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New Hope-Solebury School District  

Curriculum Advisory Committee Agenda 

District Conference Room    

September 24, 2012   6:30 – 8:00 PM 

Approved by Committee November 28, 2012 

  

 

I. The meeting was called to order at 635 PM. 

 

II. Roll Call 

 

Committee members present were Dr. Boccuti, Dr. Castelli, Mrs. Cosner, Mrs. 

Ge, Mrs. Gomez, Dr. Lewis, Mr. Lieberman, Mrs. Marrone, Mrs. Rachlin, Dr. 

Rodrigues, Mrs. Tealer, Mrs. Wood, and Mr. Zander. Not present were Mr. Adar, 

Dr. Daley, Mrs. Gormley, and Mrs. Mitchell. 

 

Community members present were Mrs. Mangano, Mrs. Kingsley, and Mr. Band. 

 

III. Minutes from the August 27 meeting were approved without amendment. 

 

IV. OLD BUSINESS 

 

ITEM 1: Math & Science PQR update 

 

Dr. Lewis provided an update on the PQR process, which began with sessions for 

both Math and Science on September 20. Dr. Lewis noted the foremost goal of the 

PQRs is to promote a “good to great” focus of continuous improvement in our 

already very successful programs.  

 

V. NEW BUSINESS 

 

AGENDA ITEM 1: Student Achievement Data 

a) 2011-12 PSSA & AP Results 

b) Future: PARCC/SBAC College Readiness Assessments 

  

1. 2011-2012 and 5-year history of AP results were reviewed. NHSD had 65 AP 

scholars in the 2011-2012 test year.   

 The committee expressed interest in the following additional information: 

o AP score breakout by student year (e.g., freshmen vs. seniors) 

o Students who enrolled in AP coursework but didn’t participate in 

the exam 

o Course success / grades vs. AP exam scores 

o Greater understanding of score distribution in Statistics, Biology, 

and English Literature 

 It was noted the NHSD course requirements include restrictions on student 

participation in honors courses but not AP courses. 

 It was noted that NHSD offers no AP level courses in languages, with 

resulting low participation in these exams.  
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 The committee recommends further examination to dissect AP data, with 

goals to recognize NHSD trends and exam/coursework correlations that 

can drive improved course content and student success in exams.  Mrs. Ge 

and Mrs. Cosner agreed to work with Dr. Lewis on this analysis. 

 

2. 2012 PSSA scores were also reviewed 

 Question was raised regarding how principals and teachers follow up on 

score results today.  Mrs. Lang explained the followup by school and 

grade level is an ongoing process led by each school principal. 

 Science results were discussed, with explanation from Dr. Lewis of the 

difference between science taught by units in early grades (eg, Grade 4) 

vs. by courses in later grades (eg grade 11), which creates challenge to 

aligning student learning to the PSSA exam. 

 Transition of state of PA from PSSA to Keystone exams was discussed. 

Inclusion of Keystone results as part of AYP in school year 2012-13 is 

considered a significant challenge for all districts including NHSD.   

 The Administration is examining strategy for best aligning Keystone 

administration to student completion of coursework.  In some cases 

Keystone content may bridge courses, creating challenge in timing of the 

exam. 

 Mr. Lieberman outlined concern with lack of guidance from state of PA in 

administering Keystone exams to IEP students.  

 Longitudinal results specific to IEP student results at NHSD were 

requested, Mr. Zander agreed to follow up this request. 

 Score results from other Bucks county districts were requested; these have 

not yet been reviewed but are available within PDE data. 

 Mr. Band raised the concern that parents need to understand the 

relationship of raw scores to scaled scores in interpreting PSSA results.  

The district plans to include PDE information pertinent to this scoring 

interpretation on the District curriculum website. It was further noted that 

raw scores are provided on the test results sent to student homes by PDE. 

 

3. The committee reviewed a proposal for college readiness assessment testing 

from Vantage Learning. 

 Mr. Zander outlined the role of the PARCC/SBAC consortiums in driving 

new college readiness assessments aligned to Common Core standards. 

 Mr. Zander also outlined an offer from Vantage to provide free assessment 

testing to NHSD 11
th
 and 12

th
 grade students, with an option for followup 

remediation of any identified learning gaps. 

 Consensus of the committee was of no interest in pursuing the Vantage 

proposal at this time.  Reasons identified by the committee included: 

o The college readiness assessments are not a requirement at this 

time. 

o In general students are overtested in our schools and we should not 

subject them to additional testing that is not required. 

o It is not clear there is a problem with college readiness at NHSD. 

Dr. Boccuti outlined his goal for focused outreach to NHSD grads 

in the coming year in relation to this topic.  



3 

 

o Alternative tests, providers and technologies have not yet been 

reviewed by the District. The decision to work with an individual 

company on any basis should follow the full procurement process. 

o Desire to understand what other districts are doing in relation to 

these upcoming assessment requirements. 

o No clear validation has been provided of the Vantage testing or 

remediation results.  

o Vantage has been unable to clearly articulate the manner of use in 

the classroom or overall role & benefit provided by their product in 

the course of several demonstrations. 

 Mrs. Tealer and Mrs. Rodrigues agreed to work with Mr. Zander and Mr. 

Radaszkiewicz to further explore the potential around Computer-Assisted 

Testing alternatives for the District.  They will focus on: identifying a 

clear vision and value statement for how CAT may be utilized at NHSD; 

identifying additional candidate companies and what they offer (Pearson, 

Thompson, and Study Island); and identifying key success factors in 

driving successful implementation of CAT, such as technology needs and 

teacher training. Their results will be shared at a future committee 

meeting. 

 

AGENDA ITEM 2: STEM Education opportunity GAME:IT 

 

Because Dr. Daley was unable to attend tonight’s meeting, the discussion of the 

STEM Education opportunity GAME:IT was postponed until a future meeting. 

 

VI. Committee Discussion (All Topics) 

 

No Additional discussion 

 

VII. Public Discussion (All Topics) 

  

There was no additional public discussion. 

 

VIII. The meeting adjourned at 840 PM. 

 

 


