A 2022 District Summary Report - English Language Arts
AK ST \R District: CRAIG CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT

ALASKA SYSTEM OF ACADEMIC READINESS

# Students Mean Median
Tested Score Score % of Students by Achievement Level
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Achievement Levels Scale Scores Comparisons To State
Overall scores on the AK STAR The number of students and median AN did better than the state mean for
Assessments are divided into four and mean scale scores are reported at the reporting category
achievement levels: Advanced, the district level in the table below. The ~ did about as well as the state mean
Proficient, Approaching Proficient, and median is the middle score in the ~~ for the reporting category
Needs Support ordered list of all students' scale 1 did not do as well as the state
scores. The mean is the average scale Y7 mean for the reporting category
score by grade. ) did not attempt any items in this
category
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2022 District Summary Report - Mathematics
District: CRAIG CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT

# Students Mean Median

Tested Score Score % of Students by Achievement Level
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Achievement Levels

Overall scores on the AK STAR
Assessments are divided into four
achievement levels: Advanced,
Proficient, Approaching Proficient, and
Needs Support.
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Scale Scores

The number of students and median
and mean scale scores are reported at
the district level in the table below. The
median is the middle score in the
ordered list of all students' scale
scores. The mean is the average scale
score by grade.
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Comparisons To State

did better than the state mean for
the reporting category

did about as well as the state mean
for the reporting category

did not do as well as the state
mean for the reporting category

did not attempt any items in this
category
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