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Accountability Progress Report  

 
• State Accountability System:  API- Academic 

Performance Index-measures academic growth from one 
year to the next 

 
• Federal Accountability System:  AYP- Adequate Yearly 

Progress-all students will achieve performance targets 
each year and be 100% proficient in ELA and math by 
2013-14 

 

 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
California public schools are held accountable for student achievement using two separate systems
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This chart shows the base and growth API for every school in the district. The goal is for each school, and the district, to achieve an API score of 800 or better.  All elementary schools, one middle school, and the district have exceeded this target with the other two schools close behind.



District Level Data 

State Accountability (API) 
        

Year API Base API Growth Annual Growth 

2012  789  807 +18 

2011  788 789 +1  

2010 775 788 +13 

2009 770 777 +7 

2008 753 768 +15 

2007 753 750 -3 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
This chart shows the growth in API at the district level for each of the past six years.  We have had positive growth over the past five years.



Adequate Yearly Progress  
The Basics 

 
1. Must have at least a 95% participation rate in ELA and math 

• SSUSD met this criteria 
 
2. Percent proficient in ELA and math-(targets change each year)   
 Goal-100% of students (including all subgroups) proficient or 

higher by 2013-14 
 2012 target = 78% for ELA and 78.2% for Math 

• SSUSD ELA –  60.6% 
• SSUSD Math – 60.9% 

 
3. API-(target changes each year)   
 2012 target = 740 or 1 point growth 

• SSUSD API – 807 (18 point growth) 
 
4. Graduation rate  
 2012 target = 90% 

• SSUSD – 90.91%  
 
 

 
 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The federal accountability system, or AYP, is based on four components:
 	95 % participation rate in ELA, math
	Meeting the annual target in ELA and math.  The target this past spring was 78% proficient or advanced. Schools that show great growth towards targets may be awarded safe harbor despite not meeting the ever increasing targets.
	Meeting a minimum API of 740
	Meeting a minimum graduation rate of 90%
Schools, and the district, must meet these criteria school wide as well as for every subgroup. 
 	



 
 Minimum AMOs 

ELA Math 
Elementary and  
Middle School    
2011 
2012 
2013 
2014 

  
 

67.6% 
78.4% 
89.2% 
100% 

  
 

68.5% 
79.0% 
89.5% 
100% 

High School 
2011 
2012 
2013 
2014 
 
Unified District 
2011 
2012 
2013 
2014 

 
66.7% 
77.8% 
88.9% 
100% 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
As you can see on the graph in the top left hand corner, the targets for proficiency are increasing at a dramatic rate of approximately 11% per year. These significant increases in student performance targets will continue to have a major impact on the number of California schools and districts not meeting Annual Measurable Objectives, and therefore not making AYP. Targets for this coming spring, 2013, range from 88.7 to 89.5%. 
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California Standards ~ ELA
District ~ County ~ State

Grades 2 - 11 
2012

SSUSD

County

State

Presenter
Presentation Notes
When we compare district performance to county and state performance in ELA, we exceed the county at every grade level.  We exceed state performance in most grades with the exception of grade 6. Sierra Sands performance is equal to state performance in grades 7 and 8.
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Sierra Sands Unified 
English Language Arts 

2010~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
District performance in English Language Arts over a three year period shows growth in most grades.  
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Subgroup Data
English Language Arts 

2010~ 2012

2010

2011
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Every subgroup demonstrated growth in English Language Arts this past year.



39

54
57

68

53

33

71
6668

49

68

75

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

2nd 3rd 4th 5th

%
  P

ro
fic

ie
nt

 o
r 

ab
ov

e

Faller Elementary School
English Language Arts 

2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Faller increased in performance in grades 2, 3, and 5 with grade 4 holding steady at 68% proficient or advanced.  Grade 5 is three percentage points shy of the current  78% target,  schoolwide, 63.42% are proficient or above in ELA. Faller met their ELA targets through safe harbor with an 11% increase schoolwide from last year.
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Gateway Elementary School
English Language Arts

2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
At Gateway, Grades 2-4 increased performance this past year. Grades 2 and 4 missed the current 78.4% target by just a few percentage points. Overall 65.4% of students were proficient or advanced and Gateway met ELA targets through safe harbor.
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Inyokern Elementary School
English Language Arts 

2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Inyokern increased its performance at every grade level last year, thereby earning safe harbor.  Two-thirds of all Inyokern students school wide (63.7%) are proficient or advanced in ELA .
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Las Flores Elementary School
English Language Arts 

2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Las Flores demonstrates steady increases in grades 2-4 with grade 2 exceeding the performance target at 83%. 
Overall at Las Flores 66.9% are proficient or advanced in ELA and Las Flores met their targets through safe harbor.
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Pierce Elementary School
English Language Arts 

2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Pierce increased its ELA scores at every grade level when compared to the prior year.  Grades 2 and 4 are just shy of the 78% target. Overall 62.4% or students are proficient or above in ELA and Pierce met its ELA targets through safe harbor.
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Richmond Elementary School
English Language Arts 

2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Richmond increased performance in grades 3 and 5 this past year, and in Spring 2012 2/3s of the students in grades 4 and 5 were proficient or above. Overall 60.4% of the students are scoring proficient or above.



48
52 50

46
52

46
42

61

46

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

6th 7th 8th

%
 P

ro
fic

ie
nt

 o
r a

bo
ve

Grade

James Monroe Middle School
English Language Arts 

2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Monroe demonstrated growth at grade 7 and remains fairly consistent in grades 6 and 8. Over all Monroe met an additional three targets in ELA this year through safe harbor.
It is anticipated that at both middle schools the implementation of  PLC, AVID and the recent focus and training on Explicit Direct instruction will positively affect scores this coming spring
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Murray Middle School
English Language Arts 

2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Grade

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Murray shows consistent improvement in ELA performance at every grade level over the past three years. Murray met an additional 4 targets in ELA through safe harbor this year.
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Burroughs High School
English Language Arts 

2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Burroughs remains fairly consistent in grades 9 and 10 with double digit growth in grade 11 this past year.  63.4% of students schoolwide are scoring proficient or above in ELA
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Grade/Percent

California Standards ~ Mathematics
District ~ County ~ State

Grades 2 - 8 (General Math)
2012

SSUSD
County
State

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Sierra Sands students (in blue) continue to perform well compared to county (in purple) and state (in orange) in math except for the drop seen in sixth grade that was also seen in ELA
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Sierra Sands Unified 
Mathematics 
2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Math performance in grades 2 though 5 show outstanding performance with 68-73 % proficiency. In middle school we see a drop that the schools are working to resolve through professional development, school reform, and continuing hard work by site staffs to refine pacing guides and courses of study.
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California Standards ~ Mathematics
District ~ County ~ State

2012

SSUSD
County
State

Presenter
Presentation Notes
At the high school level all students continue to complete Algebra which is  a graduation requirement. These Algebra scores include any student taking Algebra during any grade level 7th-11th. 
Strong performance is seen in Geometry and HS Summative end of course exams. Algebra II performance is consistent with that of county and state.
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Sierra Sands Unified 

Subgroup Data
Mathematics 
2010~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Subgroup performance in math remained stable this year however individual school sites are showing great progress in closing the achievement gap
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Faller Elementary School
Mathematics 
2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Faller showed improvement across the board- meeting the target in 3rd ,very close in 2nd and 4th and at 70% proficient in 5th  ending up with 76.2% overall. This continued growth enabled Faller to meet all Math criteria through safe harbor and freeze this year at year 1 Program Improvement



66

87

65

87

57

85

74

66
60 61

78

57

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

2nd 3rd 4th 5th

%
 P

ro
fic

ie
nt

 o
r a

bo
ve

Gateway Elementary School
Mathematics
2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Despite some drops this year Gateway students still perform at a high level of 67.2% proficient or above with 4th grade almost meeting the current target after 3 years of steady growth.
They move one year closer to program improvement  
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Inyokern Elementary School
Mathematics
2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Inyokern continued to show growth with 64.9% proficiency overall. This growth means they met all math criteria through safe harbor– thereby freezing them at year 1 Program Improvement
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Las Flores Elementary School
Mathematics
2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Las Flores has outstanding math scores in grades 2-4 and strong performance in 5th however missed 3 out of 4 math subgroup targets and moves one year closer to possible program improvement under the federal accountability system despite a 75% proficiency overall rate.
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Pierce Elementary School
Mathematics
2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Pierce is at 76.1% proficient or above in math due to strong performance in 2nd, 4th and 5th however missed one target for EL students at 63.5% and therefore has entered year 1 program improvement this year
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Richmond Elementary School
Mathematics
2010 ~ 2012

2010

2011

2012

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Richmond is at 66.5% overall proficiency which means 2/3 of the students are proficient or above. Despite strong performance they missed subgroup targets and progressed to year 2 program improvement this year.
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California Standards ~ Science
District ~ County ~ State

2012

SSUSD
County
State

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Science  performance throughout the district continues to be high and exceeds county and state numbers. Over 2/3 of SSUSD students tested in science are proficient or above
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Students in high school also take end of course exams in specific science courses and do well in comparison to county and state.
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California Standards ~ History - Social Science
End of Course Exam

District ~ County ~ State
2012

SSUSD
County
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Performance on history/ social science exams continues to meet or exceed county and state scores
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Presenter
Presentation Notes

Students take the CAHSEE in ELA for the first time in 10th grade.
District performance exceeds both  county and state performance in this content area.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
In addition, students take the CAHSEE in Math for the first time in 10th grade.
District performance exceeds county performance and is equal to state performance in this content area. 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Sierra Sands has an exceptional graduation rate of 90.9 compared to county and state, both in the 70s.
Note that BHS grad rate is 96.1%. Because the Mesquite program allows students to take an additional year to graduate this impacts the district graduation rate since the graduation rate calculation does not take into account students who graduate after a four year time period.



School # Criteria #  Criteria Met Criteria Not Met Status 
Faller 
(API 854) 

17 17 0 Frozen 
Year 1 PI 

Gateway 17 13 Math- 
Overall and 3 sub 
groups 

Not PI 

Inyokern 13 13 0 Frozen  
Year 1 PI 

Las Flores 13 10 Math- 
Overall and 2 sub 
groups 

Not PI 

Pierce 21 20 Math- 
1 subgroup 

Year 1 PI 

Richmond 21 12 ELA-Overall and 3 
sub groups 
Math-Overall and 4 
sub groups 

Year 2 PI 

Federal Accountability Status-Elementary 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
As demonstrated throughout the presentation there is a mismatch between the state and federal accountability systems. The state API measures school growth and progress towards a minimum of 800 API- a target that all of our elementary schools exceed with APIs ranging from 814 to 873. Our highest API school of 873 (LF) may go into federal program improvement next year.  Under AYP, schools are chasing an ever increasing target that goes up 11% each year until 2014 when 100% of students are to be proficient or advanced or a school meets all of its criteria through safe harbor each year. Under federal AYP each student may be calculated into a school’s AYP many times under multiple criteria such as schoolwide, Hispanic, EL learner and SWD. All of our elementary schools receive title 1 funding and are therefore subject to program improvement and related sanctions. Faller and Inyokern met all of their criteria this year and will remain at year 1 Program improvement. Richmond will progress to year 2 PI
GW 4 math S, Hisp, white, SED
LF  3 math S, W, SED 
P 1 math EL
R ELA S, Hisp, SED, SWD  Math S,H, W, SED, SWD




School # Criteria #  Criteria Met Criteria Not Met Status 
Monroe 17 14 ELA-1 sub group 

Math-2 sub groups 
Not Title 1 

Murray 17 17 0 Not Title 1 

Burroughs 18 10 ELA-Overall and 2 
sub groups 
Math-Overall and 3 
sub groups 
Graduation Rate-1 
sub group 

Not Title 1 

Mesquite 4 3 Math-Overall Not Title 1 

District 30 19 ELA-3 sub groups 
Math-Overall and 6 
sub groups 
Graduation-1 sub 
group 

Year 2 PI 

Federal Accountability Status-Secondary and District 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Even though secondary schools in our district do not receive T1 funding and do not go into program improvement their performance in still monitored as their scores directly impact district performance and district PI status. We are particularly pleased that Murray was able to meet all of its criteria this year through safe harbor. As a district however we have moved to year 2 PI.



Program Improvement 
Requirements 

Site  
• Year 1 

– Parent Notification of PI status and School Choice 
– Complete Academic Program Survey and implement nine 

essential components- revise SPSA 
– Professional Development- 10% of site Title 1 funds 

• Year 2 
– Parent Notification of PI status and School Choice 
– Implement SPSA 
– Professional Development- 10% of site Title 1 funds 
– Supplemental Educational Services (SES) 

• Year 3 “corrective action” 

 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
This slide outlines the site PI requirements. Year 1 schools currently include Faller, Inyokern and Pierce. Parents have been notified of their status and school choice has been offered.  Richmond and the district have progressed to year 2 and the district must implement Supplemental Educational Services for Richmond  students. Las Flores and Gateway are on notice for possible PI inclusion next year if specific math targets are not met.
 
Faller and Inyokern- next year either advance to year 2 if miss a math target or exit PI if make all Math targets (Safe Harbor OK)
Pierce- next year either advance to year 2 if miss math target or freeze at year 1 (if meet all Math targets (Safe harbor OK)
Year 2- Richmond- now in year 2 for math (and year 1 for ELA) If make all targets then freeze at year 2- if miss targets move to year 3
Potential Year 1 in 2012-2013 Gateway and Las Flores if miss any MATH target (safe harbor OK)
Year 3 at least ONE of the following- 
Replace school staff, decrease management authority at school level, appoint outside expert, extends school year or day, restructure internal organizational structure of school, in addition must inform parents of corrective action taken
Year 3 Corrective Action Protocol.
Standards aligned instructional materials
Pacing guides
Professional development for administrators focused on instructional materials
Fully credentialed, highly-qualified teachers and materials-based professional development
Ongoing instructional assistance and support for teachers (content experts and coaches)
Student achievement monitoring system
Monthly teacher collaboration
Fiscal support 



Program Improvement 
Requirements 

District 

• Year 1- 
– Parent Notification 
– Complete District Assistance Survey and implement  components 
– Complete other District Surveys:  ELSSA (EL), ISS (Special Ed) 
– Revise LEA Plan- Addendum 
– Set aside10% of Title 1 for professional development 
– Set aside 20% of Title 1 for School choice 

• Year 2- 
– Same as Year 1 and implement LEA Plan 
– Set aside 20% of Title 1 for School choice AND Supplemental 

Educational Services 
• Year  3 

• Corrective action, Revise LEA Plan 
 

 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
This chart outlines the requirements when a district is in program improvement.   Program improvement requires that funds be designated for specific purposes. One affect of this is to reduce  Title 1 budgets at the site level. 

Parent Notification by letter- PI status, reasons, how parents can get involved, actions state to help district�
Corrective Action
An LEA that advances to PI Year 3 is subject to Corrective Action, and the State Board of Education (SBE) is required to select and impose at least one of seven federal sanctions, cited at Education Code (EC) Section 52055.57(c). To date, the SBE has assigned Corrective Action 6:
“Instituting and fully implementing a new curriculum that is based on state academic content and achievement standards, including providing appropriate professional development based on scientifically based research for all relevant staff that offers substantial promise of improving educational achievement for high-priority pupils." 
Others- defer funds or reduce admin, replace LEA staff, remove schools for LEA and provide governance, appoint trustee, abolish or restructure LEA




District Focus 
To continue to improve student achievement and close  
the achievement gap, the district will: 
 
• align instruction to state and common core standards 
 
• fully implement benchmarks and progress monitoring  
 
• provide strategic intervention and support to those students who have 

been identified as not meeting grade level standards 
 
• accelerate and challenge students in order to maximize performance 
 
• identify and provide professional development to ensure the skills 

necessary to target specific needs of students   
 
 
 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
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