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EDUCATION EMPOWERMENT ACT (EEA)

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Since the implementation of the Education Empowerment Act in 2000, significant performance gains have been realized.  Of the original 12 districts placed on the “empowerment list” by August of 2001, two-thirds (66% or eight districts) have effectively used empowerment funds to reduce the size of the bottom tested group and have achieved their performance goals, resulting in removal from the list.  All districts currently on the list have also shown performance gains, and in fact, Philadelphia has reduced the size of the bottom tested group by nearly a quarter (22%, as shown in Fig. 1).  The Pennsylvania Department of Education (PDE) continues its support of these districts as they continue to improve performance.

[image: image3]
Figure 1

(measured as difference between first year on the list and current year)

EEA INTRODUCTION

In May of 2000, the Pennsylvania General Assembly passed the Education Empowerment Act (EEA)
.  Struggling school districts with a history of low test performance or a history of financial distress were identified and placed on the education empowerment list. 
· “Low test performance” is defined as a combined average of 50.0% or more students scoring in the bottom quartile for math and reading in the most recent two school years for which scores were available. School districts were identified to complete School District Improvement Plans designed to increase academic performance and improve management and operations.  Annual school improvement grants were established to assist with the implementation of the plans.

· “Financial distress” is defined by a fiscal formula explained in the EEA.
 

  The EEA also indicated that no school district would be added to the education empowerment list or certified as an Education Empowerment District on or after July 1, 2004.  With the passage of the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB) in 2001, Pennsylvania developed a system to transition EEA districts into a system that would meet federal requirements for accountability.
This report summarizes data required under EEA as an annual report to the Governor and General Assembly.  It contains:

· The names of school districts on the EEA list and the date of placement on the list
· Progress reports consistent with the School District Improvement Plan as required by the EEA
· The names of any school districts that were removed from the prior year’s education empowerment list
· Graphs illustrating the performance data of the districts as aligned to NCLB requirements and EEA guidelines
CURRENT STATUS OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS UNDER THE EDUCATION EMPOWERMENT ACT

The No Child Left Behind Act has served to strengthen the goals set forth by the EEA.  According to the criteria established by the EEA, when a school district has reached the end of its third year following placement on the education empowerment list, the school district is evaluated to determine its eligibility for removal from the list.  The evaluation is based on a Department of Education analysis of the district’s PSSA scores and progress on implementing the goals found in each district’s EEA School District Improvement Plan.  Under the EEA, the criteria for removal from the education empowerment list is for a district to both complete its goals in the EEA School District Improvement Plan and to show that the district has achieved a combined average of less than 50.0% of its students scoring in the bottom measured group, as originally defined, on the PSSA in reading and mathematics in the two most recent school years.  
Under the NCLB federal requirements, Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) achievement targets are determined each year (rather than averaged) and based on Pennsylvania System of School Assessment (PSSA) scores in reading and mathematics as well as indicators for participation, attendance and graduation.  
For purposes of this Annual Report, fiscal year 2006-2007 and 2007-2008 will be considered.  No districts were removed during the 2006-2007 or 2007-2008 academic year.
During the 2007-2008 school year, six districts did not meet the criteria to be removed from the education empowerment list.  These districts remain on the empowerment list. 
Chester Upland School District

Duquesne City School District

Harrisburg City School District

Philadelphia City School District

Pittsburgh School District*
Reading School District**
*Pittsburgh School District was placed on the education empowerment list as a “Commonwealth partnership school district” in July 2006.

**Reading School District was placed on the education empowerment list as a financially distressed district based on legislative changes to the EEA in December 2003. 
AYP STATUS OF EMPOWERMENT DISTRICTS

The NCLB status of current
 EEA districts is illustrated below, with the center column showing 2006-07 Status and the far right column showing 2007-08 Status:

	DISTRICT
	NCLB 2006-07 STATUS
	NCLB 2007-08 STATUS

	Chester Upland
	Corrective Action 2      
(fifth year)
	Corrective Action 2           (sixth year)

	Duquesne City
	Corrective Action 2           (second year)
	Corrective Action 2           (second year)


	Harrisburg City
	Corrective Action 2      
(fifth year)
	Corrective Action 2           (sixth year)

	Philadelphia City
	Corrective Action 2     
(fifth year)
	Corrective Action 2           (sixth year)

	Pittsburgh
	Corrective Action 2

(first year)
	Corrective Action 2

(second year)

	Reading


	Corrective Action 2

(first year)
	 Corrective Action 2

(second year)


Note:  
“AYP status” is not the same as “empowerment status” and may or may not coincide with removal from the empowerment list.  
ADDITIONAL SUPPORTS FOR EMPOWERMENT DISTRICTS 

2007-2008 SCHOOL YEAR


The Department of Education continues to keep its pledge to provide leadership and support to struggling districts.  In addition to the Empowerment funds, each Empowerment District also receives additional funding from such sources as the Accountability Block Grant (ABG) and the Educational Assistance Program (EAP), among other state and federal funding.
Accountability Block Grant (ABG):
The ABG provides Pennsylvania school districts with financial assistance to implement effective educational practices and initiatives to improve student achievement.  With funding from the grant, districts must implement research or evidence-based improvement strategies that meet the specific learning needs of their students.  Two important aspects for districts to consider are:

 

· furthering the improvement plan of the district through opportunities provided by this grant and 
· achieving improved performance results by students through initiatives directly linked to the grant.

 

School districts use ABG funds to attain or maintain academic performance targets by establishing, maintaining or expanding one or more of the sixteen programs associated with the grant.  The table below demonstrates additional (above Empowerment funds) funding and expenditures of empowerment districts for the 2007-08 school year under the ABG.  
 

	Accountability Block Grant  2007-2008 

	School District
	Amount of Grant
	Expenditure

	Chester Upland
 

 
	 $ 2,393,673 
 

 
	Quality Pre-Kindergarten programs that align with the state’s current academic standards
Quality Full-Day Kindergarten programs that align with the state’s current academic standards
Performance of Subgroups-programs to improve the academic performance of subgroups identified under NCLB 
K-3 Class Size Reduction in which one certified teacher is assigned for every 17 students

	Duquesne City
	 $ 305,006 
	Quality Full-Day Kindergarten programs that align with the state’s current academic standards

	Harrisburg
 City
 
	 $ 2,342,420 
 

 
	Quality Pre-Kindergarten programs that align with the state’s current academic standards, Pre-Kindergarten, Community Partner Information
Quality Full-Day Kindergarten programs that align with the state’s current academic standards 
High School Reform supports establishing, expanding or maintaining programs to strengthen high school curricula by creating rigorous college and career preparatory programs, increasing academic achievement, offering additional advanced placement courses, providing school-based counseling and providing professional development
Elementary Science Education programs supports establishing, expanding or maintaining programs to provide intensive teacher training, professional development opportunities and teaching resources to elementary level science teachers

	Philadelphia City
	 $ 53,064,357 
	Quality Pre-Kindergarten programs that align with the state’s current academic standards
Quality Full-Day Kindergarten programs that align with the state’s current academic standards

	Pittsburgh
	$  5,757,639  
	Pre-Kindergarten programs aligned with State’s current academic standards

	Reading
 

 

 

 
	 $ 4,539,740 
 

 

 

 
	Quality Pre-Kindergarten programs that align with the state’s current academic standards
Quality Full-Day Kindergarten programs that align with the state’s current academic standards
K-3 Class Size Reduction in which one certified teacher is assigned for every 17 students
Science &  Applied  Knowledge  (Technology)  Skills 
Literacy & Math Coaching to improve reading and mathematics instruction


The scope and range of the use of these funds has increased over the years, with each district expanding or maintaining current programs as listed above and, in some cases, adding new areas of focus.  
Educational Assistance Program (EAP):

The Educational Assistance Program, Pennsylvania’s $66 million State-funded tutoring initiative, is targeted to struggling students in 175 school districts and Career and Technical Centers where a school failed to make Adequate Yearly Progress in reading or math as required by the No Child Left Behind Act. In 2007-08, 61,871 students received tutoring in math and 70,574 received tutoring in reading.
	EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 2007-2008



	School District
	Grant Amount
	Expenditure

	Chester Upland
	$    992,558


	Tutoring students below proficient on PSSA

	Duquesne City
	$    138,542

	Tutoring students below proficient on PSSA

	Harrisburg City
	$ 1,112,768


	Tutoring students below proficient on PSSA

	Philadelphia City
	$25,949,593 

	Tutoring students below proficient on PSSA

	Pittsburgh
	$  3,412,545
	Tutoring students below proficient on PSSA

	Reading
	$ 1,967,740


	Tutoring students below proficient on PSSA


OVERVIEW: CURRENT STATUS AND PROGRESS
The following pages contain detailed status and progress reports through the use of graphs and narrative submitted by the districts.
· The “Historical Information” section contains a graph showing performance levels for the corresponding years.  They contain an average of scores for the subjects of reading and math.  
· The “Percentage of students scoring in the below basic group on the Pennsylvania System of School Assessment (PSSA) for the indicated combined school years” graph shows the relative size of the group scoring in the bottom quartile on the PSSA. Note that this information is derived directly from the “Historical Information” graph.  
· The final section for each listed District, “Investments for the Future” and “Progress To Date”, describes in narrative form the District’s reported gains in the relevant areas of improvement and relates the applicability of the funds to performance gains.

NOTE:

For each column on the graphs shown, the two represented years were averaged together for both reading and math PSSA scores.  Because of rounding, totals may exceed 100%.



HISTORICAL INFORMATION
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Percentage of students scoring in the below basic group on the Pennsylvania System of School Assessment (PSSA) for the indicated combined school years. 

Chester Upland School District
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INVESTMENTS FOR THE FUTURE:

· District-wide PreK-12 standards-based curriculum maps for literacy and mathematics
· Professional Development efforts focusing on research-based instructional strategies
· Site-coaching provided by “Everyday Math” (Everyday Mathematics curriculum employs a variety of techniques to help children develop their "fact power", or basic number-fact reflexes) consultant
· Utilization of “TI-Nspire” handheld technology (networked graphing calculators enabling multiple users at once including the instructor)
· Reinstitution of a Parent Advisory Council addressing Special Education concerns
PROGRESS TO DATE:
· Increased satisfaction regarding Special Education as measured by a reduction in complaints filed with the district


HISTORICAL INFORMATION
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Percentage of students scoring in the below basic group on the 
Pennsylvania System of School Assessment (PSSA) Test for the indicated combined school years. 

Duquesne City School District
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INVESTMENTS FOR THE FUTURE:

· Conducted curriculum audits in reading, math, science and social studies;  recommendations include
·  influence hiring of support staff in reading; 
· purchase of social studies curriculum; 
· participation in ASSET
 Science and purchase of 2nd tier math curricular materials

· Developed K-8 standards aligned curriculum for reading, writing, speaking and listening, science and mathematics utilizing the Pennsylvania curriculum frameworks, standards and assessment anchors

· Four special education teachers trained in Spell-Read – an intensive  research-based reading intervention program

· Reading Coach trained in Reading Apprenticeship Model and scheduled for on-going instruction with first graders

· Four primary and intermediate level teachers trained in ASSET Science modules

· Two reading specialists hired to work more closely with primary and intermediate level students

· EAP reading and math in-school tutoring program 

· Math and Science camp offered by Math Science Partnership (MSP) to 5th graders at Duquesne – three week program in June 2008

· Professional development offered to teachers in the following areas:

· Language Essentials for Teachers of Reading and Spelling (LETRS)

· Classroom Management

· Grade level math; middle school math teachers attended MSP-Network Connections

· Positive behavior support

· Facilitated grade level data meetings to more accurately identify and support students

· Programming for gifted students implemented

· Connected art and music teachers with elementary mentors in Steel Valley School District
PROGRESS TO DATE:
· New leadership team in place
· New written curriculum developed for Reading, Writing, Math and Science



HISTORICAL INFORMATION
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Percentage of students scoring in the below basic group on the Pennsylvania System of School Assessment (PSSA) for the indicated combined school years. 

Harrisburg City School District
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INVESTMENTS FOR THE FUTURE:

· Professional Development efforts utilizing “Learning Focused Schools” - focuses on five areas of improvement:  exemplary practice, curriculum, instruction, assessment and organization
· Funded positions of Superintendent of Curriculum and Instruction and Superintendent of Student Support Services
· Utilization of “Read 180” program – Scholastic program using technology, print and professional development focusing on adolescents with significant reading challenges
PROGRESS TO DATE:
· Student performance at third grade level increased by 14%
· Three schools improved their AYP status by moving to “Making  


    Progress” 


HISTORICAL INFORMATION
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Percentage of students scoring in the below basic group on the Pennsylvania System of School Assessment (PSSA) for the indicated combined school years. 

Philadelphia City School District

[image: image11.wmf]59.4%

58.8%

56.9%

54.6%

52.9%

44.2%

44.0%

42.4%

37.4%

48.5%

0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

60.0%

70.0%

80.0%

90.0%

100.0%

1998-

1999

1999-

2000

2000-

2001

2001-

2002

2002-

2003

2003-

2004

2004-

2005

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008


INVESTMENTS FOR THE FUTURE:

· Purchase of research-based instructional materials and develop-ing assessments to inform instruction
· After-school, summer and weekend programs
· Professional Development for school leaders
· High school reform programming to increase rigor and relevance for students’ educational experiences
· Teacher recruitment/retention efforts
PROGRESS TO DATE:
· Reductions of Below Basic group in all grades in Reading

· Reductions of Below Basic group in grades 3,5,7,8 in Math



HISTORICAL INFORMATION
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Percentage of students scoring in the below basic group on the Pennsylvania System of School Assessment (PSSA) for the indicated combined school years. 
Pittsburgh School District

INVESTMENTS FOR THE FUTURE:

· Accelerated Learning Academies (ALA), America’s Choice design model utilized
· Parent Engagement Specialists employed
· Longer school days instituted
· “Time-on-Task” increased
PROGRESS TO DATE:
· ALA student groups experienced performance growth rates 2.5 times district-wide growth rate in Reading
· ALA student groups experienced performance growth rates 1.4 times district-wide growth rate in Math
· 5.3% increase in performance of third graders in Reading
· 8.8% increase in performance of eighth graders in Reading
· 8.6% increase in performance of eleventh graders in Math



HISTORICAL INFORMATION*
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Percentage of students below basic group on the Pennsylvania System of School Assessment (PSSA) for the indicated combined school years.

Reading School District
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INVESTMENTS FOR THE FUTURE:

· Curriculum Revision: At all levels, the PA State Science Assessment Anchors are infused in to the curriculum to identify gaps
· Extensive data tracking efforts utilizing “4Sight” and “Performance Pathways”
· Coaching: Utilizing professional staff to mentor teachers in best practices at all developmental levels
· Extended time: Students have additional time to meet their individual instructional needs Before and After school, double periods of Math and English as well as Extended Year
· Early Childhood initiatives
PROGRESS TO DATE:

· 14.9 % reduction in size of Below Basic and Basic in Reading for the English Language Learner subgroup
· 10 of 14 Elementary Schools made AYP this year (14% increase over the last two years)
· Black subgroup recording a 3.4% increase in Proficiency in Reading from last year
· White subgroup recording a 3.9% increase in Proficiency in Reading from last year
11.7% reduction in size of Basic and Below Basic group in Math for grades 3-5, district-wide 

· END-NOTE REFERENCES when applicable

(hyper-linked for e-version):

Click on the numbers to Return to the body of the document.  Where space permits, legislation is quoted.
2.
“Unofficial Purdon's Pennsylvania Statutes from West”


link address (cut and paste):

http://government.westlaw.com/linkedslice/default.asp?RS=GVT1.0&VR=2.0&SP=PAC-1000&Action=Welcome




Title 24 P.S. Education 



CHAPTER 1. PUBLIC SCHOOL CODE OF 1949




ARTICLE XVII-B. EDUCATION EMPOWERMENT ACT

3.
17-1702-B. Definitions – “Financial Distress”:
"History of financial distress." A school district for which: the market value/income aid ratio for the school year of placement on the education empowerment list is equal to or greater than six thousand eight hundred seven ten-thousandths (0.6807); the personal income valuation for the school year of placement on the education empowerment list when divided by the school district's average daily membership for the school year prior to the school year of placement on the education empowerment list is less than or equal to sixty thousand dollars ($60,000); the basic education funding allocation for the second school year prior to the school year of placement on the education empowerment list when divided by the actual instruction expense for the second school year prior to the school year of placement on the education empowerment list is equal to or greater than sixty-five hundredths (0.65); and the average daily membership for the school year prior to the school year of placement on the education empowerment list is equal to or greater than five thousand (5,000).

4.
Article XVII-B, Section 1702-B and 1714.1-B


Section 1702-B – Definitions (see website link above – “time out” function limits access)


Section 1714.1-B – Limitation 

With the exception of any designation by the secretary as a Commonwealth partnership school district and as provided pursuant to section 1703-B, [FN1] notwithstanding any other provision of this article, no school district shall be placed on the education empowerment list under section 1703-B or certified as an education empowerment district under section 1705- B or 1707-B [FN2] on or after June 1, 2004. Any placement or certification that occurs on or after June 1, 2004, shall be null and void.

5. 
Section 1716-B.  Expiration.--

This article shall expire June 30, 2010. (1716-B added May 10, 2000, P.L.44, No.16)     
[image: image15.png]



























Empowerment Funding





2000-2001:  $1,025,141 Actual


2001-2002:  $1,023,671 Actual


2002-2003:  $1,031,778 Actual


2003-2004:  $1,013,971 Actual


2004-2005:  $   991,519 Actual


2005-2006:  $   990,806 Actual


2006-2007:  $   996,049 Actual


2007-2008:  $   986,201 Actual


2008-2009:  $   986,201 Estimated








Background





Placed on List: July 1, 2000


Plan Approved: December 7, 2001











Empowerment Funding





2000-2001:  $526,019 Actual


2001-2002:  $522,710 Actual


2002-2003:  $522,916 Actual


2003-2004:  $513,177 Actual


2004-2005:  $514,113 Actual


2005-2006:  $517,902 Actual


2006-2007:  $517,734 Actual


2007-2008:  $517,774 Actual


2008-2009:  $517,774 Estimated





Background





Placed on List: July 1, 2000


Plan Approved: May 30, 2001


Plan Amended: July 25, 2002











Empowerment Funding





2001-2002:  $2,166,754 Actual


(Includes funds appropriated in 2000-2001)


2002-2003:  $1,073,793 Actual


2003-2004:  $1,060,329 Actual


2004-2005:  $1,083,397 Actual


2005-2006:  $1,075,044 Actual


2006-2007:  $1,072,376  Actual


2007-2008:  $1,068,878 Actual


2008-2009:  $1,068,878 Estimated





Background





Placed on List: July 1, 2000


Plan Approved: August 30, 2001














Empowerment Funding





2000-2001:  $16,464,878 Actual


2001-2002:  $16,406,508 Actual


2002-2003:  $16,326,700 Actual


2003-2004:  $16,197,978 Actual


2004-2005:  $16,404,494 Actual


2005-2006:  $16,191,199 Actual 


2006-2007:  $16,041,941 Actual


2007-2008:  $15,707,505 Actual


2008-2009:  $15,707,505 Estimated





Background





Placed on List: July 1, 2000


Plan Approved: January 2, 2001








Each year listed is a combined two-year average of district reading and math PSSA scores.  2000 was based on the bottom measured group; 2001 and beyond was determined by below basic level.








Empowerment Funding





2003-2004:  $1,675,347 Actual


2004-2005:  $1,704,799 Actual


2005-2006:  $1,742,947 Actual 


2006-2007:  $1,788,079 Actual


2007-2008:  $1,816,486 Actual


2008-2009:  $1,816,486 Estimated





Background





Placed on List: December 2003


*This chart reflects performance data for Reading School District.  Please note that Reading School District was placed on the Education Empowerment List in December 2003 for financial reasons. 








Empowerment Funding





2006-2007:  $2,891,691 Actual


2007-2008:  $2,783,156 Actual


2008-2009:  $2,783,156 Estimated











Background





Placed on List: July 2006


Plan Approved: December 2006














8.1%








































































































Bottom-tested Group 





% Reduction of 





Empowerment District





Reading





Pittsburgh





Philadelphia





Harrisburg





Duquesne





Upland





Chester





0.25





0.2





0.15





0.1





0.05





0





8.4%











3.2%











22.0%











13.2%











13.2%














1 Notes on formatting: 	a. Acronyms are used throughout in several cases, the first time it is spelled out 


                                        with the letters used in parentheses.  Subsequent uses show only the letters 


                                        capitalized unless it is a title of a section, in which case, both are used.  


b. Major terms are italicized in the first use in the document and regular text 


    subsequently or with capitalized acronym letters.


� � HYPERLINK  \l "two" ��24 P.S. 17-1701-B et seq..�


� � HYPERLINK  \l "three" ��Ibid. 24 PS 17-1702-B. Definitions� 


� � HYPERLINK  \l "four" ��Article XVII-B, Section 1702-B and 1714.1-B�


� � HYPERLINK  \l "five" ��Ibid. 24 PS 17-1716-B Expiration� 


� Please note that “Corrective Action 2 (second year)” is a distinct status level that can be repeated without   


   proceeding to “Corrective Action 2 (third year)”.


� ASSET Inc. is an independent non-profit educational reform initiative dedicated to continuously improving 


   teaching and learning through science education and was selected by the Pennsylvania Department of 


   Education to design and coordinate Science: It’s Elementary based on its decade-long success in  


   southwestern Pennsylvania.
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Aliquippa

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.539

0.561

0.507

0.508

0.5298869144

0.499



Aliquippa data

		Aliquippa		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				53.9%		56.1%		50.7%		50.8%		53.0%		49.9%





Chester Upland

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.684

0.682

0.678

0.651

0.6156481813

0.556



Chester Upland data

		ChesterUpland		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				68.40%		68.20%		67.80%		65.10%		61.6%		55.6%





Duquesne

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.699

0.72

0.713

0.667

0.635192523

0.613



Duquesne data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				69.90%		72.00%		71.30%		66.70%		63.5%		61.30%





Harrisburg 2

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004

		2004-2005

		2005-2006

		2006-2007

		2007-2008



0.681

0.667

0.634

0.632

0.6239201378

0.5997750497

0.58

0.602

0.584

0.549



Harrisburg data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004		2004-2005		2005-2006		2006-2007		2007-2008

				68.1%		66.7%		63.4%		63.20%		62.4%		60.0%		58.00%		60.20%		58.40%		54.90%





Philadelphia

		





Philadelphia

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.594

0.588

0.569

0.546

0.529409748

0.485



Philadelphia data

		Phila.		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				59.40%		58.80%		56.90%		54.60%		52.9%		48.5%





Reading

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.421628885

0.4132673285

0.409900523



Reading data

		Reading		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				42.2%		41.3%		41.0%





Wilkinsburg

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-203

		2003-2004



0.528

0.548

0.55

0.53

0.4616324134

0.451



Wilkinsburg data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-203		2003-2004

				52.80%		54.80%		55.00%		53.00%		46.2%		45.1%
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Aliquippa

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.539

0.561

0.507

0.508

0.5298869144

0.499



Aliquippa data

		Aliquippa		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				53.9%		56.1%		50.7%		50.8%		53.0%		49.9%





Chester Upland

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.684

0.682

0.678

0.651

0.6156481813

0.556



Chester Upland 2

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004

		2004-2005

		2005-2006

		2006-2007

		2007-2008



55.7%

56.3%

65.1%

67.8%

68.2%

68.4%

0.684

0.682

0.678

0.651

0.6156481813

0.556

0.563

0.557

0.584

0.603



Chester Upland data

		ChesterUpland		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004		2004-2005		2005-2006		2006-2007		2007-2008

				68.40%		68.20%		67.80%		65.10%		61.6%		55.6%		56.30%		55.70%		58.40%		60.30%





Duquesne

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.699

0.72

0.713

0.667

0.635192523

0.613



Duquesne data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				69.90%		72.00%		71.30%		66.70%		63.5%		61.30%





Harrisburg

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.681

0.667

0.634

0.632

0.6239201378

0.5997750497



Harrisburg data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				68.1%		66.7%		63.4%		63.20%		62.4%		60.0%





Philadelphia

		





Philadelphia

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.594

0.588

0.569

0.546

0.529409748

0.485



Philadelphia data

		Phila.		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				59.40%		58.80%		56.90%		54.60%		52.9%		48.5%





Reading

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.421628885

0.4132673285

0.409900523



Reading data

		Reading		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				42.2%		41.3%		41.0%





Wilkinsburg

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-203

		2003-2004



0.528

0.548

0.55

0.53

0.4616324134

0.451



Wilkinsburg data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-203		2003-2004

				52.80%		54.80%		55.00%		53.00%		46.2%		45.1%
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Chart1
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		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004
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0.569

0.546

0.529409748

0.485



Aliquippa

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.539

0.561

0.507

0.508

0.5298869144

0.499



Aliquippa data

		Aliquippa		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				53.9%		56.1%		50.7%		50.8%		53.0%		49.9%





Chester Upland

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.684

0.682

0.678

0.651

0.6156481813

0.556



Chester Upland data

		ChesterUpland		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				68.40%		68.20%		67.80%		65.10%		61.6%		55.6%





Duquesne

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.699

0.72

0.713

0.667

0.635192523

0.613



Duquesne data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				69.90%		72.00%		71.30%		66.70%		63.5%		61.30%





Harrisburg

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.681

0.667

0.634

0.632

0.6239201378

0.5997750497



Harrisburg data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				68.1%		66.7%		63.4%		63.20%		62.4%		60.0%





Philadelphia 2

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004

		2004-2005

		2005-2006

		2006-2007

		2007-2008



0.594

0.588

0.569

0.546

0.529409748

0.485

0.442

0.44

0.424

0.374



Philadelphia data

		Phila.		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004		2004-2005		2005-2006		2006-2007		2007-2008

				59.40%		58.80%		56.90%		54.60%		52.9%		48.5%		44.20%		44.00%		42.40%		37.40%





Reading

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.421628885

0.4132673285

0.409900523



Reading data

		Reading		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				42.2%		41.3%		41.0%





Wilkinsburg

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-203

		2003-2004



0.528

0.548

0.55

0.53

0.4616324134

0.451



Wilkinsburg data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-203		2003-2004

				52.80%		54.80%		55.00%		53.00%		46.2%		45.1%






_1284550357.xls
Aliquippa

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.539

0.561

0.507
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0.5298869144

0.499



Aliquippa data

		Aliquippa		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				53.9%		56.1%		50.7%		50.8%		53.0%		49.9%





Chester Upland

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.684

0.682

0.678

0.651

0.6156481813

0.556



Chester Upland data

		ChesterUpland		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				68.40%		68.20%		67.80%		65.10%		61.6%		55.6%





Duquesne

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.699

0.72

0.713

0.667

0.635192523

0.613



Duquesne 2

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004

		2004-2005

		2005-2006

		2006-2007

		2007-2008



0.699

0.72

0.713

0.667

0.635192523

0.613

0.521

0.508

0.484

0.567



Duquesne data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004		2004-2005		2005-2006		2006-2007		2007-2008

				69.90%		72.00%		71.30%		66.70%		63.5%		61.30%		52.10%		50.80%		48.40%		56.70%





Harrisburg

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.681

0.667

0.634

0.632

0.6239201378

0.5997750497



Harrisburg data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				68.1%		66.7%		63.4%		63.20%		62.4%		60.0%





Philadelphia

		





Philadelphia

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.594

0.588

0.569

0.546

0.529409748

0.485



Philadelphia data

		Phila.		1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				59.40%		58.80%		56.90%		54.60%		52.9%		48.5%





Reading

		2001-2002

		2002-2003

		2003-2004



0.421628885

0.4132673285

0.409900523



Reading data

		Reading		2001-2002		2002-2003		2003-2004

				42.2%		41.3%		41.0%





Wilkinsburg

		1998-1999

		1999-2000

		2000-2001

		2001-2002

		2002-203

		2003-2004



0.528

0.548

0.55

0.53

0.4616324134

0.451



Wilkinsburg data

				1998-1999		1999-2000		2000-2001		2001-2002		2002-203		2003-2004

				52.80%		54.80%		55.00%		53.00%		46.2%		45.1%






