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STATUTORY
REQUIREMENT

U.C.A. Section 53F-5-405
requires the Utah State Board
of Education (USBE) to submit a
report in accordance with
Section 53E-1-201, which
requires an evaluation of a
partnership that receives a
grant to improve education
outcomes for students who are
low income. This year report
the 2022-2023 school year.

Partnerships for
Student
Success Grant
Program
Evaluation

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Partnerships for Student Success grant program is designed to
improve educational outcomes for students who are economically
disadvantaged by funding grantees to establish and strengthen
community partnerships among school districts, businesses,
government, and non-profit agencies. The Utah State Board of
Education awarded four grants during the first cohort during the
2016-17 school year. The first grant concluded after the 2021-22
school year. Grantees included the United Way of Northern Utah,
United Way of Salt Lake City (received two grants), and Weber
School District. A second cohort with two additional grantees was
added in the 2017-18 school year: Canyons School District and a
second grant for the United Way of Northern Utah. During the
2022-23 school year, a new cohort was established, including
Alpine School District, United Way of Northern Utah, United Way
of Salt Lake City (received two grants), and Weber School District.
The independent evaluation for the sixth year of the program is
below.
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Grant History

In 2016, Utah Senate Bill 67 created the Partnerships for Student Success (PFSS) grant program. The purpose of
S.B. 67 is to improve educational outcomes for low-income students by funding grantees to establish and
strengthen community partnerships among school districts, businesses, government, and non-profit agencies. In
2020, Utah Senate Bill 137 passed amendments to the Partnerships for Student Success Grant Program (PFSS).

This unique grant does not fund grantees to create direct services for students and their families. Rather, the
grant focuses on providing funds to develop infrastructure, with support from technical assistance providers, to
drive community partnerships and promote cross-organization support for students within specific high school
feeder patterns. Grantees who applied for funding specified local needs to be addressed, goals for student
outcomes, feeder patterns for schools, and proposed partnerships. Using and sharing data is a central aspect of
the grant to strengthen the student support network. Grantees are expected to facilitate data sharing across
partnering agencies.

The Utah State Board of Education (USBE) awarded four grants during the 2016—17 academic year. An additional
$1,000,000 was added to the budget during the 2017 legislative session, resulting in two additional grantees
during the 2017-18 year. The 2020-21 school year was the fifth and final year of full implementation for the first
cohort of 2016-17 grantees and the fourth year for the second cohort of 2017-18 grantees. The 2022-23 school
year is the first year of implementation for the third cohort of grantees.
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Evaluation Report Requirement

Utah Senate Bill 67 (2016) requires that the USBE contract with the independent evaluator to annually evaluate
the partnerships that received the PFSS grant and provide an annual evaluation report to the Utah Legislature’s
Education Interim Committee. For the first three years of the grant, USBE contracted with the Utah Education
Policy Center (UEPC) at the University of Utah to provide the evaluation requirements through the 2019-20
school year. During the 2019-20 school year, USBE transitioned the evaluation requirements to a USBE program
evaluator. UEPC and USBE collaborated during the spring of 2020 to review the evaluation history, notify the
grantees of the change, and introduce the grantees to the new evaluator.

Evaluation Requirements

Utah Code 53F-5-405 identifies the PFSS evaluation reporting requirements. The Codes states:
(1) The state board shall annually evaluate a partnership that received a grant under this part.
(2) The evaluation described in Subsection (1) shall:
a. assess implementation of a partnership, including the extent to which members of a
partnership:
i. share data to align and improve efforts focused on student success; and
ii. meet regularly and communicate authentically; and
b. assess the impact of a partnership on student outcomes using appropriate statistical
evaluation methods.
(3) Beginning in the 2020-21 school year, the state board shall:
a. prepare an annual written report of an evaluation conducted under this section; and
b. submit the report in accordance with Section 53E-1-201.
(4) The state board may use up to 6% of money appropriated for the purposes described in this part
to pay for the administrative costs incurred in implementing the Partnerships for Student Success
Grant Program, including costs to conduct the evaluation described in Subsection (1).

Several tools and data sources are used to collect the information needed to provide the requirements listed in
the Code. To help facilitate the grant, USBE required grantees to provide a mid-year and end-of-year report.
These reports ensured the approved applications were implemented appropriately or necessary changes were
documented and approved. Grantees were required to provide a partnership contact list of the organizations
and individuals that formed each partnership. The contact lists were utilized to survey partners individually and
assess the partners’ collaboration efforts. To provide academic outcome data, the program evaluator used USBE
academic data. Additionally, the program evaluator developed an evaluation worksheet and a status chart,
which the grantees completed with the end-of-year report.

Academic Program Measures and Program Outcomes

After evaluating the grant requirements, collaborating with the grant’s partnerships, and identifying critical areas
impacting student success, USBE identified three program measures and four areas for program outcomes.
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Program measures were identified as primary focus areas within each partnership; these included third-grade
reading, eighth-grade mathematics, and high school graduation (Table 1). Program outcomes were identified as
areas that could prepare partnerships for upcoming program measures or areas in which partnerships could have
influence. Program outcomes included third-grade mathematics, eighth-grade reading, post-secondary
attainment, and career readiness skills (Table 2).

Program Measure Measurement/Tool

Third Grade Reading e Percent of students reading at or above
Acadience Benchmark

e Percent of students proficient in English
language arts (ELA)

Eighth Grade Mathematics e Percent proficient in mathematics
High School Graduation e Percent of students who graduate from
high school

Table 1 PFSS Program Measures

Program Outcome Measurement/Tool

Third Grade Mathematics e Percent proficient in mathematics (RISE)

Eighth Grade Reading e Percent of students proficient in English
language arts (RISE)

Post-Secondary Attainment e Percent of students who scored 18 or
higher on the ACT

e Percent of students who reported post-
secondary enrollment

Career Readiness Skills e Percent of successfully completed college
or career readiness coursework

Table 2 PFSS Program Outcomes

Partnerships for Student Success

Grantees

Five grantee organizations represented seven partnerships during the 2022-23 school year. United Way of
Northern Utah and United Salt Lake held two grants in the sixth year of partnership implementation. During the
initial year of implementation, the UEPC evaluators worked with each partnership to create logic models
(Appendix A). The logic model lists all the grant’s program measures and outcomes from each grantee; grantees
then identify partners, activities, and outcomes. The logic models were designed to assist the partnerships with
focusing their efforts on building partnership infrastructure around each area. Grantees were encouraged to
continue using their logic models during the 2022-23 school year, as many partnerships had begun producing
and adapting support and resources for each measure. A capacity-building project to evaluate current logic
models and design new or updated logic models was offered for grantees to attend. All PFSS grantees
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participated in this project during the 2022-23 school year.

Feeder Patterns

All grantees must identify schools within a feeder pattern where their implementation effort would be applied.
Each feeder pattern begins by identifying a high school and the junior high/middle and elementary schools that
feed students into the next level. Three partnerships identified one junior high school/middle school, while the
others identified two schools. Elementary schools ranged from three to eight per partnership, with most having
three or four. All the schools belong to LEAs identified as school districts. The districts included Alpine School
District, Canyons School District, Granite School District, Ogden City School District, and Weber School District.
The partnership feeder program can be found in table three.
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Grantee High School Feeder Schools
Cherry Hill Elementary
Mountain View High Bonneville Elementary

Alpine School District
P School Westmore Elementary

Orem Jr. High School
East Midvale Elementary
Copperview Elementary
Midvale Elementary
Sandy Elementary
Midvale Middle School
Union Middle School
James E. Moss Elementary
Lincoln Elementary
Woodrow Wilson Elementary
Granite Park Jr. High School
David Gourley Elementary
South Kearns Elementary
Kearns High School West Kearns Elementary
Western Hills Elementary
Kearns Jr. High School
Liberty Elementary (Formally
T.0. Smith Elementary)
Odyssey Elementary
United Way of Northern Utah Ogden High School Polk Elementary
Mount Ogden Jr. High School
Mound Fort Jr. High School
East Ridge Elementary
Heritage Elementary
Bonneville Elementary
Highland Jr. High School
Mount Fort Jr. High School
Freedom Elementary
Lakeview Elementary
Midland Elementary
Municipal Elementary
North Park Elementary
Roy Elementary
Valley View Elementary
West Haven Elementary
Roy Jr. High School
Sand Ridge Jr. High School

Canyons School District Hillcrest High School

United Way of South Salt Lake Cottonwood High School

United Way of Salt Lake
(Kearns)

United Way of Northern Utah Ben Lomond High

Weber School District Roy High School

Table 3 2022-23 PFSS Grantees and Feeder Schools
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Partnerships

A primary purpose of the PFSS grant is to establish community partnerships to build the infrastructure necessary
to promote cross-organization support for students within specific high school feeder patterns. With the help of
a technical assistance provider, all grantees have developed relationships to support the activities identified in
their logic models. During the 2022-23 school year, partnerships were formed by 206 individuals representing
124 unique organizations. Organizations were categorized into: business (e.g., USANA Kids Eat and Fair Credit,)
community (e.g., Boys and Girls Club, Utah Food Bank, and International Rescue Committee,) education partner
(e.g., school district administrators and higher education institutions,) feeder pattern (e.g., representative of
schools within the identified feeder pattern,) government (e.g., county government offices,) grantee (e.g.,
member of the grantee organization who supported the grant efforts,) health (e.g., Eye Care for Kids and
Community Nursing Service,) and non-profit (e.g., organizations that identify as a non-profit). Grantee
partnerships ranged from 10 to 103 individuals (Figure 1) and 1 to 42 unique organizations (Tables 4-8).
Education, Community, and non-profit organizations represented the highest number of partners (Figure 2).

Count of Partnership Organizations by PFSS

Grantee
120
103
100
80
60 54
40

22 17
. . .
. mm [ ]
Alpine School  Canyon School United Way of United Way of Weber School
District District Northern Utah Salt Lake District

Figure 1 2022-23 PFSS Grantee Partner Count

Alpine School District Count of Category Partners

Business

Community

Education Partner

Grantee

2
2
1
Government 2
1
2

Health
Table 4 2022-23 PFSS Grantee Alpine School District Partnership Count Category List and Count
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Canyons School District Count of Category Partners

Business 2
Community 1
District 6
Education Partner 16
Feeder Pattern 16
Government 4
Grantee

Health 7

Table 5 2022-23 PFSS Grantee Canyons School District Partnership Category List and Count

United Way of Northern Utah Count of Category Partners

Business 2
District 5
Education Partner 22
Feeder School 15
Government 7
Grantee 1
Health 9
Non-profit 42

Table 6 2022-23 PFSS Grantee United Way of Northern Utah Partnership Category List and Count

United Way of Salt Lake Count of Category Partners

Business

Community

Education Partner

Government

1
8
3
Feeder Pattern 2
2
4

Health
Table 7 2022-23 PFSS Grantee United Way of Salt Lake Partnership Category List and Count
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Weber School District Partnership Types Count of Category Partners

Business 1
District 1
Education Partner 1
Feeder Pattern 10
Government 1
Grantee 1
Health 1
Non-profit 1

Table 8 2022-23 PFSS Grantee Weber School District Partnership Category List and Count

Count of Partnership Organization Types

Non-profit I 45
Health I 23
Grantee I 5
Government NN 16
Feeder School NN 41
Education Partner I, 45
District NI 12
Community NG 11
Business I 3

Figure 2 2022-2 PFSS Partner Category Count

Evaluation

Partner Survey

A main part of the required evaluation is to assess the implementation of a partnership, including the extent to
which members of a partnership share data to align and improve efforts focused on student success, meet
regularly, and communicate authentically. A survey was created in Qualtrics to assist in measuring this
requirement. Twenty-two questions covered a range of topics that centered on the individuals’ understanding of
partnership goals, the secure sharing and use of data, and the regularity, appropriate content, and preparedness
of meetings. The survey link was sent directly to each individual provided by the grantees on their contact list.
Primary grantee contacts were encouraged to notify their partners that the survey was being sent and prompt
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individuals to respond. In the email that distributed the survey link, recipients were informed that the grant
evaluator collected the results and that responses were confidential. Response rates varied from 30 to 100
percent.

Organization Number of Contacts Number of Responses Response Rate
Alpine School District 10 6 60%
Canyons School District 54 16 30%
United Way- Salt Lake 21 21 100%
United Way- Northern Utah 79 33 42%
Weber School District- Roy 14 9 64%

Table 9 2022-23 PFSS Partner Survey Response Rate

Partners replied in overwhelmingly supportive answers to all questions, which ranged in content from measuring
the understanding of partnership goals to using data and the regularity, appropriate content, and preparedness
of meetings. Overview summary data from the survey were shared with PFSS organizations.

Academic Outcomes

USBE and PFSS grant stakeholders identified three program measures and five program outcomes, which would
be used to assess the academic outcomes. Program measures were identified as the primary areas where
grantees should build infrastructure and support student outcomes. Program outcomes were areas where
program measure efforts should have a trickle-down effect. For example, success with the program measure of
third-grade reading should result in an increased outcome in eighth-grade reading; however, grantees may
identify an implementation need between third and eighth grade. Academic outcomes are reported below.

Program Measures Report

Third-grade Reading was measured using two data sources. The first was the percentage of students who
scored at or above the benchmark on the end-of-year Acadience assessment. The second measure was the
percentage of students proficient on the RISE ELA test. Overall, the average percentage of students at or above
the third-grade end-of-year Acadience test benchmark was 30.6 percent. The range was 12.4-46.1 percent. The
average percentage of students proficient on the third grade RISE ELA was 29.7 percent. The percentage range
was 6.3-56.7 percent.
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United Way of South Salt Lake Cottonwood
Feeder Pattern 3rd Grade Reading

40.0% 37.3%
9

35.0% 2252 29.8%
30.0% 26.5%
25.0% 21.5%
20.0% 17.8%
15.0%
10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

James E. Moss Elementary Lincoln Elementary Woodrow Wilson
Elementary

M 3rd Grade Reading (Acadience) M 3rd Grade Reading (RISE)

Figure 3 United Way of South Salt Lake Cottonwood High Feeder Pattern Percent of Students
Proficient in 3rd Grade Reading

United Way of South Salt Lake Kearns Feeder

Pattern 3rd Grade Reading
40.0% 37.3%

0,

35.0% = 29.8%
30.0% 26.5%
25.0% 21.5%
20.0% 17.8%
15.0%
10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

James E. Moss Elementary Lincoln Elementary Woodrow Wilson

Elementary

M 3rd Grade Reading (Acadience) M 3rd Grade Reading (RISE)

Figure 4 United Way South SL Kearns Feeder Pattern Percent of Students Proficient in
3rd Grade Reading
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United Way of Northern Utah Ogden Feeder
Pattern 3rd Grade Reading

60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%

0.0%
Odyssey Elementary

M 3rd Grade Reading (Acadience)

34.0% 34.4%

17.3%
6.3%

Liberty Elementary

49.3%
45.1%

Polk Elementary

M 3rd Grade Reading (RISE)

Figure 5 United Way N. Utah Odgen Feeder Pattern Percent of Students Proficient in 3rd Grade Reading

50.0%
45.0%
40.0%
35.0%
30.0%
25.0%
20.0%
15.0%
10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

Weber School District Roy Feeder Pattern 3rd Grade Reading
46.1%
40.6% 40.5% 41.3%

37.6% 3579 37.0% 36.5%

32.1% 30.8%
28.1% 27.8% 31.1% 28.9%
22.6%
14.0%I
Freedom Lakeview Midland Municipal North Park Roy Valley View  West Haven
Elementary Elementary Elementary Elementary Elementary Elementary Elementary Elementary
M 3rd Grade Reading (Acadience) M 3rd Grade Reading (RISE)

Figure 6 Weber School District Roy Feeder Pattern Percent of Students Proficient in 3rd Grade Reading
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35.0%
30.0%
25.0%
20.0%
15.0%
10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

Canyons School District Hillcrest Feeder Pattern
3rd Grade Reading

29.5%
23.6%

East Midvale
Elementary

m 3rd Grade Reading (Acadience)

14.5%
11.5%

Copperview
Elementary

31.6%

28.6%
22.5%
12.4%

Midvale Elementary Sandy Elementary

M 3rd Grade Reading (RISE)

Figure 7 Canyons School District Hillcrest Feeder Pattern Percent of Students Proficient in

3rd Grade Reading

35.0%
30.0%
25.0%
20.0%
15.0%
10.0%

5.0%

0.0%

Apline School District Mountain View Feeder
Pattern 3rd Grade Reading

29.5%
23.6%

East Midvale
Elementary

M 3rd Grade Reading (Acadience)

14.5%
11.5%

Copperview
Elementary

31.6%

28.6%
22.5%
12.4%

Midvale Elementary Sandy Elementary

M 3rd Grade Reading (RISE)

Figure 8 Alpine School District Mountain View Feeder Pattern 3rd Grade Reading
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United Way Northern Utah Ben Lomond Feeder
Pattern 3rd Grade Reading
45.0% 40.2%
40.0%
35.0% 30.8%
30.0% 28.3% 27.3%
25.0% 22.7%
20.0% 16.7%
15.0%
10.0%
5.0%
0.0%
East Ridge Elementary Heritage Elementary Bonneville Elementary
M 3rd Grade Reading (Acadience) 3rd Grade Reading (RISE)

Figure 9 United Way Northern Utah Ben Lomond Feeder Pattern 3rd Grade Reading

Eighth-Grade Mathematics was measured using the percentage of students proficient on the eighth-grade RISE
math assessment. The percentage of students proficient on the eighth-grade RISE math assessment ranges
between 6.3 and 55.9 percent. The overall grantee percent proficient average was 19.4 percent.

Percentage of Students Proficient in 8th Grade
Mathematics
60.0% 55.9%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0% 24.9%
21.8% 20.6% - 21.6%
20.0% 12.8% °% 12.8%
11.0% ° ) °
10.0% 6:3% 7.7%
0.0% .
Granite Park Mound Fort Roy Junior Orem Jr. High Midvale Mound Fort
Junior High Junior High High School School Middle School  Junior High
School School School

Figure 10 Percentage of Students Proficient on the 8th Grade RISE Math Assessment

High School Graduation is the final program measure and was gathered by calculating the percentage of
students who graduated high school on time during the 2022—-23 school year. The high schools in the feeder
programs averaged 95.5 percent of students graduating high school. The graduation percentage range was 77.9
t0 95.5 percent.
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Percent of Students who Graduated High School

Ben Lomond High Schoo! | 2. 1%
Hillcrest High School | 53.0%
Mountain View High School | 32.9%
Roy High School I ©1.2%
Ogden High School NG o5 .5%
Kearns High School [N ::.0%
Cottonwood High School I 77.9%

0.0% 20.0% 40.0% 60.0% 80.0% 100.0% 120.0%

Figure 11 PFSS High School Graduation Percentage Rates

Program Outcomes Report

Third-Grade Math was measured using the percentage of students proficient on the third-grade RISE math
assessment. Proficiency percentage rates range from 4.8 to 59.4 percent. The PFSS elementary schools’ average
proficiency rate on the third-grade RISE math was 31.9 percent.

PFSS Elementary Schools 3rd Grade Math Proficiency
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Figure 12 PFSS Percentage of Students Proficient in 3rd Grade Math

Eighth-Grade Reading was measured using the percentage of students proficient on the eighth-grade RISE ELA
assessment. The percentage of students proficient on the eighth-grade RISE math assessment ranges between
14.6 and 53 percent. The overall grantee percent proficient average was 27.6 percent.

Percentage of Students Proficient in 8th Grade
Reading

Mound Fort Junior High School I 24.3%
Highland Jr. High School === 16.0%
Midvale Middle School I 31.5%
Union Middle School HEEEESEEE 53 .0%
Orem Jr. High School I /.0 2%
Sand Ridge Junior High School IEEEEEE————— 21.3%
Roy Junior High School I ?7.0%
Mount Ogden Junior High School I 20.9%
Mound Fort Junior High School IEEEEE— /.3%
Kearns Junior High I 19.7%
Granite Park Junior High School HEEEEE—— 14.6%

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0%

Figure 13 Percentage of Students Proficient in 8th Grade Reading

Post-Secondary Readiness and College and Career Readiness Post-secondary readiness was measured by the
percentage of students who scored 18 or higher on the ACT. PFSS grant schools averaged 43.3 percent of
students who scored 18 or higher. The ACT 18 or higher percentage range was 27.8 to 61.1 percent. Finally,
college and career readiness were measured using the percentage of successfully completed college and career
readiness courses. PFSS high schools averaged 81.5 percent of courses completed successfully; school
percentage rates ranged from 75.4 to 90.2 percent.
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PFSS Post-Secondary Outcomes
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Figure 14 PFSS Post-Secondary Outcomes

Evaluation Worksheet

During focus group meetings held before the 2020-21 school year, the partners identified a need to receive
better evaluation feedback. A primary concern from grantees was the time it takes to complete the required
report. Unfortunately, the reporting timeline cannot be moved to ensure the data being used is accurate.
However, the program evaluator collaborated with PFSS grantees and USBE staff to develop an evaluation
worksheet to address this concern. The worksheet had three purposes;

(1) provide a way for grantees to self-assess their programs;

(2) encourage better alignment using data collected throughout the school year to measure impacts and

(3) assist the evaluation by providing more details on the partnership’s activities, relationships, use of data,

and measuring outcomes.

Grantees completed the PFSS evaluation worksheet in May/June 2023. While the initial implementation of the
evaluation worksheet had struggles, grantees continued expressing positive feedback in self-evaluating the
activity alignment, the authenticity of the partnership, data use, and outcome measurements. Grantees
expressed a desire to continue working on developing the evaluation worksheet in future years.

Outcome Status

This grant aims to build infrastructure and partnerships to support students in the identified feeder pattern
school. However, the grant reports require reporting on student academic data. The grant also requires
partnerships to collaborate, share and review data, and communicate about school needs. Based on these
requirements and the academic outcomes reported in previous reports, the evaluator introduced a new
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Outcomes Status Chart tool during the 2022-23 school year. The purpose of this document was to help grant
organizations establish meaningful connections between the grant focus, purpose, and outcomes. With their
identified partnerships, the grant organizations identified areas of focus and goals that would characterize the
outcomes of the work conducted by partners. The grant organizations addressed all the grant program measures
and grant project measures. Due to challenges presented during this first year of implementation, this report will
only highlight the efforts made on the grant program measures (Table 5). The evaluator met with each grant
organization as a thought partner and provided suggestions for moving forward into the 2023-24 school year.

Organization 3rd Grade Outcome 8th Grade Outcome Graduation Outcome
Reading Focus Math Focus Focus Area
Area Area
Alpine School Increase ELA 6% Increase | Increase 9% decrease | Increase 10%
District proficiency Math the decrease
proficiency graduation
rate of
multi-
lingual
learners
(MLL)
Canyon School Increase 7% Increase | Increase 9% Increase Increase 2%
District Acadience Math graduation | decrease
performance for Inventory rate from
students who performance 85.5% to
scored below for students 86.5%
benchmark by at who scored
least one below
benchmark benchmark
by at least
one
benchmark
United Way of Students 64% Students 38% Reduce the | 18%
Northern Utah receiving Advanced receiving five | Improvement | number of | Reduction
tutoring through or more chronically
Elementary hours of absent
Literacy Network tutoring will students
partners improve
advance 1+ year their grades
of growth in math
United Way Salt | Increase Obtaining Americorps | Obtaining Increase 100%
Lake students’ baseline volunteers baseline data | graduation | Graduated
reading on grade | data support rate for
level interventions students
who
participate
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in Big
Brother Big
Sister
Weber School Third-grade 70% of Eight-grade 100% Increase 97.3%
District teachers will teachers teachers will | Participation | graduation | Graduation
participate in participate in | weekly rate above | rate
eight or more one hour of 95%
hours of professional
professional learning
learning during communities
the school year per week

Table 5 PFSS Grant Organization Progress on Grant Program Measures

Conclusion

During the 2022-23 school year, the PFSS grantees continue developing partnership connections and

addressing the program measures and project measures identified for this grant. Individual partners

completed a survey to measure the outcomes of the PFSS grant. Survey results overwhelmingly support a

determination to conclude that PFSS grantees are meeting the requirements to build partnerships in

which members share data to align and improve efforts focused on student success, meet regularly, and
communicate authentically. As grant organizations, feeder pattern schools, and partnerships have

resumed traditional connections and activities post-COVID-19, this grant’s impacts continue to show
improvements in academic outcomes.

Evaluation Measurement
Grantees create authentic
partnerships that use data to
improve student success

Measurement
Partner survey

Outcome
Measurement met

Academic outcomes identified
in program measures and
program outcomes

USBE assessment
and academic data

Data reported

Grantee self-evaluation Evaluation Successful
worksheet

Goals and data use Outcomes Status First year of
Chart implementation,

some edits are
needed.

Grant program
measures reported.

Table 6 2022-23 PFSS Evaluation Outcomes
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Appendix A. Grantee Logic Models

Logic Models were developed with the UEPC program evaluator during the first year of implementation.
Weber School District Logic Model for Roy High School Feeder Pattern (Developed with Utah Education Policy Center)

Partners Activities Outcomes
c e Ogden-Weber o Full Day Kindergarten = Head Start
g § Community Action o Head Start in Roy Assessment
& £ Partnership Elementary Schools = Kindergarten Enter &
_§ '§ e Roy Schools o Parent/Child Literacy Exit Profiles (KEEP)
,E o e United Way of Northern Activities (SpEd/Inclusion)
Utah

o AmeriCorps o Mentoring = Attendance
- 5 £ |°* Boys&Girls Club of o General Tutoring (school = Average Proficiency
) g 'EG Weber-Davis district) Rates

e Weber School District o PLC Trainings & Sessions = End-of-level Testing

o AmeriCorps o Mentoring = Attendance
Y o e Boys & Girls Club of o General Tutoring (school = End-of-level Testing
® £ Weber-Davis district) * RISE Average
f’ & e Latinos in Action o Summer Programs Proficiency Rates
o = e Royals in Action o PLC Trainings & Sessions = Acadience

o Weber School District
O o AmeriCorps o Mentoring = Attendance
-t?_s = e Boys & Girls Club of o General Tutoring (school = Average Proficiency
9 § Weber-Davis district) Rates
Y e Weber School District o PLC Trainings & Sessions = End-of-level Testing

e AmeriCorps o Mentoring = End-of-level Testing
,§° e Boys & Girls Club of o General Tutoring (school = RISE Average
® Weber-Davis district) Proficiency Rates
& e Llatinos in Action o STAR Tutoring = Acadience
'§ e Royals in Action o After School STAR Tutoring
G e Weber School District o After School HMK Help
s o Summer Programs

o PLC Trainings & Sessions
e Advocate Program o Mentoring = High School
(WsD) o Tutoring Graduation Rates
‘_g 5 e Alan & Jeanne Hall o R&R Tutoring
S ® Foundation o After School Programs
2 '§ e AmeriCorps o Summer Programs
;-: o e Boys & Girls Club of o Credit Recovery Camps
Weber-Davis o Junior High Classes
e Latinos in Action o Community Services
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Table 7 Weber School District Logic Model for Roy High School Feeder Pattern (Developed with Utah Education Policy Center)
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United Way of Northern Utah Logic Model for Ogden High School Feeder Pattern (Developed with Utah Education Policy

Center)

Grade Math

Partners

Ogden School District
United Way of Northern
Utah

Ogden School District
United Way of Northern
Utah

Weber State University

Activities

Director of Community
School Partnerships
Family Youth Specialist
(FYW)

Parent Ambassadors

Family Youth Specialist
(FYW)

Parent Ambassadors
Tutoring and Mentoring

Outcomes

= End-of-level testing

= End-of-level testing
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Table 8 United Way of Northern Utah Logic Model for Ogden High School Feeder Pattern (Developed with Utah Education Policy Center)
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United Way of Salt Lake City Logic Model for Cottonwood High School Feeder Pattern (Developed with Utah Education

Policy Center)

Partners

Activities

Outcomes

3rd
Grade Math

Asian Association of
Utah

Catholic Community
Services

City of South Salt Lake
Granite School District
International Rescue
Committee

o 3"Grade Math Classes
o After School Programs

= End-of-level testing
" Program Data
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AmeriCorps
Asian Association of
Utah

8™ Grade Math Classes
8™ Grade Math Networks
After School and Summer

= End-of-level testing
= Program Data

Development

'::‘-‘; Catholic Community Programs
= Services Initiative Group
§ City of South Salt Lake Tutoring and Mentoring
o Granite School District
=S International Rescue
Committee
Promise Partnership
Regional Council
Asian Association of 8" Grade Reading Classes | = End-of-level testing
Utah After School and Summer | = Program Data
00 Catholic Community Programs = Scholastic Reading
;g Services Teacher Professional Inventory (SRI)
;3 City of South Salt Lake Development
2 Granite School Di