
 
 
This page provides an abstract for 
the CST Pivot Table - Class/Teacher 
report, which compares student 
results over 2 years of CST testing 
(data related to State and federal 
accountability for schools and 
districts). 
 

 See pages 2-4 of the 
Interpretation Guide for help 
reading the report, using it to 
answer essential questions, 
and acquiring more info. 

 
 

 What are some ques-
tions this report will help answer? 

 

 Which students went up in level and how did this impact API? 
 Which students went down in level? 
 Which student’s did not change levels? 
 How did the # of students scoring Proficient and Advanced change? 
 How did performance change? 
 How did this class impact AYP (elementary and intermediate schools only)? 
 

             
                      Who is the intended audience? 
 

Teachers and administrators 
 

What data is reported? 
 

CST performance levels for limited cohorts (the same group of students who earned scores in both of the 2 
years featured) 
 

How is the data reported? 
 

Each separate report section/page belongs to an individual teacher and a specific class he or she teaches (i.e., 
1 classroom full of students) at a specific site. 

 
 

  What do many educators misunderstand? 
 

This report does not show “growth.” CST tests differ from 1 level/grade to the next (e.g., the 3rd Grade English-
Language Arts (ELA) CST is harder for 3rd graders than the 4th Grade ELA CST is for 4th graders). That means a 
student moving from Below Basic to Basic did not necessarily improve. API still cares about students moving 
up performance levels (with more points awarded to movement from lower levels) and AYP still cares about 
how many students scored Proficient or Advanced (with extra chances to “make” AYP when a subgroup 
“improves”), but improvement in accountability does not necessarily mean growth in achievement. See the 
STAR Cohort Growth Report if you are interested in growth in achievement. 
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                                       How do I read the top ½ of the report? 
 

The top of the report shows how the same student group’s CST performance levels moved from one year to 
the next. If all scores remained unchanged, you would see all numbers and bubbles land in a straight diagonal 
line from the bottom-left corner to upper-right corner of chart. The left chart also shows # of students scoring 
at each level each year. In the axes, P/Proficient and Adv/Advanced labels and #s are green because only these 
mean performance at grade/course level, whereas those below grade/course level are red. 
 

Example: 10 students were P/Proficient in 2011,   Example: 2 students scored 3/Basic in 2010 and 
whereas 9 students were P/Proficient in 2010.  in 2011 (see which # it aligns with on each axis). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

              Tip: Click on # to see the names of students it   Tip: Hover over a bubble to see the # it     
                      represents.               represents.  
 
How do I read the bottom ½ of the report? 
 

The bottom of the report shows the same student group’s performance (in terms of level scored) over 2 years. 
The table on the left shows you the # and % of students scoring at each level for each year, and the chart on 
the right illustrates these %s. Only students represented in green (4/Proficient and 5/Advanced) are 
performing at grade/course level.  
 

Example: The 21 
students shown on 
the left as having 
scored 3-Basic in 
2010 are graphed 
in this way on the 
right. 
 
Tip: Performance 
levels abbreviated 
elsewhere in this 
report are written 
out on the left. 
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                                    Which students went up in level and how did this impact API? 
 

Numbers and bubbles above the diagonal lines (drawn below) represent students who went up in level. API 
awards points for students moving up in level, with more points awarded to students moving from lower 
levels than from higher levels (CAHSEE, CAPA, and CMA also impact API). 
 

Example: These 2 students were Below Basic in 2010 (put your finger on it and move it down the chart, where         
                                    it lands on BB/Below Basic on the 2010 axis) and rose to Basic in 2011 (put your finger on 
                the 2 again and move it left, where it lands on B/Basic on the 2011 axis), and this bubble 
                                           represents the same 2 students who scored 2 in 2010 and 3 in 2011. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Which students went down in level? 
 

Numbers and bubbles below the diagonal lines below represent students whose levels dropped. 
 

Example: 4 students dropped from P/Proficient in 2010 to B/Basic in 2011, and 5 students dropped from 
A/Advanced in 2010 to P/Proficient in 2011 (see how the area below the diagonal encompasses these #s). 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Which students did not change levels? 
 

#s and bubbles landing on the straight diagonal line 
(from bottom-left to upper-right) represent students who  
scored the same performance levels for both years. 
 

Example: 6 students scored B/Basic both years. 



How did the # of students scoring Proficient and Advanced change? 
 

Compare the area charted in green, which encompasses 
students scoring Proficient and Advanced. If the green area 
on the right is larger, students improved in terms of 
proficiency and AYP. If the green area on the left is larger, 
students dropped in terms of proficiency and AYP. If there is 
no green at all, then no students earned proficiency.  
 

Example: 64% of students score Proficient and Advanced in 
2010, whereas only 49% of students scored Proficient and 
Advanced in 2011. This drop in proficiency could negatively 
impact AYP (federal accountability). 
 
How did performance change? 
 

On the right chart, compare the size (and % indicated inside) 
of each color/performance level to see whether there has 
been a drop or increase in students achieving that level. On 
the left, see how colors match up with performance levels. 
 

Example: The color orange is used for students scoring Below Basic. 14% of students scored Below Basic in 
2010, whereas only 7% of students scored Below Basic in 2011. Since the % of students scoring Basic grew 
(and since the top ½ of the report shows how students moved), some lower-performing students have moved 
up (though higher-performing students also moved down). 

How did this class impact AYP? 
 

AYP considers how many 
students scored Proficient and 
Advanced in a single year, 
though Safe Harbor uses other 
calculations when AYP isn’t 
otherwise made (CAHSEE, CAPA, 
and CMA also impact AYP; high 
school AYP doesn’t use CST). 
 

Example: The 49% of students 
shown here would be compared 
to the AYP AMO/goal of students 
required to score Proficient and 
Advanced for the particular year.  

 

 
                                 Where can I find  
more info on the CST and STAR? 

 

Visit http://www.startest.org/archive.html and the Illuminate Help system EXTRAS: Data Analysis manual. 
 

Where can I find more info on API, AYP, and accountability? 
 

Visit http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ar/ and the Illuminate Help system EXTRAS: Accountability and 
Requirements manual. 
 

Where can I learn how to generate this report in the Illuminate system?  
 

Visit the Illuminate Help system Reports manual.                                                                      © Illuminate Education Inc. 


