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CALIFORNIA STANDARDS TESTS RESULTS
AN OVERVIEW OF THE DISTRICT
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Presentation Notes
Let us start by looking at the STAR 2009 results for the Orange Unified School District.  This graph represents the test results for students in grades 2 through 11 who participate in the STAR program.  The dark red bar represents the percentage of students in the Far Below Basic Performance Level.  The light red bar represents those students who performed at the Below Basic Level.  The yellow bar is Basic. The light green bar represents students performing at the Proficient level and the dark green bar is the Advanced performance level.This is the Stop Light analogy where green indicates “keep going, we’re doing well” and red means that we need to “stop” and take a serious look at what’s going on in the classroom so as to better meet the needs of our students.  The goal is to have the green bars (both light and dark) grow over the course of time, showing that more and more students are proficient.  At the same time, the red and yellow bars should be decreasing in size.  By adding the two green bars, we can determine the percentage of students who are Proficient or Advanced.     58% of OUSD students are Proficient or Advanced in ELA     49% of OUSD students are Proficient or Advanced in Math     61% of OUSD students are Proficient or Advanced in Science     50% of OUSD students are Proficient or Advanced in History     49% of OUSD students are Proficient or Advanced in EOC Science     44% of OUSD students are Proficient or Advanced in World HistoryTo better help us understand our growth, let’s take a look at our performance for the last 7 years. 
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History (grades 8, 11, & EOC)

2005 2006 20092007 2008

World History (grade 10)

2005 2006 20092007 2008

Advanced
Proficient
Basic
Below Basic
Far Below Basic

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Marsha



7

2005 2006 20092007 2008Year
Science (grades 5, 8, and 10)

2005

End-of-Course Science
2006 20092007 2008

Advanced
Proficient
Basic
Below Basic
Far Below Basic

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Marsha



State Accountability:
Academic Performance Index 

(API)

ORANGE UNIFIED 
SCHOOL DISTRICT

GOAL:  All schools and districts will achieve the 
statewide performance target of 800 or above.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
So far we have taken a look at the results of the California Standards Tests, or CSTs.  Additionally, we have discussed what we are doing as a District to continue to improve student achievement.  Now we will learn how those test scores have impacted the District in terms of State Accountability.  California’s Accountability system is the Academic Performance Index, or API.  The goal is for all schools and districts to achieve the statewide performance target of 800 or above.  



STATE ACCOUNTABILITY:  API

• What is the API?

• What does the API indicate?

• Based on student performance on 
statewide assessments across 
multiple subject areas
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Before looking at individual schools, let me remind you of the basics of the Academic Performance Index.What is the API?      It is the Cornerstone of Public School’s Accountability Act of 1999.   These state results focus on how much schools are improving academically from year-to-year.  Essentially, the API is a growth model. What does the API Indicate?    A school’s API indicates its academic performance level, which can range anywhere from 200 to 1000 points.  The API is calculated largely from the STAR Program (including, but not limited to, the California Standards Tests) and the California High School Exit Exam.



STATE ACCOUNTABILITY:  API
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Now let us look at how the District performed compared to the County and the state of California.  As we examine these scores let us not forget that the statewide performance target is an API of 800 or above. OUSD grew 11 points, moving from 786 in 2008 to 797 in 2009.  The District is now just 3 points away from achieving an API of 800!Orange County moved from 788 to 802 in 2009 and currently stands 2 points above the statewide target.   Although the state of California grew 14 points, the API is currently 755.  This is 45 points below the statewide performance target of 800.All in all, the District is performing just under the County as a whole.OUSD is not quite growing at the same rate as the state or county, however the District continues to grow on an annual basis.OUSD is out-performing the state since we are significantly closer to the state target of 800 points. 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This slide shows the District’s API over the course of time.  Not only does it show the Growth API (the orange bar) for the last seven years, it also has the Base API to serve as a baseline for each year.  This way it is easier to see growth on an annual basis.  Additionally, this is the more appropriate way to interpret API scores.   Before we look at the data presented here, let me first explain the two bars, Base API and Growth API. The Base API starts the reporting cycle and is released approximately a year after testing. It links current students with their test results from the previous year. The Growth API, released after the Base API, is calculated in exactly the same fashion and with the same indicators as the prior year Base API but from test results of the following year. The Growth API essentially links current students with current test results.  The important thing to note here is the growth that has occurred between the black and orange bars on an annual basis.  In 2002-2003, the District demonstrated a tremendous amount of growth.  Each year, in fact, the District has improved academically, as indicated in the API. Last year, in 2008-2009, the District grew 11 points and is now just 3 points away from the statewide performance target of 800. 



SCHOOLS ABOVE 900
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Schools Above 900 2009 API 
Score

Chapman Hills Elementary 930

Nohl Canyon Elementary 930

Panorama Elementary 927

Serrano Elementary 914

Villa Park Elementary 908

Anaheim Hills Elementary 902

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We would like to take a moment to celebrate those schools who have not only reached the statewide target, but exceeded an API of 900!Chapman Hills and Nohl Canyon Elementary are tied as the highest achieving school in the District with an API of 930.  Panorama is very close behind them with 927.  Serrano, Villa Park, and Anaheim Hills  have reached an API of 900 or above for the first time.  



SCHOOLS ABOVE 800
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Schools Above 
800

2009 
API 

Score
Canyon Rim Elem. 870

Silverado Elem. 847

Cerro Villa Middle 833

La Veta Elementary 826

Olive Elementary 826

Canyon High 821

Schools Above 
800

2009 
API 

Score
Running Springs 899

Crescent Elem. 897
Crescent 
Intermediate 895

McPherson 
Magnet 895

Linda Vista Elem. 890

Imperial Elem. 884

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Thirteen additional schools have met the statewide performance target of 800.  



NOTEWORTHY PERFORMANCES--API

Top Three Schools that 
made Significant API 
Growth include:

• Crescent 
Elementary (+63)

• Fairhaven 
Elementary (+56)

• Sycamore 
Elementary (+49)

Twenty-three (23) schools 
met their API Growth 
Targets.

Twenty-seven (27) 
schools demonstrated 
growth.

14

Canyon Hills* gained 83 
points.  

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Other noteworthy performances include the following:Top Three Schools that made significant API GrowthTwenty-three schools met their API Growth TargetsTwenty-seven schools demonstrated growthCanyon Hills, a small, specialized school, gained 83 points in their API using an alternate test designed specifically for special education students.



TITLE I SCHOOLS DEMONSTRATE GROWTH
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Title I Schools
2009 

Actual 
Growth

Portola Middle +32 
(727)

Handy 
Elementary

+25 
(733)

Orange High +6 
(686)

California 
Elementary

+2 
(788)

Title I Schools
2009 

Actual 
Growth

Fairhaven 
Elementary

+56 
(721)

Sycamore 
Elementary

+49 
(741)

Esplanade 
Elementary

+34 
(777)

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Title I schools are also demonstrating growth.  



WHAT ARE WE DOING TO MEET API?

Lesson Design

Checking for Understanding

Response to Intervention
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ORANGE UNIFIED 
SCHOOL DISTRICT

GOAL:  100% of all students tested will be proficient 
in English-Language Arts and Mathematics by 2014.

Federal Accountability:
Adequate Yearly Progress

(AYP)

Presenter
Presentation Notes
  



FEDERAL ACCOUNTABILITY:  AYP

What is AYP?

How is AYP determined?

What is the consequence of missing 
AYP?
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What?  Required under Title I of NCLB.Goal?  100% of students tested must be proficient or above in English-Language Arts and Mathematics by 2014.How?  A school or District meets AYP by meeting or exceeding each year’s targets. These targets will be discussed in more detail momentarily.If a school or district misses the same AYP target for two consecutive years, the consequence  is Program Improvement .  



ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS

There is one way to make AYP.
• All subgroups meet all targets.

There are up to 46 different ways for a school or 
District to miss AYP.

• Participation Rate — up to 11 subgroups in 
English-Language Arts and up to 11 subgroups in 
Math for a total of 22 ways

• Percent Proficient — up to 11 subgroups in 
English-Language Arts and up to 11 subgroups in 
Math for a total of 22 ways

• API (additional indicator for AYP)

• Graduation Rate at the high school level
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32 of 40 criteria (subgroups + API + Grad Rate)Subgroups (x2 for Participation Rate and x2 for AMO’s/Percent Prof) include:LEA-wide African American or Black (not of Hispanic origin) Asian Filipino Hispanic or Latino Pacific Islander White (not of Hispanic origin) Socioeconomically Disadvantaged English Learners Students with Disabilities American Indian or Alaska Native (NOT SIGNIFICANT SUBGROUP)



AYP TARGETS
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AYP Targets—English Language Arts
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AYP TARGETS

22

100%

45.5%

Presenter
Presentation Notes
AYP Targets—Mathematics 
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ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS SUMMARY

OUSD met 32 of 40 AYP Criteria
• Did not make AYP for 2 years in a row
• In Program Improvement Year 1

25 schools made AYP

17 schools did not make AYP 
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39 of 42 criteria (subgroups + API + Grad Rate)Subgroups (x2 for Participation Rate and x2 for AMO’s/Percent Prof) include:LEA-wide African American or Black (not of Hispanic origin) Asian Filipino Hispanic or Latino Pacific Islander White (not of Hispanic origin) Socioeconomically Disadvantaged English Learners Students with Disabilities American Indian or Alaska Native (NOT SIGNIFICANT SUBGROUP)



TITLE I SCHOOLS MEETING AYP

• California Elementary 
• Fairhaven Elementary
• Handy Elementary
• Sycamore Elementary
• Portola Middle
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WHAT DOES PROGRAM IMPROVEMENT MEAN 
FOR THE DISTRICT?

We Must:
• Notify all Parents
• Administer the Academic Program Survey
• Complete a Number of Assessments
• Rewrite our Local Education Agency Plan
• Reserve 10% of Title I funds for Professional 

Development
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WHAT ARE WE DOING TO MEET OUR 
AYP TARGETS?

Preparing to administer the Academic 
Program Survey

Preparing to rewrite our LEA plan to address 
our target areas

Targeting our subgroups
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WHAT ARE WE DOING TO MEET OUR 
AYP TARGETS?

Last year:
• Began High School English Language 

Development (ELD) Program
• Set Reclassification Goal
• Updated ELD Course Outlines
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WHAT ARE WE DOING TO MEET OUR 
AYP TARGETS?

Last year (cont’d):

• Continued Guided Language Acquisition 
Design (GLAD) Training

• Developed Student Placement Matrix
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WHAT ARE WE DOING TO MEET OUR 
AYP TARGETS?
This year:

• Providing Staff Development—ELD High 
School Program (EDGE)

• Revising Secondary SDAIE Social 
Studies Course Outlines
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WHAT ARE WE DOING TO MEET OUR 
AYP TARGETS?

This year (cont’d):
• Providing Training for New Principals
• Blackboard Sites Now Available
• Integrating Thinking Maps into ELD 

Instruction
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WHAT ARE WE DOING TO MEET OUR 
AYP TARGETS?

Students with Disabilities:
• Reinforce Standards-Based Instruction
• Require Quarterly Reporting of Student 

Progress
• Provide Podcast Training
• Update Special Education Course Outlines
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CONCLUSIONS

The District has shown improved academic 
achievement over the course of the last five 
years.

• API-Steady movement of students to higher    
performance levels

• AYP-Increased the number of students
performing at the Proficient level or above

We will continue to focus on improved academic 
outcomes for all students.
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