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INTRODUCTION TO DISTRICT REPORTS

The State of Arkansas provides a trove of important and helpful data on Arkansas schools, including many measures of
quality and the information needed to assess equitable access to high-quality schools. With so much data available,
understanding what it implies about the educational experiences of students in Northwest Arkansas can be challenging.

This report leverages this publicly available data to describe the quality characteristics and types of schools to which
Northwest Arkansas students have access. We asked the following questions:

1. What is the current state of school quality in Northwest Arkansas, and how does this compare to other schools in
the state?

2. For each district in Northwest Arkansas, what levels of quality did its students experience, how did this differ by
students’ family income, and how has it changed over time?

3. For each district in Northwest Arkansas, which schools had the highest achievement and achievement growth for
all students, regardless of family income?

To answer these questions, we used Arkansas's rich data on school quality collected as part of the Every School Child
Succeeds Act (ESSA) to compare Northwest Arkansas to the rest of the state. Unless otherwise noted, all analyses in this
report were based on the 2021-2022 school year and on school and district data publicly available at
https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/. Arkansas provides four sets of school quality metrics for all schools in the state, as well
as an overall score representing a combination of these metrics. These four sets of metrics include: achievement metrics
representing students’ performance on the ACT Aspire;" growth metrics;> graduation rates and school quality and success
metrics (SQSS).2 For this report, we focused primarily on the achievement and growth metrics.

Using this robust and varied set of data, we were able to answer the above questions for each district in Northwest
Arkansas. Though it provides an overall picture of school quality in each district, it focuses more specifically on how access
to quality experiences potentially differs for students facing economic disadvantage from those who do not. By looking at
results within and across schools, it also seeks to highlight places where all students experience a high-quality school.

T Achievement rate roughly comparable to proficiency rates but account for students who are near proficiency.

2 Growth metrics represent the extent to which students’ state test scores exceed the performance expected of them
based on how the same student has performed historically.

3 SQSS include multiple metrics of quality including performance in science, attendance rates, GPA, and course-taking
patterns, among others.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS - ARKANSAS ARTS
ACADEMY

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. The typical AAA school ranks in the 74t percentile for achievement and in
the 44" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @ School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School

ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th : 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) @ Tty 95th @ ® @ [y ] 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® -] 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) @ e 82nd @ @ 55th
Rogers School District (55%) © cpfdo W £ 78th @0 o Wep Wy 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ T4th ® ® 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) -@ e . 74th o © ® S 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® @ L 73rd o O 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) ] e 69th ® 00 [ ] 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) @ @ 66th e 9 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ s} 64th e e 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* @ 62nd ® 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°®Pane ® 54th »ee o @ & SD o 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd - o ® 24th
West Fork School District (47%) e ® 42nd ® 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® o 34th @ ¢ 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ® 32nd o 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0

)
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ 1st 1st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are the total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether the student contributed to ESSA scores.
*Signifies an open enroliment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did AAA students experience, and how did this differ by students’ family

income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that while 100% of all students facing economic disadvantage at AAA attended A
or B schools, 0% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for AAA students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students classified as economically
disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. At AAA, students not facing economic
disadvantage had higher achievement than those who were economically disadvantaged, but both groups had
better achievement than the average Arkansas student. Both groups had similar growth scores to the average
school in the state.?

Percent Proficient and Value -Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~#- Economically Disadvantaged -#- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students
Proficiency Rates ELA Math
100
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 75 4
rates ranked at the 83 percentile* statewide and W
74 percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 0-""/\,
20 e 2 ~ 1 \
—a &

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’

y g .

combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 15 4
at the 44" percentile* statewide and 37t
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

Growth Scores 90+

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85 -

students’ combined math and ELA growth scores

ranked at the 41t percentile* statewide and 37t i t/:\ -
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. %9 b g i &= \'/’\_.;.

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’
combined math and ELA growth scores ranked at
the 39 percentile* statewide and 31* percentile*
among Northwest AR districts. oy P ¥ y Bafe= Y 2 5019 5020 20 o

016 2017 2018 2019 2020 202 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. In every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower achievement
scores than their peers; this difference in performance was 19.3 points at AAA Elementary and 16.1 points at AAA High. At
AAA Elementary, economically disadvantaged students outperformed economically disadvantaged students across the
state and region.*

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Arkansas Arts Academy Elementary* (30%) 57.7 ® @® 77.0
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679
Arkansas Arts Academy High* (28%) 451 @ ® 61.2

4 Values in parentheses represent % ED students. This percentage is based only on the proportion of students with data contributing to the achievement or growth metrics,
which is not identical to the schoolwide proportion provided in other reports as not every student contributed to these data. This also means these proportions can differ
between the two metrics as some students have achievement data but not growth and vice versa. Results for a school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students.
Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged
students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school'’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

At AAA, economically disadvantaged students had growth similar to or lower than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state. But there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools
grew students’ achievement, especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth that AAA Elementary
made with economically disadvantaged students was higher than the growth made by similar students statewide, but at
AAA High, economically disadvantaged and non-economically disadvantaged students’ growth ranked below the state
average.®

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @® Not Economically Disadvantaged

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ @® 70th
Arkansas Arts Academy Elementary* (30%) 48th ® @ 53rd
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ ® 64th
Arkansas Arts Academy High* (28%) 30th ® @ 33rd

5 Values in parentheses represent %% ED students. This percentage is based only on the proportion of students with data contributing to the achievement or growth metrics,
which is not identical to the schoolwide proportion provided in other reports as not every student contributed to these data. This also means these proportions can differ
between the two metrics as some students have achievement data but not growth and vice versa. Results for a school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students.
Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged
students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN BENTONVILLE

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Bentonville schools rank highly: The typical school in Bentonville ranks
in the 95 percentile for achievement and 87t percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @ School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th b 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) @ gty 95th S ® @ [ 2en ] 87th
Elkins School District (48%) e =] 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® e 82nd ® e 55th
Rogers School District (55%) © cofo W mr 78th @0 o Weg ] 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ T4th ® ® 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eoe@ & T4th o © @® B 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® @ ® 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) @ ®e 69th ® 00 [ ] 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) @ @ 66th e 9 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) { ] 64th L] @ 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* ® 62nd ® 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®@°CPane W B S4th » 0o o @ & S O 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd = L] @ 24th
West Fork School District (47%) e 9 42nd s ® 19th
Decatur School District (79%) G 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® o 34th @ ¢ 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) e o 32nd © 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether the student contributed to ESSA scores.
*Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Bentonville students experience, and how did this differ by students’ family
income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage -
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that while 96% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Bentonville
attended A or B schools, only 23% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Bentonville students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Bentonville, students not
facing economic disadvantage had substantially more success than those in the district who were economically
disadvantaged, but both groups had better achievement and growth than the average Arkansas student. These
economic-related differences within the district have remained stable over time.?

Percent Proficient and Value -Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~#- Economically Disadvantaged -#- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 75 J

rates ranked at the 98 percentile* statewide and ./4\'——’\._,-—0 ./-"’__'._’\.____4
94t percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

50 '/‘? L
. . e — e R, ¢ n_\ﬁf—t
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ \ —

combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked )5 4
at the 58" percentile* statewide and 51
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

Growth Scores 901

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85 -

students’ combined math and ELA growth scores /’4\/‘\.
ranked at the 96t percentile* statewide and 94t i .‘m Rl ) B
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. s 7 i /

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’
combined math and ELA growth scores ranked at
the 77t percentile* statewide and 69" percentile*
among Northwest AR districts. —y e N e T T T

T T T
021 0

2076 20 2018 2019 2020 202 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 20271 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in Bentonville were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. Though in every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower
achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was much smaller in some schools. And in some
schools, economically disadvantaged students outperformed non-economically disadvantaged students statewide.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Mary Mae
Jones Elementary School (9.7 points) was much smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points).
Additionally, economically disadvantaged students at Bright Field Middle School had substantially lower achievement
scores than their non-economically disadvantaged peers (74.1 compared to 101.1) but still had better achievement than
economically disadvantaged students in the rest of the state (who had an average score of 46.9) and non-economically
disadvantaged students in the rest of the state (who had an average score of 67.9).4

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

@ Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

821 @ ® 91.2

Willowbrook Elementary (7%)

Bright Field Middle (10%)
Washington Junior High (23%)

Mary Mae Jones Elementary (50%)
Cooper Elementary (27%)

Sugar Creek Elementary (18%)
Lincoln Junior High (22%)

J. William Fulbright Junior High (14%)
Evening Star Elementary (6%)

Old High Middle (24%)

Elm Tree Elementary (13%)

Ardis Ann Middle (21%)

Central Park At Morning Star (24%)
Centerton Gamble Elementary (20%)
Thomas Jefferson Elementary (17%)
Grimsley Junior High (27%)
)

)

)

)

)

Creekside Middle (25%,
Osage Creek Elementary (28%
Ruth Barker Middle (33%
Apple Glen Elementary (18%
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE
Bentonville High (16%)
Bentonville West High (27%)

(
(
(
R.E. Baker Elementary (35%,
(
(
(

741 @ ® 1011

68.1 @ ® 949

67.3

® ® 770

65.6 ® ® 85.2

63.8 @
635 @
63.1 @
61.5 ®
615 @
61.2 ®
579 @
575 @
56.7 @
56.0 @
556 ®
555 @
554 @
543 @
535 @
51.7 @
511 @
469 @
444 ®
382 @

@® 953
® 925
® 97.0
® 923
@ 818
® 81.3
® 832
® 80.2
® 855
® 89.3
® 79.1
® 778
® 782
® 711
® 83.1
® 827
® 726
® 679
® 822
® 65.3

4 Values in parentheses represent the %t FRL student in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school'’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Bentonville, economically disadvantaged students in most schools grew more than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state. But there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools
grew students’ achievement, especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made
with economically disadvantaged students ranked highly and was nearly identical to the growth made by non-
economically disadvantaged students (for example, Washington Junior High, Bright Field Middle and Mary Mae Jones
Elementary), but at other schools, economically disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the bottom of the state and
was much lower than their non-economically disadvantaged peers in the same school (for example, Bentonville West High
and Osage Creek Elementary).”

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @® Not Economically Disadvantaged

Washington Junior High (23%)
Bright Field Middle (10%)

Mary Mae Jones Elementary (50%)
Central Park At Morning Star (24%)
Lincoln Junior High (22%)

Cooper Elementary (27%)

R.E. Baker Elementary (35%)

Ardis Ann Middle (21%)

J. William Fulbright Junior High (14%)
Thomas Jefferson Elementary (17%)
Ruth Barker Middle (33%)

Sugar Creek Elementary (18%)

Elm Tree Elementary (13%)
Grimsley Junior High (27%)

Apple Glen Elementary (18%)

Old High Middle (24%)

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION
Bentonville High (16%)

Creekside Middle (25%)
Centerton Gamble Elementary (20%)
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE
Bentonville West High (27%)
Osage Creek Elementary (28%)
Evening Star Elementary (6%)
Willowbrook Elementary (7%)

6th ®

25th @

92nd @ @ 96th
92nd @ @ 96th
87th @® 89th
87th @ ® 94th
86th @ ® 95th
86th ® @ 91st
83rd @ ® 94th
80th @@ 81st
78th @® @® 86th
77th @ @® 88th
70th @ ® 86th
65th @ ® 97th
62nd @ ® 83rd
55th @ @® 69th
50th ® ® 82nd
49th @ ® 61st
48th @ ® 70th
48th @ ® 57th
45th @ ® 72nd
45th @ ® 90th
40th @ ® 64th
® 48th
® 43rd
® 94th
® 94th

5 Values in parentheses represent the % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data

points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical

achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school's group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data

are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank; this includes Evening Star and Willowbrook.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN DECATUR

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school'’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Decatur schools ranked at or below the typical school in the state: The
typical school in Decatur ranks in the 36t percentile for achievement and the 52" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 3 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) @ gty 95th @ ® @ [ ] 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® ] 85th ) 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) @ e 82nd ® @ 55th
Rogers School District (55%) ® cqfdo® & 78th @0 o ey e ) 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ T4th ® ) 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eoo@ © 74th o © @® 01 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® ® 73rd e o 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) [ ] ee 69th e 6o L] 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) @ @ 66th oo @ 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ 5] 64th e o 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* ® 62nd © 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®OOPPane ® 54th ®» 00 A® Y O 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) @® @ 43rd = @ ] 24th
West Fork School District (47%) e o 42nd e e 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® e 34th @ o 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) s 32nd © 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%) + 1st Tst

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether the student contributed to ESSA scores.
*Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Decatur students experience, and how did this differ by students’ family
income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage -
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that 0% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Decatur attended A or B
schools, therefore 0% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Decatur students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Decatur, students facing
economic disadvantage had lower proficiency rates than students statewide, particularly in math. But
economically disadvantaged students tended to grow at rates slightly higher than all students statewide, and
these growth scores have tended to increase over the last several years.3

Percent Proficient and Value -Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~#- Economically Disadvantaged -#- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math

In 2022, there were not enough data points for
non-economically disadvantaged to calculate 75 4
proficiency rates.

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ °

combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 254 /\/—’_' .,_/—0—\./.\\«\.
at the 15 percentile* statewide and 3' ¢
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

Growth Scores 901

In 2022, there were not enough data points for 85 -
non-economically disadvantaged to calculate
growth scores. : ) G § e

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’
combined math and ELA growth scores ranked at
the 59" percentile* statewide and 57" percentile*
among Northwest AR districts. = y— j e ——t — D = e T - R x 200

)16 2017 2018 2019 020 2021 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 20271 2022

Spring of School Year

™ ™ r T

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in Decatur were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. For example, economically disadvantaged students at Northside Elementary and
Decatur Middle School had achievement scores similar to economically disadvantaged students statewide, but the
achievement scores for students at Decatur High were lower. Across all schools in Decatur, economically disadvantaged
students’ performance was markedly lower than the typical non-economically disadvantaged students in the region or
statewide*

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School
With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

@® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
Decatur Northside Elementary (83%) ® 471
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679
Decatur Middle (81%) ® 458
Decatur High (72%) ® 279

4 Values in parentheses represent the % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school'’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Decatur, economically disadvantaged students in most schools grew more than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state. But there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools
grew students’ achievement. The growth some schools made with economically disadvantaged students ranked highly
(for example, Decatur High and Northside Elementary) but in other schools, economically disadvantaged students’ growth
ranked below the state average (for example, Decatur Middle).>

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @® Not Economically Disadvantaged

Decatur High (72%) ® 76th
Decatur Northside Elementary (83%) ® 65th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th ® ® 70th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ ® 64th
Decatur Middle (81%) ® 37th

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN ELKINS

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Elkins schools rank highly: The typical school in Elkins ranks in the 85"
percentile for achievement and the 62" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th $ 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) ] Ty 95th % ® ¢ wife 87th
Elkins School District (48%) e & 85th ) 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® @ 82nd L @ 55th
Rogers School District (55%) © cafdo W & 78th ®e o Wi 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ T4th ® ® 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eoe@ . 74th o @ @ 0 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® ] L] 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) [ ] ®e 69th ® 0o L) 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) ] @ 66th 20 g 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ 5] 64th e e 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* @ 62nd @ 59th
Springdale School District (71%) ® P ane ® S4th »ee B® S o 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd - L ® 24th
West Fork School District (47%) e o 42nd ® 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® o 34th @ o 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ® 32nd ) 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ 1st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are the total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether students contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.

fﬁce_ﬁ}r WALTON FAMILY 16
(d’ TNTP reimagine teaching du(::l?g;on FOUNDATI ON




What levels of quality did Elkins students experience, and how did this differ by students’

family income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that while 74% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Elkins attended A
or B schools, only 22% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Elkins students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Elkins, students not facing
economic disadvantage had substantially more success than those in the district who were economically
disadvantaged, but both groups had better achievement and growth than the average Arkansas student. Growth
rankings for all students in Elkins have tended to improve over time.?

Percent Proficient and Value -Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~#- Economically Disadvantaged -®- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math
100
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 7T
rates ranked at the 84" percentile* statewide and "

77t percentile* among Northwest AR districts. /\'—__‘\/
504

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’
combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked G 4
at the 57" percentile* statewide and 49t ’
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

Growth Scores 90+

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85 -

students’ combined math and ELA growth scores

ranked at the 92" percentile* statewide and 89t il g P . M‘. =4
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. v‘f’ T ————— e
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751
combined math and ELA growth scores ranked at
the 79'" percentile* statewide and 71 percentile*
among Northwest AR districts. SATE BRATS AN 501G 50 2021 2022 016 2017 201 019 202 1 2022

Spring of School Year

T T T r T

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.

ffice_fur WALTON FAMILY 17
(d’ TNTP reimagine teaching du(;zl?g;on FOUNDATI ON




Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school's achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in Elkins were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. Though in every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower
achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was smaller in some schools. And in most schools,
economically disadvantaged students outperformed economically disadvantaged students statewide.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Elkins
Elementary (9.4 points) was smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (17.9 points). Additionally,
economically disadvantaged students at Elkins Primary had lower achievement scores than their non-economically
disadvantaged peers (63.3 compared to 72.7), but still had better achievement scores than economically disadvantaged
students in the rest of the state (who had an average score of 46.9).4

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School
With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Elkins Primary (55%) 633 @ ® 727
Elkins Elementary (51%) 633 ® ® 727
Elkins Middle (45%) 583 @ ® 75.4
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 51.1 @ ® 726
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679
Elkins High (43%) 318 @ ® 533

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical

achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data

are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas's growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Elkins, economically disadvantaged students grew more than the typical economically disadvantaged student in
the state. But there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools grew students’ achievement,
especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made with economically disadvantaged
students ranked highly and was nearly identical to the growth made by non-economically disadvantaged students (for
example, Elkins Middle), but at other schools, economically disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the state median
and was much lower than their non-economically disadvantaged peers in the same school (for example, Elkins High).?

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Elkins Middle (45%) 86th @® 88th
Elkins Primary (55%) 51st @ ® 68th
Elkins Elementary (51%) 51st ® ® 68th
Elkins High (43%) 49th @ @® 79th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ ® 70th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ @ 64th

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN FARMINGTON

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school's letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.

The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. The typical school in Farmington ranks in the 82" percentile for achievement
and the 55t percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @ School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) @ K 95th @ ® @ B 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® (] 85th S 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® @ 82nd s e e 55th
Rogers School District (55%) © oef o MO owm 78th @0 o Wep Ay 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ T4th ® @ 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) » 9 ® T4th o © ® S 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® (=) L ] 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) @ e 69th ® 00 L) 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) ] ® 66th e g 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ =] 64th e o 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* ® 62nd @ 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°®Pane W ® 54th »ee 0B @ T O 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd = L] @ 24th
West Fork School District (47%) ® @ 42nd o 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® e 34th ® e 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ® 32nd e 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ 1st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Farmington students experience, and how did this differ by students’ family
income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage -
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades economically disadvantaged students attended — those based on data from all
students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing economic
disadvantage, we found that while 52% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Farmington attended A or
B schools, 0% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Farmington students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Farmington, students not
facing economic disadvantage had substantially more success than those in the district who were economically
disadvantaged. Whereas the typical student not facing economic disadvantage had proficiency rates and growth
scores well above the state average, economically disadvantaged students in the district’s performance metrics
tended to be below the state average.?

Percent Proficient and Value -Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~#- Economically Disadvantaged -®- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency e

rates ranked at the 82™ percentile* statewide and
71 percentile* among Northwest AR districts. *—".\'_’_.\._. .—’"‘_‘—.—‘_\—.
2U = -
- A
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ \"_\’, /—v—’\'
. —e

combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 254
at the 26" percentile* statewide and 20"
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

Growth Scores 901

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA growth scores
ranked at the 42" percentile* statewide and 40t
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’
combined math and ELA growth scores ranked at
the 22" percentile* statewide and 20
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. T2y e T T 58 51 T 5 . A 5017 " Ro7 T 21 20
: ! 4l 20: 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For

example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students jn district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in Farmington were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. Though in every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower
achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was much smaller in some schools. And in some
schools, economically disadvantaged students outperformed non-economically disadvantaged students statewide.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Bob
Folsom Elementary (13.6 points) was smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points). Additionally,
economically disadvantaged students at Jerry "Pop” Williams Elementary had much higher achievement scores than
economically disadvantaged students (60.2 compared to 46.9), while economically disadvantaged students at Farmington
Junior High and Farmington High had achievement scores below the state average for similar students.*

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Jerry "Pop" Williams Elementary (28%) 60.2 @ ® 76.5
Bob Folsom Elementary (30%) 56.0 ® ® 696
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
Randall G. Lynch Middle (27%) 473 @ ® 742

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679
Farmington Junior High (28%) 404 @ ® 60.0

Farmington High (25%) 319 @ ® 502

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical

achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data

are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school'’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Farmington, economically disadvantaged students in most schools grew less than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state. But there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools
grew students’ achievement, especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made
with economically disadvantaged students ranked above the state average, but in other schools, economically
disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the bottom of the state and was lower than their non-economically
disadvantaged peers in the same school (for example, Farmington High).

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

@ Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Jerry "Pop" Williams Elementary (28%) 50th @ ® 76th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ ® 70th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ ® 64th
Randall G. Lynch Middle (27%) 39th @ @® 56th
Farmington Junior High (28%) 17th @® 19th
Farmington High (25%) 1th @ ® 20th

Bob Folsom Elementary (30%) ® 91st

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical

achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data

are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN FAYETTEVILLE

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.

The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Fayetteville schools rank highly: The typical school in Fayetteville ranks
in the 64" percentile for achievement and the 82" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) ] ety 95th % ® ¢ wIre 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® -] 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® @ 82nd 3 e e 55th
Rogers School District (55%) ® o & 78th @0 o Weyp Wiy 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* g T4th ® ® 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eo® . 74th o © ® 91 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® (=) ] 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) @ e 69th ® 0o L) 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) ] ® 66th 9 @ 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ ] 64th e o 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* ® 62nd @ 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°CPane » 54th »ee L EH O 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd = L] @ 24th
West Fork School District (47%) ® ® 42nd ® 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® e 34th @ o 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ® 32nd e 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ 1st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Fayetteville students experience, and how did this differ by students’ family
income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage -
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that while 31% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Fayetteville
attended A or B schools, 0% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Fayetteville students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Fayetteville, students not
facing economic disadvantage had substantially more success than those in the district who were economically
disadvantaged. These economic-related differences within the district have remained stable over time, though the
difference in growth rates has slightly widened.?

Percent Proficient and Value -Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~#- Economically Disadvantaged -#- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged

students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 75
rates ranked at the 97t percentile* statewide and ."’._‘"“4\._.

89t percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

20 1
- - —
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ /‘\';_ . \
combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 6 4 ‘_\'_,4—-0 -9

at the 26" percentile* statewide and 14"
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

Growth Scores 901

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85 -
students’ combined math and ELA growth scores ’—.—/——-"\'
ranked at the 89" percentile* statewide and 83 . L a0

percentile* among Northwest AR districts. —F > & L r,_,.,-——f"’"'—'-‘ B, = S
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751

combined math and ELA growth scores ranked at

the 25" percentile* statewide and 26" percentile* o4

among Northwest AR districts. v = g Y e v g r T y

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 202 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 202 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in Fayetteville were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. Though in every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower
achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was much smaller in some schools.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Asbell
Elementary (0.4 points) was much smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points). Additionally,
economically disadvantaged students at some schools performed well above the average for economically disadvantaged
students statewide (for example, Root Elementary and Vandergriff Elementary), while other schools performed well below
the state average (for example, Fayetteville High and Washington Elementary).*

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Root Elementary (16%) 609 @ ® 987
Vandergriff Elementary (8%) 595 @ ® 924
Asbell Elementary (83%) 59.0 @ 59.4
McNair Middle (20%) 55.6 @ @® 952
Woodland Junior High (28%) 513 @ ® 928
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
Holcomb Elementary (30%) 496 @ ® 836
Holt Middle (50%) 481 @ ® 81.1
Happy Hollow Elementary (41%) 478 @ ® 743
Butterfield Elementary (42%) 477 @ ® 865
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679
Leverett Elementary (57%) 424 @® ® 743
Owl Creek (63%) 419 @ ® 659

Ramay Junior High (55%) 369 @ ® 65.2

Fayetteville Virtual Academy A District Conversion
Charter* (32%) 3669 9-56:7

Washington Elementary (54%) 36.1 @ ® 784
Fayetteville High (30%) 233 @ ® 66.2

Agee Lierly Life Preparation Services+ (61%) @79

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Fayetteville, there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools grew students’

achievement, especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made with economically

disadvantaged students ranked highly and was nearly identical to the growth made by non-economically disadvantaged
students (for example, Happy Hollow Elementary) but in other schools, economically disadvantaged students’ growth
ranked near the bottom of the state and was much lower than their non-economically disadvantaged peers in the same
school (for example, Butterfield Elementary).>

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @® Not Economically Disadvantaged

Asbell Elementary (83%) ® 93rd
Happy Hollow Elementary (41%) 81st ® @ 85th
Root Elementary (16%) 65th @ ® 99th
Woodland Junior High (28%) 62nd @ ® 88th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ @ 70th
Holcomb Elementary (30%) 48th @ ® 84th
Holt Middle (50%) 46th @ @® 92nd
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ ® 64th
Leverett Elementary (57%) 22nd @ @® 31st

McNair Middle (20%) 28th @ @ 93rd

Fayetteville Virtual Academy A District Conversion
Charter* (32%) 25th ® @® 53rd

Washington Elementary (54%) 23rd @ ® 97th
Owl Creek (63%) 20th @ ® 78th
Fayetteville High (30%) 19th @ ® 31st
Butterfield Elementary (42%) 12th @ ® 86th
Ramay Junior High (55%) 10th ® ® 34th

Vandergriff Elementary (8%) @® 89th

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical

achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data

are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank — this includes Vandergriff Elementary.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS - FOUNDERS
CLASSICAL ACADEMIES

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district

and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many FCA schools rank highly: The typical FCA school ranks in the 97t

percentile for achievement and the 88" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) @ D 95th % ® @ [ ] 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® @ 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® e 82nd ® e 55th
Rogers School District (55%) © ocpdo W s 78th @0 o We® ey 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* ® T4th ® ® 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eoe@ & T4th o © @® CY 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® ) L} 73rd e o 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) e ee 69th ® @0 ® 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) @ @ 66th e 9 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) { ] 64th e e 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* @ 62nd @ 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®OCPane ® 54th ®»ee B ® S DO o 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® e 43rd ] L @ 24th
West Fork School District (47%) ) @ 42nd ) 19th
Decatur School District (79%) L) 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® o 34th @ @ 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ® 32nd © 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide

metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether the student contributed to ESSA scores.
*Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did FCA students experience, and how did this differ by students’ family
income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school. When comparing the overall letter grades from schools
that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based on data from all students — to the letter grades a school
would have earned if they were based only on students facing economic disadvantage, we found that 100% of all
students facing economic disadvantage in FCA schools attended A or B schools, and 100% of these students
experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for FCA students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students classified as economically
disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In FCA schools, students not facing economic
disadvantage had much higher achievement than those who were economically disadvantaged, but both groups
typically had higher growth than the average Arkansas student. These economic-related differences have not
become smaller over time.?

Percent Proficient and Value -Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~#- Economically Disadvantaged -#- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 7z
rates ranked at the 99" percentile* statewide and
97t percentile* among Northwest AR districts. ‘\\
50 4
| 5¢ a/l-\ = /0\ : i

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students ~i— ~g—

combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked )G
at the 47t percentile* statewide and 40t
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

Growth Scores 901

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85 -

students’ combined math and ELA growth scores

ranked at the 99" percentile* statewide and 97t o by e A
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. o W 3 i

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’
combined math and ELA growth scores ranked at
the 69" percentile* statewide and 66" percentile*
among Northwest AR districts. oy e T T P ‘

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 202 2

T T T T T

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 20271 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. While at Founders Bentonville, economically disadvantaged students had lower
achievement scores than their peers, economically disadvantaged students (who had an average score of 75)
outperformed non-economically disadvantaged students statewide (who had an average score of 67.9). There were not
enough non-economically disadvantaged students at Founders Rogers to provide results.

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School
With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Founders Classical Academies of Arkansas

Bentonville* (8%) ety ®:022
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679

Founders Classical Academies of Arkansas High ® 775
Rogers* (9%) &

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school'’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

At FCA, non-economically disadvantaged students grew more than similar students in the state and region.
There were not enough economically disadvantaged students in either school to show results.

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ ® 70th

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ ® 64th

Founders Classical Academies of Arkansas High

Rogers* (9%) ® 84th

Founders Classical Academies of Arkansas

Bentonville* (8%) @® 92nd

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.

fﬁce_ﬁ}r WALTON FAMILY 31
(d’ TNTP reimagine teaching du(;zl?g;on FOUNDATI ON




STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN GENTRY

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Gentry schools rank at or below the state average: The typical school in
Gentry ranks in the 43™ percentile for achievement and the 24" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) ® ety 95th ® ® @ @00 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® = 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® 82nd . @ ® 55th
Rogers School District (55%) ® oqfde W &5 78th ®e o We@ o () 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* (] 74th ® e 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ o9 s % 74th e © @ B 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) @ @ ] 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) @ ®e 69th @ 00 L 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) @ ® 66th 0 9 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) ( 64th ® e 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* e 62nd ® 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°0%pane W@ 54th »ee »® > SO0 es 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd . ] @ 24th
West Fork School District (47% ® @ 42nd ® o 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @® 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® o 34th ® o 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ‘s 32nd el 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%) + 1st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Gentry students experience, and how did this differ by students’ family
income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage -
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that 0% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Gentry attended A or B
schools, therefore 0% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Gentry students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Gentry, students not facing
economic disadvantage had higher proficiency rates than those in the district who were economically
disadvantaged, but both groups had similar growth scores. Compared to previous years, proficiency and growth
for both groups has declined, especially in math.?

Percent Proficient and Value-Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

-@- Economically Disadvantaged -#- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students
Proficiency Rates ELA Math
100 1
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 75 4
rates ranked at the 62" percentile* statewide and
57th percentile* among Northwest AR districts. ’/\’\.\’/“ .__*_O__‘\’\
501 =
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ ./\”\_. \.\—f’/‘\o\"
combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 254
at the 30™ percentile* statewide and 23
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 0
Growth Scores 901
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85
students’ combined math and ELA growth scores
ranked at the 21t percentile* statewide and 14t A b S N :& s
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 801 =5 e No—8— \\
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751
combined math and ELA growth scoresranked at
the 271% percentile* statewide and 17" percentile* 704
among Northwest AR districts. T T T g T T y T T T T y v T
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For

example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students jn district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. All schools in Gentry were similarly effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students, and economically disadvantaged students had achievement scores close to
the statewide average for similar students. In every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower
achievement scores than their peers, and this difference in performance was similar across schools.

Across Gentry schools, the difference in achievement between economically disadvantaged students and others was
smaller than this difference statewide. For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically
disadvantaged students and others at Gentry Middle (13.4 points) was smaller than this difference in the typical school
statewide (21 points).#

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School
With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
Gentry Middle (58%) 495 @ ® 629
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679
Gentry Primary (58%) 443 ® ® 578
Gentry Intermediate (59%) 443 ® @® 57.8
Gentry High (56%) 436 @ ® 56.9

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas's growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Gentry, there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools grew students’ achievement,
especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made with economically disadvantaged
students ranked highly and was ranked higher than the growth made by non-economically disadvantaged students (for
example, Gentry High), but in other schools, economically disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the bottom of the
state and was much lower than their non-economically disadvantaged peers in the same school (for example, Gentry
Primary and Gentry Intermediate).”

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

@ Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Gentry High (56%) 36th @ ® 58th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ @® 70th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ @® 64th
Gentry Middle (58%) 17th @ @ 40th
Gentry Primary (58%) 3rd @ @ 18th
Gentry Intermediate (59%) 3rd ® @ 18th

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN GRAVETTE

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT
As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district

and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Gravette schools rank near or slightly above the state average: The
typical school in Gravette ranks in the 64" percentile for achievement and the 57t percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Haas Hall Academy (11%)*

Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)*
Bentonville School District (21%)

Elkins School District (48%)

Farmington School District (27%)

Rogers School District (55%)

Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)*

Fayetteville School District (38%)

Pea Ridge School District (34%)

Prairie Grove School District (36%)

Siloam Springs School District (47%)

Gravette School District (42%)

LISA Academies (64%)*

Springdale School District (71%)

Gentry School District (57%)

West Fork School District (47%)

Decatur School District (79%)

Greenland School District (72%)

Lincoln School District (71%)

Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+

Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+

Bottom Quartile School

ESSA Math and ELA Achievement
District Median:

L] 100th

97th

e Tt 95th

] @ 85th
® @ 82nd
© cef®o B oW 78th
@ 74th

@ eo0 ¢ s 74th

@ ] 73rd

@ ®e 69th

@ @ 66th
[ <) 64th

@ 62nd

¥ @Q x§v=}5j;m @1 Y] ™ 54th
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@ 36th
® e 34th
S e 32nd
2nd
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School Ranks in Middle 50%

Top Quartile School

ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median:

88th

88th

Q O ¢ wPe 87th
@ 62nd

8 @ 55th

®e o We@ a0 85th
® (<] 44th
e ® @ 82nd
e © 64th
L 39th

© 9 62nd
e o 57th
. 59th
ee B® & S0g 0 82nd
® o 24th

® o 19th
® 52nd
® 43rd
@ 22nd
0

Ist

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide

metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.

*Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Gravette students experience, and how did this differ by students’

family income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that while 53% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Gravette attended
A or B schools, only 27% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Gravette students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Gravette, students not facing
economic disadvantage had substantially higher achievement than those in the district who were economically
disadvantaged, but in recent years both groups had better achievement and growth than the average Arkansas
student. These economic-related differences within the district have remained similar over time, but both groups’
growth scores have tended to improve over the last several years.?

Percent Proficient and Value-Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~®- Economically Disadvantaged -~ Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math
100 1

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 75 4

rates ranked at the 90t percentile* statewide and ./.——-0———0\._.
83 percentile* among Northwest AR districts. k’.\o/.\._’.—-o

501 —— o a———M‘H—‘\./.
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ _w\,—/"

combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 25 4

at the 59™ percentile* statewide and 54
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 0
Growth Scores 90+
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85
students’ combined math and ELA growth scores
ranked at the 94" percentile* statewide and 91t | & M .\\___KQ—////‘::.
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 80 ——g~ No— kg
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751
combined math and ELA growth scoresranked at
the 88™ percentile* statewide and 80™ percentile* 704
among Northwest AR districts. T T - T - T T - T - T T - T
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school's achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in Gravette were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. Though in every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower
achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was much smaller in some schools.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Gravette
Upper Elementary (12.8 points) was much smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points).
Additionally, economically disadvantaged students at Gravette Middle School had substantially lower achievement scores
than their non-economically disadvantaged peers (64.6 compared to 85), but had much higher achievement than
economically disadvantaged students in the rest of the state (who had an average score of 46.9) and nearly equal
achievement to non-economically disadvantaged students in the rest of the state (who had an average score of 67.9).%

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School
With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Gravette Middle (47%) 64.6 ® @ 85.0
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
Gravette Upper Elementary (41%) 49.7 ® ® 625
Glenn Duffy Elementary (42%) 497 ® ® 625
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679
Gravette High (37%) 45.1 @ ® 66.5

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas's growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Gravette, there were large differences between schools in how effectively they grew students’ achievement,
especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made with economically disadvantaged
students ranked very highly and was nearly identical to the growth made by non-economically disadvantaged students
(for example, Gravette Middle), but in other schools, economically disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the
bottom of the state and was much lower than their non-economically disadvantaged peers in the same school (for
example, Glen Duffy Elementary).®

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

@® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Gravette Middle (47%) 96th @ 96th
Gravette High (37%) 51st @ ® 69th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ ® 70th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ ® 64th
Gravette Upper Elementary (41%) 29%th @ ® 60th
Glenn Duffy Elementary (42%) 29th @ ® 60th

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN GREENLAND

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district

and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math

and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.

The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that

rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Greenland schools rank below the state average: The typical school in

Greenland ranks in the 34" percentile for achievement and the 43 percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ] 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) ® ) 95th @ ® @ @0 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® = 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® ® 82nd : @ ® 55th
Rogers School District (55%) © cet@o ® &3 78th ®o o We@ e ] 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ 74th © @ 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ oo L © 74th > o © ® LoTe 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) @ @ L 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) ® ®e 69th e 00 e 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) ® ® 66th o0 9 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ &) 64th L ] 2 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* @ 62nd @ 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°0Pane W@ 54th » 0o »® > 0@ 0o 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® e 43rd . ® = 24th
West Fork School District (47%) ® e 42nd » o 19th
Decatur School District (79%) ® 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® o 34th ® ¢ 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) @ ° 32nd ) 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not

considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide

metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Greenland students experience, and how did this differ by students’
family income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that 0% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Greenland attended A or
B schools, therefore 0% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Greenland students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Greenland, students not facing
economic disadvantage had higher achievement than those in the district who were economically disadvantaged,
but both groups tended to have lower achievement and growth than the average Arkansas student. Though both
metrics had been declining over time for both student groups, they improved slightly in 2022.3

Percent Proficient and Value-Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

-®- Economically Disadvantaged -@- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students
Proficiency Rates ELA Math
100 1
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency o
rates ranked at the 53 percentile* statewide and
46t percentile* among Northwest AR districts.
50+ '—_\__‘\ *——g— e —
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ r’/‘\'_‘_\;—‘/' ‘\/-.
combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 25 '—_—.—_‘\.\./o
at the 18™ percentile* statewide and 9™
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 0
Growth Scores 901
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85
students’ combined math and ELA growth scores
ranked at the 52" percentile* statewide and 49t 804 == . \
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. W w
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751
combined math and ELA growth scores ranked at
the 16 percentile* statewide and 9™ percentile* 701
among Northwest AR districts. T g r T T y y r T T g r ¥ v
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Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in Greenland were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. Though in every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower
achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was smaller in some schools.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Greenland
Elementary (8.1 points) was much smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points). However,
economically disadvantaged students at Greenland High had substantially lower achievement scores than their non-
economically disadvantaged peers (23.6 compared to 42.9) and had lower achievement than economically disadvantaged
students in the rest of the state (who had an average score of 46.9).4

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION

Greenland Elementary (75%)

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE

Greenland Middle (72%)

Greenland High (69%)

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

511 @

479 @ ® 56.0

469 @

400 ® ® 56.2

236 @ ® 429

® 726

® 679

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas's growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Greenland, economically disadvantaged students in most schools grew similarly to or less than typical
economically disadvantaged students in the state. But there were large differences between schools in how
effectively schools grew students’ achievement, especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth
some schools made with economically disadvantaged students ranked near the state average (for example, Greenland
High), but in other schools, economically disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the bottom of the state (for
example, Greenland Middle).® In all schools where data was available, there were large differences in the growth rankings
of economically disadvantaged students compared to others in the same school.

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School
With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ @ 70th
Greenland High (69%) 42nd @ @® 84th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ ® 64th
Greenland Elementary (75%) ® 37th
Greenland Middle (72%) 8th @ @® 33rd

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS - HAAS HALL

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school'’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.

The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Haas Hall schools rank very highly: The typical Haas Hall school ranks in
the 100 percentile for achievement and the 88" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+

Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%) +

st

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School

ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) ® Tnellp, 95th S ® @ Lo 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® = 85th [ ) 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) © @ 82nd s @ ® 55th
Rogers School District (55%) ® cqf®e W &3 78th ®o ¢ ey G0 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* (] 74th ® @ 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ o000 < % 74th o © @® i\ 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) e ® L] 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) { ] ®e 69th @ 00 L) 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) @ ® 66th oo 9 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) &0 64th [ ] o 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* e 62nd i 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°O0Pane 54th I »® 5 S0P O 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd @ @ 24th
West Fork School District (47% o e 42nd o 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® o 34th ® o 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ‘1 32nd e 22nd
2nd 0

st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
*Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Haas Hall students experience, and how did this differ by students’
family income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that 100% of all Haas Hall students facing economic disadvantage attended A or B
schools, and 100% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Haas Hall students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students classified as economically
disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Haas Hall schools, students not facing
economic disadvantage had more success than those who were economically disadvantaged, but both groups had
substantially better achievement and growth than the average Arkansas student. These economic-related
differences within the schools have remained stable over time.?

Percent Proficient and Value-Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~®- Economically Disadvantaged -#- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students
Proficiency Rates ELA Math
1001
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 0——0———___._._,__.———0 0—0\.____.
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 75 4
rates ranked at the 100t percentile* statewide
and 100t percentile* amang Northwest AR
districts. 501
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 25 -
combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked
at the 98" percentile* statewide and 92"
percentile* among Morthwest AR districts. 01
Growth Scores 90+

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85 -
students’ combined math and ELA growth scores : — o

ranked at the 100% percentile* statewide and

100t percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 801

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751

combined math and ELA growth scoresranked at

the 90t percentile* statewide and 86" percentile® 701

among Northwest AR districts. T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. All Haas Hall schools were effective at getting high achievement results for
students facing economic disadvantage, but there were some differences between schools. Though in every school,
economically disadvantaged students had lower achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was
much smaller in some schools. And in some schools, economically disadvantaged students outperformed non-
economically disadvantaged students statewide.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Haas Hall
Academy (15 points) was smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points) and much smaller than this
difference at other Haas Hall schools. Additionally, economically disadvantaged students at Haas Hall Academy, Haas Hall
Bentonville and Haas Hall Academy @ The Lane had lower achievement scores than their non-economically
disadvantaged peers but still had better achievement than economically disadvantaged students in the rest of the state
(who had an average score of 46.9) and non-economically disadvantaged students in the rest of the state (who had an
average score of 67.9).%

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School
With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Haas Hall Academy* (12%) 922 @ @® 107.2
Haas Hall Bentonville* (5%) 912 @ ® 1135
Haas Hall Academy At the Lane* (11%) 804 @ @® 1063
Haas Hall Academy Jones Center* (18%) 65.2 ® ® 97.7
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 72.6
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679

4 Values in parentheses represent % ED students. This percentage is based only on the proportion of students with data contributing to the achievement or growth metrics,
which is not identical to the schoolwide proportion provided in other reports as not every student contributed to these data. This also means these proportions can differ
between the two metrics as some students have achievement data but not growth and vice versa. Results for a school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students.
Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged
students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas's growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

At Haas Hall schools, non-economically disadvantaged students had growth scores that were higher than the state
average for similar students. There were no schools that had growth scores for at least 25 students facing economic
disadvantage to show results.®

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School
With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

@® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ ® 70th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ @ 64th
Haas Hall Bentonville* (5%) @® 97th
Haas Hall Academy At the Lane* (11%) @® 95th
Haas Hall Academy Jones Center* (18%) @® 85th

Haas Hall Academy* (12%) ® 84th

5 Values in parentheses represent % ED students. This percentage is based only on the proportion of students with data contributing to the achievement or growth metrics,
which is not identical to the schoolwide proportion provided in other reports as not every student contributed to these data. This also means these proportions can differ
between the two metrics as some students have achievement data but not growth and vice versa. Results for a school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students.
Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged
students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN LINCOLN

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. The typical school in Lincoln ranks in the 32" percentile for achievement and
the 22" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School

ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score

Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+

District Median:

st

District Median:

Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th

Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) ] B 95th % ® [ 2T ] 87th

Elkins School District (48%) ® @ 85th 62nd

Farmington School District (27%) ® @ 82nd ® 55th

Rogers School District (55%) © oafd o MO o 78th @0 e L 85th

Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ T4th ® ® 44th

Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eoo " 74th o @ ® L0 82nd

Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® L 73rd e © 64th

Prairie Grove School District (36%) [ ] ee 69th ® 00 L) 39th

Siloam Springs School District (47%) ] ® 66th 9 @ 62nd

Gravette School District (42%) [ 5] 64th e [= 57th

LISA Academies (64%)* ® 62nd @ 59th

Springdale School District (71%) b ®°CPane ® 54th @0 o @ P 82nd

Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd L] @ 24th

West Fork School District (47%) e o 42nd ® 19th

Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd

Greenland School District (72%) ® ¢ 34th @ o 43rd

Lincoln School District (71%) ® ® 32nd e 22nd

Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0

st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not

considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Lincoln students experience, and how did this differ by students’

family income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that 0% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Lincoln attended A or B
schools, therefore 0% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Lincoln students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Lincoln, students not facing
economic disadvantage had higher achievement than those in the district who were economically disadvantaged.
Both groups had similar growth scores, but these scores were typically below the state average. These economic-
related differences within the district have remained relatively stable over time.?

Percent Proficient and Value-Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

-®- Economically Disadvantaged -®- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math

100 1
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 75 4

rates ranked at the 64 percentile* statewide and

61t percentile* among Northwest AR districts. o ’\\_\’/". .\,_.\.
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ '/\"‘\’/"

combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 25

at the 17t percentile* statewide and 8t
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

O 4

Growth Scores 90+
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85
students’ combined math and ELA growth scores
ranked at the 12" percentile* statewide and 11 /\ & A
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 801 T ——g— % ————— ¢ W‘\
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751
growth combined math and ELA scoresranked at
the 12* percentile* statewide and 8™ percentile* 704

among Northwest AR districts. T r r v T T T T T T T T v v
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in Lincoln were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. Though in every school where data was available, economically disadvantaged
students had lower achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was similar to the same difference

statewide.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Lincoln
Middle (19.9 points) was similar to this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points). Additionally, economically
disadvantaged students at Lincoln Middle and Lincoln Elementary had similar achievement scores to economically
disadvantaged students in the rest of the state (who had an average score of 46.9).4

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE

Lincoln Middle (73%)

Lincoln Elementary (81%)

Lincoln High* (60%)

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

252 @

511 @ ® 726
469 @ ® 679
469 @ ® 66.8
® 403
® 386

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school'’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Lincoln, economically disadvantaged students in all schools grew less than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state. But there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools
grew students’ achievement, especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made
with economically disadvantaged students ranked near the state average for economically disadvantaged students (for
example, Lincoln Middle) but at other schools, economically disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the bottom of
the state (for example, Lincoln High and Lincoln Elementary).”

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School
With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ @ 70th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ ® 64th
Lincoln Middle (73%) 32nd @ @® 48th
Lincoln Elementary (81%) ® 5th
Lincoln High* (60%) 2nd @ 3rd

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS - LISA ACADEMY
SPRINGDALE

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success

factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on

these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district

and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math

and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.

The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. LISA Academy Springdale ranked near the middle of the state: in the 62
percentile for achievement and the 59" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @ School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) @ R 95th & o ¢ e 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® -] 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® @ 82nd ® e 55th
Rogers School District (55%) ® cpfo W & 78th @0 o Wep Wy 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ 74th ® @ 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eoe % 74th o © @® LB 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® =} L 73rd e O 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) ] ®e 69th ® 00 [ ] 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) @ @ 66th e 9 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ S} 64th e ) 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* @ 62nd ® 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°CPane W ® 54th » 0o o @ T O 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd - L ® 24th
West Fork School District (47%) e @ 42nd ® 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® o 34th @ ¢ 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ® 32nd o 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ 1st 1st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not

considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide

metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
*Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did LISA Academy Springdale students experience, and how did this

differ by students’ family income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that 0% of all students facing economic disadvantage at LISA Academy
Springdale attended an A or B school, therefore 0% of these students experienced an A or B school.?

How have test-based outcomes for LISA Academy Springdale students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students classified as economically
disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. At LISA Academy Springdale, students not
facing economic disadvantage were more likely to be proficient than those at the school who were economically
disadvantaged, but the latter group tended to make more growth, especially in ELA. Both groups tended to have
better achievement than the average Arkansas student. These economic-related differences within the school have
mostly remained stable over time, though the difference in ELA growth widened in 2022.3

Percent Proficient and Value -Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~#- Economically Disadvantaged -#- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 7t °

rates ranked at the 96™ percentile* statewide and :
87t percentile* among Northwest AR districts. ” o ®

i—

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’
combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 254
at the 83" percentile* statewide and 71

percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

Growth Scores 901

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85 -
students’ combined math and ELA growth scores

ranked at the 70t percentile* statewide and 67t i

percentile* among Northwest AR districts. a e

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’
combined math and ELA growth scores ranked at
the 87" percentile* statewide and 79'" percentile*
among Northwest AR districts. TR 3 Yo = ' P20

2021 2022 2016 2017
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Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point. Because LISA Springfield is a single school, we simply
added its values to the distributions of district scores across the state.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. LISA Academy Springdale was more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students than the rest of the state, and the difference in achievement between
economically disadvantaged students and others was much smaller than this difference statewide. The difference in
achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at LISA Academy Springdale (8.2 points)
was much smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points).4

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

@® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

LISA Academy Springdale* (63%) 541 @ ® 623
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679

4 Values in parentheses represent % ED students. This percentage is based only on the proportion of students with data contributing to the achievement or growth metrics,
which is not identical to the schoolwide proportion provided in other reports as not every student contributed to these data. This also means these proportions can differ
between the two metrics as some students have achievement data but not growth and vice versa. Results for a school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students.
Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged
students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas's growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

At LISA Academy Springdale, economically disadvantaged students grew more than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state and the typical non-economically disadvantaged student in the state. The
growth score for non-economically disadvantaged students, however, ranked slightly below the statewide average for
similar students.

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @® Not Economically Disadvantaged

LISA Academy Springdale* (63%) 57th @ ® 75th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ @® 70th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ @® 64th

5 Values in parentheses represent % ED students. This percentage is based only on the proportion of students with data contributing to the achievement or growth metrics,
which is not identical to the schoolwide proportion provided in other reports as not every student contributed to these data. This also means these proportions can differ
between the two metrics as some students have achievement data but not growth and vice versa. Results for a school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students.
Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged
students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN PEA RIDGE

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Pea Ridge schools rank highly: The typical school in Pea Ridge ranks in
the 73" percentile for achievement and the 64t percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) ] ety 95th % ® ¢ wIre 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® -] 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® @ 82nd 3 e e 55th
Rogers School District (55%) © cefdo M ¥ 78th @0 o Weg ey 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ T4th ® @ 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eo® . 74th o © ® 91 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® (=) ] 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) @ e 69th ® 0o L) 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) ] ® 66th 9 @ 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ ] 64th e o 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* ® 62nd @ 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°CPane W ® 54th » 0o 0B @ P O 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd = L] @ 24th
West Fork School District (47%) ® ® 42nd ® 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® e 34th @ o 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ® 32nd e 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ 1st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Pea Ridge students experience, and how did this differ by students’ family
income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that while 16% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Pea Ridge
attended A or B schools, 0% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Pea Ridge students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Pea Ridge, students not facing
economic disadvantage had higher achievement than those in the district who were economically disadvantaged.
Recent growth scores in literacy are similar for both groups and though differences exist in math growth, the
scores have been improving over time for both groups.?

Percent Proficient and Value-Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

-#- Economically Disadvantaged -~ Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math
100 1

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 75 -
rates ranked at the 82" percentile* statewide and

69™ percentile* among Northwest AR districts. "’_’\___‘_\.—_—. . |

501 Fa —
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ ’/*\_'\.’A o—"'—_’\.\_'___.
combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked

251
at the 32" percentile* statewide and 33™
percentile* among Morthwest AR districts.

\
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Growth Scores 90+
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85 -
students’ combined math and ELA growth scores
ranked at the 66% percentile* statewide and 65 L B e
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 801 % C————————— W
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751
combined math and ELA growth scoresranked at
the 49t percentile* statewide and 49 percentile* 704

among Northwest AR districts. T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category.
For example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in Pea Ridge were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. But in every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower

achievement scores than their peers, and this difference in performance was relatively consistent between schools and

similar to this difference statewide.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Pea Ridge
Middle (19.7 points) was similar to this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points). Additionally, economically
disadvantaged students at Pea Ridge Middle, Pea Ridge Intermediate and Pea Ridge Primary had higher achievement
scores than economically disadvantaged students statewide (who had an average score of 46.9).4

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

Pea Ridge Middle (32%)

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION

Pea Ridge Intermediate (36%)

Pea Ridge Primary (32%)

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE

Pea Ridge Junior High (37%)

Pea Ridge High (31%)

545 @

511 @

492 @

492 @

469 @

428 @

328 @ ® 493

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

® 742

® 726

® 679

® 679

® 679

® 61.6

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Pea Ridge, economically disadvantaged students in most schools grew more than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state. But there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools
grew students’ achievement, especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made
with economically disadvantaged students ranked highly and was nearly identical to the growth made by non-
economically disadvantaged students (for example, Pea Ridge Middle), but in other schools, economically disadvantaged
students’ growth ranked near the bottom of the state (for example, Pea Ridge Junior High).

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Pea Ridge Middle (32%) 86th @ @® 92nd
Pea Ridge Intermediate (36%) 54th @ ® 66th
Pea Ridge Primary (32%) 54th @ @® 66th
Pea Ridge High (31%) 50th @ ® 69th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ @ 70th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ @ 64th
Pea Ridge Junior High (37%) 10th @ ® 12th

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical

achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data

are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN PRAIRIE GROVE

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Prairie Grove schools rank highly on achievement but lower on growth:
The typical school in Prairie Grove ranks in the 69" percentile for achievement and the 39" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) ] ety 95th % ® ¢ wIre 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® -] 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® @ 82nd 3 e e 55th
Rogers School District (55%) © cefdo M ¥ 78th @0 o Weg ey 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ T4th ® @ 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eo® . 74th o © ® 91 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® (=) ] 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) @ e 69th ® 0o L) 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) ] ® 66th 9 @ 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ ] 64th e o 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* ® 62nd @ 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°CPane W ® 54th » 0o 0B @ P O 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd = L] @ 24th
West Fork School District (47%) ® ® 42nd ® 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® e 34th @ o 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ® 32nd e 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ 1st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Prairie Grove students experience, and how did this differ by students’ family
income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage -
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that while 20% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Prairie Grove
attended A or B schools, 0% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Prairie Grove students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Prairie Grove, students not
facing economic disadvantage had higher achievement than those in the district who were economically
disadvantaged. The differences in growth scores were smaller, but both groups tended to fall below state averages
over time.3

Percent Proficient and Value-Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~®- Economically Disadvantaged -@- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math
100 1

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 75 4

rates ranked at the 80t percentile* statewide and

67 percentile* among Northwest AR districts. o/‘\"/“\.\.
501 L

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ .——_"\'_,_,—o\_."4 = \'—\—4.

combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 25
at the 315 percentile* statewide and 28™
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.
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Growth Scores 901
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85
students’ combined math and ELA growth scores
ranked at the 45® percentile* statewide and 46" | e~ %
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 80 — "¢ —e¢—F7 — — & ¥ &7 Ve | —
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751
combined math and ELA growth scoresranked at
the 27 percentile* statewide and 32"¢ percentile* 704
among Northwest AR districts. T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school's achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Most schools in Prairie Grove obtained slightly better achievement for
economically disadvantaged students than other schools statewide. Though in every school, economically
disadvantaged students had lower achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was smaller in
some schools.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Prairie
Grove Junior High (12.7 points) was much smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points).
Additionally, economically disadvantaged students at all schools but Prairie Grove High had better achievement than
economically disadvantaged students in the rest of the state (who had an average score of 46.9).4

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School
With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Prairie Grove Junior High (36%) 526 @ ® 653
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
Prairie Grove Elementary (35%) 50.6 @ ® 646
Prairie Grove Middle (35%) 498 @ ® 754
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679
Prairie Grove High* (36%) 354 @ ® 522

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school'’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Prairie Grove, economically disadvantaged students in most schools grew less than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state. But there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools
grew students’ achievement, especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made
with economically disadvantaged students ranked above the state average and was greater than the growth made by non-
economically disadvantaged students (for example, Prairie Grove Junior High), but in other schools, economically
disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the bottom of the state and was much lower than their non-economically
disadvantaged peers in the same school (for example, Prairie Grove Elementary).®

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School
With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

@® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ ® 70th
Prairie Grove Junior High (36%) 36th @ ® 45th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ @ 64th
Prairie Grove Middle (35%) 36th @ @ 7ist
Prairie Grove High* (36%) 31st @ ® 38th
Prairie Grove Elementary (35%) 11th @ @ 30th

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.

fﬁce_fur WALTON FAMILY 63
(d’ TNTP reimagine teaching du(;zl?g;on FOUNDATI ON




STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN ROGERS

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Rogers schools rank highly: The typical school in Rogers ranks in the
78 percentile for achievement and the 85 percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @ School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 5 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) @ e 95th & ® @ [ sr ] 87th
Elkins School District (48%) L =] 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) @ e 82nd @ L 55th
Rogers School District (55%) © cqfdo® £ 78th @0 o Wep Gy 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ T4th ® ® 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eoe & 74th o @ @® i1 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® =} L 73rd e o 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) [} X 69th ® 6o ® 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) @ @ 66th e 9 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ s} 64th @ @ 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* ® 62nd e 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°CPane 2 54th » 00 o @ W 0 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® e 43rd - ® ® 24th
West Fork School District (47%) ® ® 42nd ® 19th
Decatur School District (79%) G 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® o 34th @ ¢ 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® e 32nd o 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ 1st 1st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Rogers students experience, and how did this differ by students’

family income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that while 40% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Rogers attended
A or B schools, only 8% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Rogers students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Rogers, students not facing
economic disadvantage had substantially more success than those in the district who were economically
disadvantaged, but both groups had better or similar achievement and growth than the average Arkansas student.
These economic-related differences within the district have remained stable over time.?

Percent Proficient and Value-Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~®- Economically Disadvantaged -@- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math
100 1
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged

students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 754
rates ranked at the 91 percentile* statewide and */’\\,\H
86™ percentile* among Northwest AR districts. .——_._._.\-0‘.

50 -1

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ N« r/.\.—\lv

combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 25
at the 48™ percentile* statewide and 44
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

O B
Growth Scores 901
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85

students’ combined math and ELA growth scores
ranked at the 80" percentile* statewide and 78t 804 M

percentile* among Northwest AR districts. —

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751

combined math and ELA growth scoresranked at

the 64 percentile* statewide and 62" 70

percentile* among Northwest AR districts. T T T T T y T T T T T v E 5
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school's achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in Rogers were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. Though in every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower
achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was much smaller in some schools. And in some
schools, economically disadvantaged students outperformed non-economically disadvantaged students statewide.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Janie Darr
Elementary (6.2 points) was much smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points). Additionally,
economically disadvantaged students at Janie Darr and Eastside Elementary who had lower achievement scores than their
non-economically disadvantaged peers still had better achievement than economically disadvantaged students in the rest
of the state (who had an average score of 46.9) and non-economically disadvantaged students in the rest of the state (who
had an average score of 67.9). In some schools, economically disadvantaged students scored substantially lower than their
non-economically disadvantaged peers in the same school and below the state average (for example, Bellview
Elementary)*

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @® Not Economically Disadvantaged

Janie Darr Elementary (13%) 838 @ @® 910
Eastside Elementary (64%) 729 @ @® 877
Frank Tillery Elementary (68%) 63.1 @ ® 869
Bonnie Grimes Elementary (70%) 61.7 ® ® 712

Jones Elementary (74%) 59.1 @ ® 76.8
Garfield Elementary (69%) 59.0 ® ® 786

Kirksey Middle (58%)

Elza R. Tucker Elementary (56%)
ElImwood Middle (46%)

Lingle Middle (61%)

Fairview Elementary (20%)
Grace Hill Elementary (77%)
Joe Mathias Elementary (70%)
Rogers New Technology High* (55%)
Northside Elementary (58%)
Reagan Elementary (51%)
Oakdale Middle (68%)

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION
Westside Elementary (60%)
Lowell Elementary (60%)
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE
Bellview Elementary (19%)
Rogers High (44%)

58.0 @
574 @
572 @
551 @
544 @
543 @
541 @
528 @
523 @
5114 @
514 @
511 @
491 @
482 @
469 @
428 @
389 @

(
(
(
(
Old Wire Elementary (81%) 604 ® ® 76.6
(
(
(
(

® 793
® 725
® 88.6
® 768
® 815
® 65.0
® 704
® 65.7
® 718
® 687
@ 69.0
® 726
® 757
® 68.1
® 679
® 918
® 64.1

Rogers Heritage High (56%) 336 @ ® 523

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school'’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Rogers, economically disadvantaged students in most schools grew more than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state. But there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools
grew students’ achievement, especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made
with economically disadvantaged students ranked highly and was nearly identical to the growth made by non-
economically disadvantaged students (for example, Eastside Elementary), but in other schools, economically
disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the bottom of the state and was much lower than their non-economically
disadvantaged peers in the same school (for example, Fairview Elementary).

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Eastside Elementary (64%
Westside Elementary (60%
Garfield Elementary (69%

Frank Tillery Elementary (68%
Elza R. Tucker Elementary (56%
Bonnie Grimes Elementary (70%
74%
77%
58%
46%
70%
Old Wire Elementary (81%
Lingle Middle (61%

Lowell Elementary (60%
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION
Kirksey Middle (58%)
Oakdale Middle (68%)
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE
Reagan Elementary (51%

Jones Elementary
Grace Hill Elementary
Northside Elementary

Elmwood Middle

Joe Mathias Elementary

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

)
Bellview Elementary (19%)
Rogers High (44%)

Janie Darr Elementary (13%)
Rogers Heritage High (56%)
Rogers New Technology High* (55%)
)

Fairview Elementary (20%

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical

10th @

58th @

60th @
59th @
58th @
58th @
53rd @
48th ®
43rd @
41st @
40th @
35th @ ® 41st
35th @

32nd @ ® 53rd

97th @ 98th
84th @ ® 99th
@® 82nd
81st @ ® 95th
79th ® ® 87th
77th @ @ 90th
74th @ @ 388th
® 73rd
70th @

® 67th

® 90th

@ 89th
® 70th
@® 64th
® 7ist
® 70th
@® 70th
® 63rd
@® 64th

® 98th

28th @ ® 6ist

28th @@ 31st
28th @ ® 42nd

® 35th

achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data

are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN SILOAM SPRINGS

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school's letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.

The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Siloam Springs schools rank above the state average: The typical school
in Siloam Springs ranks in the 66" percentile for achievement and the 62" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) ] ety 95th % ® ¢ wIre 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® -] 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® @ 82nd 3 e e 55th
Rogers School District (55%) ® o & 78th @0 o Weyp Wiy 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* g T4th ® ® 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eo® . 74th o © ® 91 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® (=) ] 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) @ e 69th ® 0o L) 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) ] ® 66th 9 @ 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ ] 64th e o 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* ® 62nd @ 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°CPane » 54th »ee L EH O 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd = L] @ 24th
West Fork School District (47%) ® ® 42nd ® 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® e 34th @ o 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ® 32nd e 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ 1st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Siloam Springs students experience, and how did this differ by

students’ family income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that while 18% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Siloam Springs
attended A or B schools, 0% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Siloam Springs students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Siloam Springs, students not
facing economic disadvantage had substantially higher achievement than those in the district who were
economically disadvantaged, but both groups had growth scores that were better or similar to the average
Arkansas student. These economic-related differences within the district have remained stable over time.?

Percent Proficient and Value-Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

-®- Economically Disadvantaged -®- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math

100 1
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 75 4

rates ranked at the 72" percentile* statewide and

64™ percentile* among Northwest AR districts. '/‘\0—0\.—__. "‘.\’—‘\.\*
501

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ ./’\.\_.*\.__. N

combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 25
at the 32" percentile* statewide and 31
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

04
Growth Scores 901
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85

students’ combined math and ELA growth scores

ranked at the 57 percentile* statewide and 57t 80+ M o A

percentile* among Northwest AR districts. ";V s a1 —— e

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751

combined math and ELA growth scoresranked at

the 32" percentile* statewide and 31%* percentile* 704

among Northwest AR districts. T T T g T T y v T T T y v T
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Schools in Siloam Springs tended to get similar results for economically
disadvantaged students. Though in every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower achievement scores
than their peers, this difference in performance was smaller than this same difference statewide. And in most schools,
economically disadvantaged students outperformed economically disadvantaged students statewide.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Southside
Elementary (12.1 points) was smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points). Additionally,
economically disadvantaged students at all schools except Siloam Springs High Conversion Charter had better
achievement than economically disadvantaged students in the rest of the state (who had an average score of 46.9).*

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Delbert Pete & Pat Allen Elementary (58%) 531 @ ® 652
Southside Elementary (53%) 531 @ ® 652
Northside Elementary (38%) 531 @ ® 652
Siloam Springs Intermediate (49%) 515 @ ® 66.6
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
Siloam Springs Middle (46%) 50.9 @ ® 66.7
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 679
Siloam Springs High Conversion Charter* (40%) 325 @ ® 50.8

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school'’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Siloam Springs, economically disadvantaged students in most schools grew more than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state. And most schools’ growth rate for economically disadvantaged students
ranked similarly. The growth most schools made with economically disadvantaged students ranked slightly ahead of the
state average for economically disadvantaged students, except at Siloam Springs High Conversion Charter, where
economically disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the bottom of the state.®

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ ® 70th
Delbert Pete & Pat Allen Elementary (58%) 47th @ ® 63rd
Southside Elementary (53%) 47th @ ® 63rd
Northside Elementary (38%) 47th @ @® 63rd
Siloam Springs Middle (46%) 45th @® 47th
Siloam Springs Intermediate (49%) 41st @ ® 63rd
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th ® ® 64th
Siloam Springs High Conversion Charter* (40%) 22nd @ ® 37th

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN SPRINGDALE

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.
The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many Springdale schools rank near the state average for achievement, but
higher for growth: The typical school in Springdale ranks in the 54t percentile for achievement and the 82"
percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) @ g, 95th S ® @ L2t 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® ® 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® e 82nd 3 L L 55th
Rogers School District (55%) © cafdo M & 78th ®e o Wep e ] 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* @ T4th ® @ 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eo® L T4th o © @® i 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® L] 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) @ ®e 69th ® 00 e 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) ] @ 66th e 9 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) 5] 64th e e 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* ® 62nd ® 59th
Springdale School District (71%) ®OOPane 54th ®» 00 @ L 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd - @ ® 24th
West Fork School District (47%) ® @ 42nd L ® 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® o 34th @ © 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ] 32nd s 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ 1st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did Springdale students experience, and how did this differ by students
family income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage —
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that while 22% of all students facing economic disadvantage in Springdale
attended A or B schools, only 17% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for Springdale students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In Springdale, students not
facing economic disadvantage had substantially higher achievement than those in the district who were
economically disadvantaged. Both groups had growth scores that tended to be better than the average Arkansas
student. These economic-related differences within the district have remained stable over time, though growth
scores for both student groups have declined recently.?

Percent Proficient and Value-Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

~®- Economically Disadvantaged -®- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math

In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency rid

rates ranked at the 89% percentile* statewide and '—’_\__.\.__‘ .———-—0\"‘\_‘
81 percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ '/\\‘\_f’—. o—’/‘—_—'_\“\._.
combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 254

at the 26" percentile* statewide and 19
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 0
Growth Scores 90+
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 854
students’ combined math and ELA growth scores
ranked at the 80" percentile* statewide and 76% ]
percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 80 ©
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751
combined math and ELA growth scores ranked at
the 54 percentile* statewide and 54*" percentile* 70
among Northwest AR districts. g g T g v T v T r T y T T T
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in Springdale were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. Though in every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower
achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was much smaller in some schools. And in some
schools, economically disadvantaged students outperformed non-economically disadvantaged students statewide.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at Harp
Elementary (12.4 points) was smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points). Additionally,
economically disadvantaged students at John Tyson Elementary had substantially lower achievement scores than their
non-economically disadvantaged peers (68.3 compared to 91.9), but still had better achievement than economically
disadvantaged students in the rest of the state (who had an average score of 46.9) and non-economically disadvantaged
students in the rest of the state (who had an average score of 67.9).4

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

John Tyson Elementary (74%) 683 @ ® 919
Bernice Young Elementary (34%) 65.6 @ ® 922
Hunt Elementary (54%) 63.4 ® ® 909
Hellstern Middle (44%) 599 @ ® 90.0
Harp Elementary (78%) 541 @ ® 66.5
Bayyari Elementary (89%) 541 @ ® 718
Willis Shaw Elementary (34%) 541 @ ® 819
Don Tyson of Innovation* (58%) 529 @ ® 695
George Elementary (88%) 51.9 @ ® 79.8
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
Linda Childers Knapp Elementary (89%) 50.7 @ ® 81.0
Sonora Elementary (72%) 50.7 @ ® 676
Helen Tyson Middle (82%) 50.6 ® ® 716
Walker Elementary (67%) 50.0 ® ® 776
Turnbow Elementary (84%) 492 @ ® 786
Thurman G. Smith Elementary (71%) 491 ® ® 68.5
Jim D Rollins Elementary of Innovation (32%) 484 @ ® 80.2
Monitor Elementary (85%) 480 ® ® 68.1
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 469 @ ® 67.9
Southwest Junior High (78%) 452 @ ® 648
Central Junior High (51%) 451 @ ® 78.0
Sonora Middle (87%) 445 @ ® 6238
Westwood Elementary (88%) 445 @ @® 583
Elmdale Elementary (88%) 423 @ ® 533
J. O. Kelly Middle (93%) 40.6 ® ® 487
Parson Hills Elementary (97%) @ 40.1
Jones Elementary (95%) ® 399
Har-Ber High (51%) 362 @ ® 67.0
George Junior High (89%) 334 @ ® 476
Lakeside Junior High (87%) 318 @ ® 458
Springdale High (80%) 242 @ ® 40.0

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas's growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In Springdale, economically disadvantaged students in most schools grew more than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state. But there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools
grew students’ achievement, especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made
with economically disadvantaged students ranked highly and was nearly identical to the growth made by non-

economically disadvantaged students (for example, Hunt Elementary, John Tyson Elementary and Bayyari Elementary), but

in other schools, economically disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the bottom of the state and was much lower
than their non-economically disadvantaged peers in the same school (for example, ElImdale Elementary).

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

@ Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

Hunt Elementary (54%) 95th @ @ 99th
John Tyson Elementary (74%) 94th @ @ 98th
Bayyari Elementary (89%) 93rd ® @ 97th
George Elementary (88%) 92nd @ ® 99th
Hellstern Middle (44%) 83rd ® @ 88th
Turnbow Elementary (84%) 82nd @ @® 89th
Walker Elementary (67%) 75th @ ® 82nd
Linda Childers Knapp Elementary (89%) 77th @ ® 89th
Helen Tyson Middle (82%) 76th ® @ 81st
Harp Elementary (78%) 75th @ ® 89th
Bernice Young Elementary (34%) 74th @ @® 85th
Monitor Elementary (85%) 70th @ ® 90th
Thurman G. Smith Elementary (71%) 51st @ @® 70th
Westwood Elementary (88%) 60th @ ® 68th
Willis Shaw Elementary (34%) 54th @ ® 88th
Jones Elementary (95%) @ 51st
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ @® 70th
Sonora Middle (87%) 44th @ ® 61st
J. 0. Kelly Middle (93%) 43rd ® @® 57th
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ ® 64th
Southwest Junior High (78%) 38th @ 39th
Parson Hills Elementary (97%) ® 38th
Sonora Elementary (72%) 35th @ @® 62nd
Central Junior High (51%) 34th @ ® 61st
Jim D Rollins Elementary of Innovation (32%) 24th @ @® 54th
Don Tyson of Innovation* (58%) 22nd @ ® 44th
Har-Ber High (51%) 21st @ ® 31st
George Junior High (89%) 13th @ @ 18th
EImdale Elementary (88%) 14th @ ® 36th
Springdale High (80%) ® 14th
Lakeside Junior High (87%) 12th @ ® 22nd

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical

achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data

are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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STUDENTS’ ACCESS TO HIGH-QUALITY SCHOOLS IN WEST FORK

A look at overall school quality and differences in opportunity based on students’ family income

OVERVIEW OF THIS REPORT

As part of the Every School Succeeds Act (ESSA), Arkansas provides metrics describing the quality of every public school in
the state. These metrics cover multiple aspects of school quality and include students’ overall math and English Language
Arts (ELA) achievement, achievement growth in these same subjects, graduation rates and a set of school quality success
factors such as attendance, grades and achievement in subjects other than math or ELA. Arkansas combines scores on
these different metrics to determine a school’s letter grade. This report uses this data to show how schools in your district
and throughout Northwest Arkansas rank compared to all other schools in Arkansas.’

Northwest Arkansas schools tend to be significantly higher quality than the rest of the state.

The typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores significantly higher on Arkansas’s ESSA school quality indicators than
schools elsewhere in the state. For example, the typical Northwest Arkansas school ranks in the 68" percentile on math
and ELA achievement, which means the typical school in Northwest Arkansas scores higher than 68% of schools statewide.
But access to high-quality schools varies by district, with some districts providing more high-ranking schools than others.
The figure below shows the ranking of every school in Northwest Arkansas for each district, and highlights schools that
rank in the top 25% statewide in green. Many West Fork schools ranked below the state average: The typical school in
West Fork ranks in the 42" percentile for achievement and the 19" percentile for growth.

Which districts have top- and bottom-ranked schools?
Schools' state percentile rankings on achievement and growth for 2021-2022 by district

Bottom Quartile School @  School Ranks in Middle 50% Top Quartile School
ESSA Math and ELA Achievement ESSA Math and ELA Growth Score
District Median: District Median:
Haas Hall Academy (11%)* ® 100th 88th
Founders Classical Academies Of Arkansas (11%)* 97th 88th
Bentonville School District (21%) ] ety 95th % ® ¢ wIre 87th
Elkins School District (48%) ® -] 85th @ 62nd
Farmington School District (27%) ® @ 82nd 3 e e 55th
Rogers School District (55%) © oo & 78th @0 o Weyp Wiy 85th
Arkansas Arts Academy (29%)* g T4th ® ® 44th
Fayetteville School District (38%) @ eo® . 74th o © ® 91 82nd
Pea Ridge School District (34%) ® (=) ] 73rd e © 64th
Prairie Grove School District (36%) @ e 69th ® 0o L) 39th
Siloam Springs School District (47%) ] ® 66th 9 @ 62nd
Gravette School District (42%) [ ] 64th e o 57th
LISA Academies (64%)* ® 62nd @ 59th
Springdale School District (71%) b ®°CPane » 54th »ee L EH O 82nd
Gentry School District (57%) ® o 43rd = L] @ 24th
West Fork School District (47%) ® ® 42nd ® 19th
Decatur School District (79%) @ 36th o ® 52nd
Greenland School District (72%) ® e 34th @ o 43rd
Lincoln School District (71%) ® ® 32nd e 22nd
Hope Academy Of Northwest Arkansas (45%)+ 2nd 0
Responsive Ed Solutions Premier High School Of Springdale (62%)+ 1st st

1 All data in this report is from My School Info (https://myschoolinfo.arkansas.gov/Plus/Districts), Economically Disadvantaged (ED) students are those who receive free or
reduced-price lunch. My School Info separately provides information for ED students and all students in the district or school. To estimate these metrics for students not
considered ED, we identified the metric score needed among non-ED students so that when combined with ED students, the result is equal to the district-wide or school-wide
metric values.

Values in parentheses are total district % FRL in 2021-2022, regardless of whether student contributed to ESSA scores.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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What levels of quality did West Fork students experience, and how did this differ by students’ family
income?

Arkansas provides separate quality scores for each school based only on students experiencing economic disadvantage.
For example, the state reports the ESSA math and ELA achievement score as well as the ESSA growth score each school
would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage. Therefore, we can use these different ESSA
scores to calculate the letter grade a school would earn if it was based only on students facing economic disadvantage -
i.e., how economically disadvantaged students experienced school.

When comparing the overall letter grades from schools that economically disadvantaged students attended — those based
on data from all students — to the letter grades a school would have earned if they were based only on students facing
economic disadvantage, we found that 0% of all students facing economic disadvantage in West Fork attended A or
B schools, therefore 0% of these students experienced A or B schools.?

How have test-based outcomes for West Fork students changed over time?

Given the major disruption caused by the pandemic, we looked at students’ proficiency rates and growth scores over the
last seven years. Importantly, we looked at these test-based outcomes separately for students in the district classified as
economically disadvantaged and those who are not to compare differences over time. In West Fork, students not facing
economic disadvantage had slightly more success than those in the district who were economically disadvantaged,
but both groups typically had lower achievement and growth than the average Arkansas student. These economic-
related differences within the district have remained similar over time.?

Percent Proficient and Value-Added Growth Score by Economic Disadvantaged Status

-@- Economically Disadvantaged -#- Not Economically Disadvantaged State Average for All Students

Proficiency Rates ELA Math
1001
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged
students’ combined math and ELA proficiency 75 4
rates ranked at the 62" percentile* statewide and

57t percentile* among Northwest AR districts. ’_‘\’____‘\
501 & -
In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ \/°
combined math and ELA proficiency rates ranked 254
at the 30™ percentile* statewide and 23
percentile* among Northwest AR districts.

O B
Growth Scores 901
In 2022, non-economically disadvantaged 85

students’ combined math and ELA growth scores
ranked at the 215 percentile* statewide and 14% | & 4 4

percentile* among Northwest AR districts. 801 W \'/./.

In 2022, economically disadvantaged students’ 751

combined math and ELA growth scoresranked at

the 21% percentile* statewide and 17*" percentile*
among Northwest AR districts.

701
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Spring of School Year

2 Letter grade equivalents are based on the ESSA School Index score associated with the ED group in the school and the letter grade equivalents were calculated using the
conversion tables provided in appendix A of the Arkansas school rating system rules (https://dese.ade.arkansas.gov/Files/20201214170058_ade_334_--
_Rules_Governing_the_School_Rating_System.pdf).

3 Proficiency is percent Meets/Exceeds Standards on grades 3-10 ACT Aspire; growth scores are grades 3-10 LEA Mean Value-Added Growth. Combined math and ELA scores
are a simple average of the two. Note that it is possible that in some years there were not enough non-ED students to estimate an achievement or growth score. See Footnote 1
for more details.

* To calculate percentile rankings, we considered each district by ED category a distinct data point and identified where each ranked among all districts by ED-category. For
example, all ED students in district X were one data point while all non-ED students in district X were another data point.
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Which schools had the highest achievement for all students?

We examined each school’s achievement scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Some schools in West Fork were more effective at getting better results for
economically disadvantaged students. Though in every school, economically disadvantaged students had lower
achievement scores than their peers, this difference in performance was much smaller in some schools. But overall,
economically disadvantaged students had lower achievement than economically disadvantaged students statewide.

For example, the difference in achievement scores between economically disadvantaged students and others at West Fork
Middle (10.7 points) was smaller than this difference in the typical school statewide (21 points). Additionally, this difference
was even smaller at West Fork High (6.7 points), but economically disadvantaged students in this school scored much
lower than economically disadvantaged students statewide (who had an average score of 46.9).4

2021-2022 ESSA Achievement Score Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

® Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 511 @ ® 726
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 46.9 @ ® 67.9
West Fork Middle (50%) 441 @ ® 5438
West Fork Elementary (48%) 433 @ ® 60.7
West Fork High (43%) 29.0 ® ® 357

4 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical
achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school's group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data
are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.

* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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Which schools achieved the most growth for all students?

We also looked at each school's growth scores separately for economically disadvantaged students and students who
were not economically disadvantaged. Growth scores represent how well schools were able to improve a student’s
achievement compared to other students who started at a similar place academically. Because Arkansas’s growth scores
can be hard to interpret, we converted these scores to percentiles to show where each group of students in a school
would rank statewide. These rankings indicate how much a school'’s students grew academically compared to the typical
growth made by students in all other schools in the state.

In West Fork, economically disadvantaged students in most schools grew less than the typical economically
disadvantaged student in the state. But there were large differences between schools in how effectively schools
grew students’ achievement, especially for economically disadvantaged students. The growth some schools made
with economically disadvantaged students ranked near the state average (for example, West Fork High), but in other
schools, economically disadvantaged students’ growth ranked near the bottom of the state (for example, West Fork
Elementary and Middle).>

2021-2022 ESSA Growth Score Percentile Ranking Based Only on Designated Students by School

With percent of students who are economically disadvantaged in parentheses

@ Economically Disadvantaged @ Not Economically Disadvantaged

MEDIAN SCHOOL IN REGION 48th @ ® 70th
West Fork High (43%) 29th @ @ 41st
MEDIAN SCHOOL IN STATE 40th @ ® 64th
West Fork Elementary (48%) 19th @ @ 24th
West Fork Middle (50%) 16th @ ® 24th

5 Values in parentheses represent % FRL students in the entire school. Note that this percentage is often different from the percentage of ED students who contributed data
points to the schools’ achievement or growth metrics. This is because some students in the school might not have 2022 achievement results or did not have the historical

achievement data needed to calculate a growth score. The results in the figure above are based only on the ED students who contributed data to the ESSA metric and results for a
school’s group are only shown if there are at least 25 students contributing data. Schools that do not have at least 25 economically disadvantaged students contributing data

are placed at the bottom of the figure, regardless of how their non-economically disadvantaged students rank.
* Signifies an open enrollment or district conversion charter. + Signifies Alternative Learning Environment (ALE) or targeted student population.
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