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Guiding Principles 

 

Pennfield School District Mission Statement 

The Mission of the Pennfield School District is to ensure all students the opportunity to learn and to provide them 

with the necessary skills to be contributing members of society. 

 

Pennfield High School Mission Statement 

The staff at Pennfield High School will provide for students a safe and orderly environment, ample opportunity to 

grow intellectually, socially, and emotionally so they become self-directed lifelong learners in a global society. 

Belief Statements: 

We Believe… 



 All students can learn and that all students should graduate from high school prepared for post-secondary 

opportunities. 

 All students learn best in a safe, positive, comfortable, orderly, and creative/reflective environment. 

 All students need the opportunity to reach their full potential through high expectations and a challenging 

appropriate course of study. 

 All students need to be provided an education that prepares them for today’s digital and information 

society. 

 All students thrive in an atmosphere that fosters positive relationships and mutual respect among staff and 

students. 

 All students learn and become more diversified when the responsibility for learning is shared equally and is 

supported across the curriculum by all school stakeholders (students, parents, teachers, and the 

community). 
 

Board of Education 
 

Mr. Michael Lind   Mr. Mike Bishop 

Mr. Paul Engels   Mr. Matt Saxton 

Mr. Jerry Stone   Mrs. Cindy Scharns 

Mr. Ron Hoerr 

ADMINISTRATION & GUIDANCE DEPARTMENT 

 

    Superintendent     
    High School Principal   Mr. Barry A. Duckham 
    High School Assistant Principal  Mr. Thomas Faber 
    High School Guidance Counselor  Mrs. Diane Voshell 



    High School Guidance Counselor  Mr. Kevin Hart 
 

PHS Leadership Team 
Professional Learning Groups (PLG) 

 
Collaborative professional learning communities require that teachers establish a common, concise set of essential 
curricular standards and teach to them on a roughly common schedule.  Teams consult their State 
standards/benchmark and other documents to help them make decisions about what to teach (and what not to teach). 
 
 
English Language Arts  Linda Winter (9-12 Core Chair) 
Social Studies    Mike McCafferty (9-12 Core Chair & PLG Leader) 
Science    John Corcoran (9-12 Core Chair & PLG Leader) 
Mathematics    Pam Metcalf (9-12 Core Chair) 
Fine & Practical Arts   Steve Bowen (9-12 Core Chair) 
PLG Leader    Jim Boehmer 
PLG Leader    Nick Koenigsknecht 
 
Pennfield High School has demonstrated a commitment to teaching and learning for over 70 years.  We attribute our 
ÓÔÕÄÅÎÔȭÓ ÓÕÃÃÅÓÓ ÔÏ ÃÏÒÅ ÖÁÌÕÅÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÃÏÎÔÉÎÕÅ ÔÏ ÄÅÆÉÎÅ ÏÕÒ ÓÃÈÏÏÌ ÃÕÌÔÕÒÅȢ 

 High Test Scores 
 Safe, caring and nurturing environment 
 Strong core academics 
 Rich selection of curricular and extra-curricular choices 
 Attention to individual needs 
 Strong behavior and character standards 
 Access to a variety of learning resources and technologies 
 Clean, comfortable, and well maintained facilities 
 High level of parent and community involvement 
 Highly trained and dedicated staff 
 Commitment to innovation and excellence 

 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Michigan Merit Curriculum (MMC) 
 

Holding students to consistent, high standards that will prepare them for the life and global economy they will face is 
ÔÈÅ ÉÎÔÅÎÔ ÂÅÈÉÎÄ -ÉÃÈÉÇÁÎȭÓ ÎÅ× ÈÉÇÈ ÓÃÈÏÏÌ ÒÅÑÕÉÒÅÍÅÎÔÓȢ  3ÕÃÃÅÓÓÆÕÌÌÙ ÃÏÍÐÌÅÔÉÎÇ ÔÈÅÓÅ ÒÅÑÕÉÒÅÍÅÎÔÓ ×ÉÌÌ ÇÉÖÅ ÏÕÒ 
high school graduates a strong foundation in preparation for higher education and to be competitive in securing the 
jobs of the 21st century.   
 
The State Board of Education introduced the new requirements, called the Michigan Merit Curriculum, in December 
2005.  When the state legislature enacted the requirements as law in March 2006, they became the driving force behind 
high school reform in Michigan and are among the most rigorous in the nation.  In satisfying these requirements, 
graduates will meet and often surpass the most stringent entry requirements for all colleges and universities in the 
state, and will provide the academic and applied learning skills business and industry leaders expect in their workforce.  
See the chart below comparing the old and new curriculum standards and personal curriculum modifications that PHS 
graduates (beginning with the class of 2011) will be held accountable to. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Required Subjects Class 2010 Required Subjects Class of 2011 Curriculum Modifications 

English 4 credits 9, 10, 11, 12 English 4 credits 9, 10, 11, 12 No Modification Allowed 

Mathematics 3 credits 

Mathematics 4 credits (Algebra, Geometry, 
Algebra II) 1 credit required at the senior level 
(must complete 3.5 credits) 

Complete 2.5 credits including .5 credit of Algebra II (or) 
Complete a 2 year Career and Tech. Ed. Curriculum which 
includes .5 credit of Algebra II content (or) Complete 
Algebra II over two years with credit given for each year. 

Science 2 Credits (Biology, 
Physical Science.5, Earth Science 
.5) 

Science 3 Credits (Biology (EC), Chemistry (EC), 
Physics (EC) No Modification Allowed 

Social Studies 3 Credits (Intro. 
S.S. 1, U.S. History 1, 
Government .5, Elective.5) 

Social Studies 3 Credits (World 
History/Geography 1, Economics .5, Civics .5, 
U.S. History 1) 

No modification for Civics, 2 credits must be earned; 
Modifications can only be made if the students take 
additional credit(s) beyond the required in English, 
Math, Science, World Languages. 

Health  (Not a Requirement) 
Health .5 Credit (Requirement will be met in 
the 8th grade with the class of 2013) 

Modification only if student takes additional credit(s) 
beyond the required credits in English, Math, Science, 
or World Languages. 

Physical Education 1 Credit Physical Education 1 Credit 

Modification only if student takes additional credit(s) 
beyond the required credits in English, Math, Science, 
or World Languages. 



Introduction to Computers .5 
Credit (This may be fulfilled at 
the Middle School) 

Online course or learning experience (or) 
Online experience is incorporated into each of 
the required classes. No Modification Allowed 

Fine & Practical Arts 1 Credit Visual Performing, Applied Arts 1 Credit 

Modification only if student takes additional credit(s) 
beyond the required credits in English, Math, Science, 
or World Languages. 

World Language (No 
Requirement) 

Credit earned in grades 9-12 (or) An equivalent 
learning experience in grades K-12. No Modification Allowed 

Credits Required 14.5 Credits Required 18.5   

   AdvancED School Accreditation Standards Assessment Report (SAR) 

The standards Assessment Report is designed to serve as a valuable self assessment and as a tool to help our school prepare 
for our Quality Assurance Review (QAR).  The report is based on the AdvancED standards, which serve as the foundation for 
the accreditation process.  In order to earn and maintain accreditation; Pennfield High School must meet the AdvancED 
standards, engage in a process of continuous improvement, and host a Quality Assurance Review at least once every five 
years.  
 
The Standards Assessment Report engages the Pennfield High School Staff in an in-depth assessment of each of the seven 
AdvancED standards.  In completing the report, the school identifies the data, information, evidence, and documented 
results that validate that it is meeting each standard.  This self assessment helps the school identify areas of strength and 
opportunities for improvement.  To view the complete Pennfield High School Standards Assessment Report go to the 
Pennfield School District website at www.pennfield.net open the high school link and open High School AdvancED/Education 
YES Self Assessment 
 
As our leadership team reviewed our assessment of our adherence to the seven accreditation standards for quality schools 
the following trends and themes were easily identifiable and showed a clear connection across the seven standards: 

o A data management system is in place and easily accessed by professional teaching staff. 
o Student performance data and demographic data are used to inform instruction, assessment, and remediation. 

http://www.pennfield.net/
http://www.pennfield.k12.mi.us/highschool/SAR08.pdf
http://www.pennfield.k12.mi.us/highschool/SAR08.pdf
http://www.pennfield.k12.mi.us/highschool/SAR08.pdf


o Collaboration within departments to continually address curriculum, assessment, and instructional delivery to 
improve outcomes for students. 

o Staff inclusion in policy and programming decisions. 
o Professional Development and learning opportunities for staff. 
o The availability of resources to deliver the curriculum in meaningful and relevant ways to our students. 
o Safe and orderly learning environment. 
o Educational technology resources. 
o A student information system is in place to provide meaningful information to parents regarding their students’ 

academic performance, school attendance, and other important school information. 
Our Greatest Strengths: 

o A data management/warehouse system is in place that allows staff access to student standardized test information, 
classroom assessment information, and student demographic information. 

o Teacher collaboration within and across departments to continuously address curriculum, assessment, and 
instructional delivery. 

o A well defined curriculum is in place. 
o The development of common curriculum units in all core academic areas using ML Toolbox. 
o Common classroom instructional practices (6 traits writing process, science labs, and math activities). 
o Innovative classroom practices integrating technology (freshmen laptop program). 
o The use of common assessment to inform instruction (ELA, Social Studies, Math). 
o Unit Tests aligned to specific unit standards and benchmarks. 
o Educational technology resources. 

Our Challenges: 
o The need to improve or increase the availability of interventions to help students meet learning expectations. 
o The development of a quality evaluation process that provides for the professional growth of all personnel. 
o The inclusion of external stakeholders in meaningful roles in the decision making process. 
o The development of a common process to look at classroom performance data to immediately direct kids into 

intervention programs (Using Data Director proficiently, do we have the technology infrastructure to support the use 
of this important analysis tool by a majority of staff?) 

o Develop a process to effectively use comparison or trend data of student performance from other comparable 
schools to evaluate our program effectiveness. 



o Making connections with stakeholders to bring their skills and knowledge into the school to enhance the education of 
our students. 

As a leadership team and total staff it is important that we are keenly aware of our strengths and continue to maintain our strong 
efforts in these areas.  We have also been able through this process to identify some key improvement areas (challenges) that can 
have a huge impact on student success.  The six identified challenges will be addressed using the following operations format: 

o We will take each challenge and indentify our desired state. 
o Develop and action plan (This is what we are going to do.) 
o Develop an action time frame. 
o Determine success measures. 

 

 

 

The Pennfield Community 

 

The Pennfield School District is located on the northeast side of Battle Creek in Pennfield Township.  This quiet community is 

mainly agricultural with small business contained within the township boundaries.  Many of Pennfield’s 8913 residents work 

in the immediate Battle Creek Area.  A small percentage, however, make the commute to surrounding cities, such as 

Kalamazoo and Lansing. 

 

Total Land Area:   34.78 square miles (population per square mile 256) 

Total Population:  8,913 

Female Population:  4,531 

Male Population:  4,383 

Race / Ethnicity  8,271 Caucasian 

    388 African American 

    42 American Indian / Alaska Native 

    49 Asian 



    147 Hispanic 

    163 Other 

Education (25 and Older) 5929 (population) 

High School Graduate  2,002 

Some College (or)   2,156 
Associate’s Degree 
Bachelor’s Degree  652 
Master’s or above  348 
Median Income  $44,277 
Median House Value  $94,600 
Median House List price $107,100 
 
 

 

 

PHS Middle Central Purdy North 

Enrollment 654 495 290 304 259
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PHS Student Population 2007-2008 

 

Multi-
Ethnic

Asian Caucasion
African 

American
Hispanic

Native 
American

Male 25 4 826 51 25 5

Female 43 12 903 41 32 10
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Percentage of Students receiving reduced lunch costs: 5% (35 students) of our total student population. 
Percentage of Students receiving free lunch costs:  22% (145 students) of our total student population. 

Percentage of Students enrolled under the School of Choice Option: 18% (118) of our total student population 

 

 

9th Grade 10th Grade 11th Grade 12th Grade

Total Students 207 178 151 133

Females 104 81 91 71

Males 103 97 60 62
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9th Grade 10th Grade 11th Grade 12th Grade

Total Students 206 176 144 127

Females 104 80 89 68

Males 102 96 55 59
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PHS Fiscal Data 2007-2008 
 

Total Budget Expenditure     $16,224,000 

Fund Equity:      $3,306,097 

Transportation Expenditure:    $828,797 

Food Service Expenditures:    $535,000 

Athletic Expenditures:    $530,000 

Grounds & Maintenance:    $2,300,234 

Total FTE:      1957.74 Students 

Special Education FTE:    50.5 

Foundation Allowance:           $7,204 

 

Parent Involvement 

Student Academic Progress – Parent / Teacher conferences are held in November and March of each school year.  As the use of 

Parent Connect increases (online access to student performance data) and improved communication by email, phone, and regular 

mailings we have seen a steady declined in conference attendance to where we consistently average between 35- 45% parent 

participation.  A fall open house was held the beginning of the school year and two parent meetings were held to discuss the new 

Michigan Merit Curriculum.  The guidance department hosted a Financial Aid Night for seniors and their parents.  A two day 

orientation is held for incoming freshmen that that includes an evening parent session.  Parents are also very active in Athletic 

Booster, Band Boosters and Senior Graduation Celebration. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

9th Grade 10th Grade 11th Grade 12th Grade

Parent/Teacher Conferences 05-06 39% 44% 37% 38%

Parent/Teacher Conferences 06-07 37% 46% 39% 44%

Parent/Teacher Conferences 07-08 42% 35% 42% 41%
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Graduation Rate 

 

 

Graduation Rate 2005-
2006

Graduation Rate 2004-
2005

Graduation Rate 2003-
2004

Grauation Rate 2002-
2003

PHS 95.43 98.41 92.9 96.3

State 85.75 87.67 88.7 84.8
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Retention / Drop Out Rate 

 

 
 

Drop Out Rate 2005-
2006

Drop Out Rate 2004-
2005

Drop Out Rate 2003-
2004

Drop Out Rate 2003-
2003

PHS 1.4 0.38 1.8 0.9

State 3.79 3.29 3 4.1
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ACT’s College Readiness Standards are sets of statements intended to help students, parents and educators understand the 
Meaning of test scores.  The standards relate test scores to the types of skills needed for success in high school and beyond.  
They serve as a link between what students have learned and what they are ready to do next.  The ACT is the only college 
readiness test for which scores can be tied directly to standards. 
 
Only the ACT reports College Readiness Benchmark Scores – A benchmark score is the minimum score needed on an ACT 
subject-area test to indicate a 50% chance of obtaining a “B” or higher or about 75% chance of obtaining a “C” or higher in 

9th % Attending 10th % Attending 11th % Attending 12th % Attending

1st Marking Period 93.7 94.8 94.4 94.3

2nd Marking Period 91.4 93.6 94.9 92.3

3rd Marking Period 91.8 92.5 92.9 89.7
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Average Grade Level Attendance By Marking Period 2007-2008



the corresponding credit-bearing college courses, which include English Composition, Algebra, Social Studies, and Biology.  
College Readiness Benchmarks Scores Are: The ACT comparative data identified below is student data prior to the 
establishment of the ACT/MME (Michigan Merit Exam) which was first taken by the graduating class of 2008. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Prior to the ACT/MME (Michigan Merit Exam) student participation in the ACT (curriculum based college readiness exam) 
was voluntary.  Over a five year period from 2003 to 2007 Pennfield High School had an average participation rate of 71 
students.  To improve college readiness scores (increase the number of students identified as college ready) the State of 
Michigan has established the Michigan Merit Curriculum which provides access for all students to take the ACT and provides 
rigorous core curriculum requirements which assure that students are taking the right kind of courses to prepare them for 
post-secondary options. 

College 
English 

Compositi
on

College 
Algebra

College 
Social 

Studies

College 
Biology

Meeting 
All 4 ACT 

Benchmar
k Scores

PHS 82 62 58 36 28

State 71 46 56 33 26

National 69 43 53 28 23
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Precent of ACT-Tested Student (2007 Graduates) Ready for 
College Coursework

College Course/Course 
Area ACT Test 

Benchmark 
Score 

English Composition English 18 

Algebra Mathematics 22 

Social Studies Reading 21 

Biology Science 24 



 

 
 
 

2003 PHS 2003 State 2004 PHS 2004 State 2005 PHS 2005 State 2006 PHS 2006 State 2007 PHS 2007 State

English 70 69 75 69 74 70 68 70 82 71

Math 40 44 39 44 41 45 35 45 62 46

Reading 54 56 53 56 45 55 47 56 58 56

Science 31 31 24 31 30 32 25 32 36 33

Meeting All Four 23 24 18 24 25 25 17 25 28 26
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Percent of Students Meeting College Readiness Benchmarks PHS vs. State



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PHS 2004 State 2004 PHS 2005 State 2005 PHS 2006 State 2006 PHS 2007 State 2007

English 20.5 20.5 21.4 20.7 19.9 20.7 21.7 20.7

Mathematics 20.4 21.1 21.1 21.2 20.8 21.2 22.1 22.3

Reading 21.3 21.8 20.5 21.8 20.2 21.8 22.8 21.8

Science 20.9 21.5 21.8 21.6 21.1 21.7 22 21.7
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The level of academic preparation (academic rigor) has a huge determining factor on the average ACT score in each of the 
areas tested: English, Mathematics, Reading, Science, and the total composite.  Students that took a more rigorous academic 
path (Core or More) scored significantly higher in all tested categories compared to students that took a less rigorous 
academic path (Less than Core).  The Michigan Merit Curriculum is a rigorous standards based program specifically designed 
to prepare students for a wide range of post secondary options (college/University, trade school, military, or to enter directly 
into the work force). 
 

 
 

2005 Core or More
2005 Less than 

Core
2006 Core or More

2006 Less than 
Core

2007 Core or More
2007 Less than 

Core

English 22.9 19.7 21.4 18.8 22.6 20.4

Mathematics 22.5 19.5 22.4 19.3 22.9 21.6

Reading 22.4 18.2 21.3 19.5 23.5 21.9

Science 23.1 20.4 22 20.5 23.1 20.4

Composite 22.8 19.6 21.9 19.7 23.3 21.1
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Average ACT Scores by Academic Rigor (Core or More vs. Less than Core)



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

English Mathematics Reading Science Composite

PHS Female 22.1 20.8 23.3 21.4 22.1

State Female 21 20.6 22 21.2 21.3

PHS Male 21.2 23.7 22.3 22.7 22.7

State Male 20.3 22.1 21.6 22.2 21.7
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ACT student performance data for the Pennfield High School graduating class of 2008.  This is comparative data looking at 
student performance based on the new Michigan Merit Curriculum and the new testing expectations enacted by the State of 
Michigan requiring that 95% of tested Juniors participate in the ACT.  One hundred and twenty five students participated in 
the Spring 2007 test. 
 

  
 
 

English Mathematics Reading Science Meeting All Four

PHS 58 20 38 19 10

State 50 28 36 19 13
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English Mathematics Reading Science Composite

PHS 18.4 18.7 19.2 20.2 19.3

State 17.8 18.9 19.1 19.5 18.9
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The level of academic rigor is a big determining factor in a student’s content area (English, mathematics, reading, and 
science) and composite ACT score.  On average there is a 3.28 point difference between a students who took an academically 
rigorous course schedule (more than core) and a student who followed a less rigorous course schedule (less than core). 

English Mathematics Reading Science Composite

Core or More 19.9 19.7 20.8 21.5 20.6

Less than Core 16.1 17.2 17.1 18.4 17.3
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Junior ACT Scores Based on Academic Rigor Spring 2007 (Core or More vs. Less Than Core)



 
 
 

English Mathematics Reading Science Composite

Males PHS 16.9 18.8 17.9 19.7 18.4

Males State 17.3 19.3 18.7 19.5 18.8

Females PHS 19.6 18.6 20.4 20.7 20

Females State 18.2 18.6 19.5 19.4 19.1
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Average ACT Score by Gender Spring 2007 PHS vs. State



 
 
 
 
 
 

PHS All 
Students

State All 
Students

PHS 
Caucasian

State 
Caucasian

PHS 
American 
Indian / 
Alaska 
Native

State 
American 
Indian / 
Alaska 
Native

PHS 
African 

American

State 
African 

American

PHS 
Hispanic

State 
Hispanic

PHS Other
State 
Other 

English 21.7 20.7 21.9 21.5 25 19.3 12 15.8 17 18.7 22.4 21.2

Mathematics 22.1 21.3 22.2 22 24 20.1 15 16.8 16 19.6 23 21.7

Reading 22.8 21.8 23.3 22.6 25 21 12.5 17.2 23 20.2 22 22.3

Science 22 21.7 22.1 22.4 23.5 20.9 15 17.4 18 20.2 22.6 21.9

Composite 22.3 21.5 22.5 22.2 24.5 20.4 13.5 16.9 19 19.8 22.7 21.9
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Comparative school trend data of students meeting/exceeding or not meeting standards in each of the areas tested on the 
Spring 2007 MME (graduating Class of 2008).  Areas tested: Mathematics, Reading, Writing, English Language Arts (ELA), 
Science, and Social Studies. 
 

 
 

Harper Creek Lakeview Marshall Delton Maple Valley Pennfield

Met or Exceeded Standards 49% 50% 56% 40% 47% 53%

Not Meeting Standards 51% 50% 44% 60% 53% 47%
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Mathematics Comparative School Data of Students  Meeting/Not Meeting Standards (MME 2007) 



 
 
 

Haper Creek Lakeview Marshall Delton Maple Valley Pennfield

Meeting /Exceeding Standards 61% 72% 68% 60% 57% 69%

Not Meeting Standards 38% 28% 32% 39% 41% 31%
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Reading Comparative School Data of Students Meeting/Not Meeting Standards (MME 207)



 
 
 

Harper 
Creek

Lakeview Marshall Delton
Maple 
Valley

Pennfield

Meeting/Exceeding Standards 36% 49% 43% 28% 31% 47%

Not Meeting Standards 63% 50% 57% 72% 64% 53%
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Writing Comparative School Data of Students Meeting/Not Meeting Standards 
(MME 2007)



 
 

Harper Creek Lakeview Marshall Delton Maple Valey Pennfield

Meets/Exceeds Standards 51% 63% 58% 47% 44% 58%

Not Meeting Standards 47% 36% 42% 53% 56% 42%
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Total ELA Comparative School Data of Students Meeting/Not Meeting Standards 
(MME 2007)



 
 

Harper Creek Lakeview Marshall Delton Maple Valley Pennfield

Met/Excceds Standards 64% 67% 64% 62% 52% 60%

Not Meeting Standards 36% 33% 36% 38% 48% 40%
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Science Comparative School Data of Students Meeting/Not Meeting Standards (MME 2007)



 
 

The ACT Plus Writing requires students to complete the ACT multiple choice tests and write a persuasive essay based on ACT writing prompt.  
Taking the Writing Test does not affect subject area scores or the composite score.  Each essay is evaluated on the evidence it gives of the 
student’s ability to do the following: 

 Express judgments by taking a position on the issue in the writing prompt. 

 Maintain a focus on the topic throughout the essay. 

 Develop a position by using logical reasoning and by supporting their ideas. 

 Organize ideas in a logical way. 

 Use language clearly and effectively according to the rules of standard written English.   

Haper Creek Lakeview Marshall Delton Maple Valley Pennfield

Met/Exceeded Standards 82% 92% 93% 87% 82% 90%

Not Meeting Standards 18% 8% 7% 13% 18% 10%
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Social Studies Comparative Data of  Students Meeting/Not Meeting Standards (MME 2007)



 
Student essays are scored holistically, based on the overall impression created by all the elements of the writing.  Each essay is scored by two 
trained readers who read each student essay giving it a rating of 1 (low) to 6 (high).  The sum of the two ratings forms the score for the 
persuasive essay, which can range from 2 to 12.  The PHS Language Arts Department has adopted a six point scoring rubric that is very closely 
aligned with the ACT scoring guide.   The rubric scoring guide will standardized the writing process and expose all students to the technical 
writing skills to prepare them for the ACT and all post secondary career pathways. 
 

2007 ACT Writing Prompt: 

In many high school classes, students are assigned homework to be completed outside of school.  Some students think being 

assigned homework is necessary because it helps them practice what they learned in class.  Other students object to being 

assigned homework because they think it interferes with other important activities they have outside of school, like job and 

extracurricular activities.  In your opinion, should high school students be assigned homework to be completed outside of school?  

In your essay, take a position on this question.  You may write about either one of the two points of view given, or you may 

present a different point of view on this question.  Use specific reasons and examples to support your position.  

2008 ACT Writing Prompt:  

Some high schools have considered changing their schedules from a five-day to a four-day week.  Under a four-day plan, the 

school day would be extended so that the total number of hours students spend in school each week would remain the same as 

in the five-day schedule.  Some administrators support a four-day school week because they think it would save money by 

reducing the number of days that the school provides services, such as busing and meals.  Other school administrators do not 

support a four-day school week because they think the longer school days would make students too tired to focus on their 

schoolwork.  In your opinion, should high schools change their schedules to a four-day school week?  In your essay, take a 

position on this question.  You may write about either one of the two points of view given, or you may present a different point 

of view on this question.  Use specific reasons and examples to support your position. 



 
 

There was a 10% gain in the number of students receiving a score of seven or higher on their ACT essay score from 2007 to 
2008.  In 2007 125 students tested with 84 (67%) receiving an essay score of seven or higher.  In 2008 129 students tested 
with 99 (77%) receiving an essay score of seven or higher. 

E Score 10 E Score 9 E Score 8 E Score 7 E Score 6 E Score 5 E Score 4 E Score 3 E Score 2

PHS 2007 2 13 44 25 24 9 5 0 3

PHS 2008 6 12 63 18 24 3 2 1 0
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PHS ACT Essay Scores 2007-2008



 
 
MME Reading, Writing, Total English Language Arts, mathematics, science, and social studies performance levels (4-
apprentice, 3-basic, 2-met standards, 1-exceeds standards) comparison PHS vs. State.  Pennfield High School students 
outperform (students scoring in levels one and two) the State in all curricular areas tested. 
 

E Score 10 E Score 9 E Score 8 E Score 7 E Score 6 E Score 5 E Score 4 E Score 3 Escore 2

PHS Boys 2007 2 1 15 11 15 7 3 0 3

PHS Girls 2007 0 12 29 14 9 2 2 0 0

PHS Boys 2008 1 1 19 7 15 2 1 1 0

PHS Girls 2008 6 11 44 11 9 1 1 0 0
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PHS ACT Essay Scores Male vs. Female 2007-2008 



 
 

4-Apprentice 3-Basic 2-Met Standard
1-Exceeded 
Standards

Levels 1 & 2

PHS 13% 18% 68% 2% 69%

State 17% 24% 58% 2% 60%
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MME Reading Performance Levels 2007 PHS vs. State



 
 

4-Apprentice 3-Basic 2-Met Standard 1-Exceeded Standards Levels 1 & 2

PHS 6% 47% 47% 0% 47%

State 10% 50% 38% 2% 40%
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MME Writing Performance Levels 2007 PHS vs. State



 
 

4-Apprentice 3-Basic 2-Met Standards 1-Exceeds Standards Levels 1 & 2

PHS 6% 36% 56% 2% 58%

State 12% 37% 49% 2% 51%
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MME Total ELA Performance Levels 2007 PHS vs. State



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
124 1101 6% 36% 56% 2% 58% 

4-apprentice 3-basic 2-met standards 1-exceeds standards Levels 1 & 2

PHS 32% 15% 48% 5% 53%

State 38% 16% 37% 10% 46%
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MME Mathematics Performance Levels 2007 
PHS vs. State


