80 B85 4 80 83 4
2010-11 90 8o 4 a0 By 4
201112 90 93 4 a0 91 4
201213 90 97 4 a0 95 4
201314 100 100 3 100 100 5
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Rationale: Since the U.S. Department of Education has deferred a decision on Virginia’s
request to establish separate proficiency targets (annual measurable objectives) for each
subgroup, the Board of Education is requesting a revision in its proficiency targets for
calculating Adequate Yearly Progress ratings in reading and mathematics beginning in 2005-
2007 based on 2004-2005 assessments. The revised proficiency target increases set
expectations for growth in student achievement that are continuous and substantial and
represent equal increments of leading up to 100 percent proficiency no later than 2013-2014,
as required by federal statute.

The reading and mathematics achievement of all students in the aggregate has risen
dramatically since the inception of the Virginia Standards of Learning testing program in
1998. In addition, changes in federal policy regarding participation of limited English
proficient students and students with disabilities are expected to increase the proportion of
traditionally low-scoring students who will be participating in the assessment program.
Finally, additional tests implemented in 2006-2007 have increased participation of students in
the assessment program at the same time the tests are being administered for the first time.
These factors can be expected to have a short-run depressing effect on achievement scores
over the next several years. Revising the proficiency targets to show incremental growth
annually should result in a more valid representation of progress from the baseline year.

94



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

95



Appendix J

2007 SOL Plain English Mathematics Passing Percentages
Elementary and Middle Schools
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Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Plain English Mathematic Passing Percentages

TABLE 53

Elementary Schools

School Grade 3 Grade .
(%) (%) (%)

John Adams (n 5522) (n 1117) (n 2010)
Charles Barrett (n1303) (n 2 1) (n g 2)
Patrick Henry (n 2010) (n 512) (n5:69)
Jefferson—Houston ( nlgol) (n g 4) (n4:05)
Cora Kelly (n5:77) (n 2 3) (n3:36)
Lyles—Crouch (n7=5 2) (n1=76) (n6:73)
Douglas MacArthur (n5:08) (n 5711) (n ;1010)
George Mason (n 2315) (n 2010) (n3:33)
Maury ] ) )
Mount Vernon (n 5913) (n 3326) (n 2715)
James K. Polk (n6:05) (n 3 1) (n5:69)
William Ramsay (n 2018) (n :714) (n 5010)
Samuel Tucker (" 222 4) (n 1715) (n5:69)
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Division® o4 29 42
(n=131) (n=121) (n=91)
#Includes students in special situations.
TABLE 54
Alexandria City Public Schools
2007 SOL Plain English Mathematic Passing Percentages
Middle Schools
School Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8
(%) (%) (%)
Francis C. Hammond 11 8 14
(n=62) (n=164) (n=44)
George Washington 10 0 0
(n=21) (n=28) (n=27)
Division ? 11 5 8
(n =83) (n=95) (n=72)

# Includes students in special situations.
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