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	SUBJECT:
	California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) and Senate Bill (SB) 267: Consideration of a course of action to adopt regarding pupils with disabilities who have met all other state and local graduation requirements, but who are unable to satisfy the CAHSEE requirement or obtain a waiver of the requirement under Section 60851(c) of the Education Code


The California Department of Education (CDE) has conducted additional reviews of data to better inform the State Superintendent of Public Instruction and the State Board of Education’s (SBEs) consideration of various courses of action to adopt regarding pupils with disabilities who have met all other state and local graduation requirements, but who are unable to satisfy the CAHSEE requirement or obtain a waiver of the requirement under Education Code Section 60851(c). This Item Addendum contains a series of tables summarizing these additional data analyses for the SBE’s consideration.
Data Submitted by Local Educational Agencies (LEAs) in regards to the Waiver under Education Code Section 60851 (c)
Following the 2005-06 school year, LEAs were required to submit data to CDE which summarizes their utilization of the waiver process allowed under Education Code Section 60851 (c). CDE received data from 93 LEAs.

These 93 LEAs represent:

· over 14 percent of the 645 LEAs that serve high school students. 

· approximately 9 percent (or 255 schools) of the 2,800 schools that serve high school students.
· nearly 51 percent (or 21,273) of the 43,000 students with disabilities in the state.
The primary disability codes reported for each of the 1,241 students who received a diploma as a result of the waiver is described in Table 1 below:
Table 1: Primary Disability Code Reported for Students who Received Diploma as a Result of a Waiver of the CAHSEE Requirement
	Primary Disability Code
	Disability
	Number of Students Receiving Diploma

	000
	Student receives no Special Education Services
	7

	010
	Mental Retardation (MR)
	13

	020
	Hard of Hearing (HH)
	6

	030
	Deaf (DEAF)
	3

	040
	Speech or Language Impairment (SLI)
	40

	050
	Visual Impairment (VI)
	10

	060
	Emotional Disturbance (ED)
	56

	070
	Orthopedic Impairment (OI)
	18

	080
	Other Health Impairment (OHI)
	55

	090
	Specific Learning Disability (SLD)
	1,020

	100
	Deaf-Blindness (DB)
	0

	110
	Multiple Disabilities (MD)
	3

	120
	Autism (AUT)
	7

	130
	Traumatic Brain Injury (TBI)
	3

	
	Total
	1,241


These 93 LEAs reported that:

· 1,241 students graduated from their schools in 2005-06 as a result of receiving 
a waiver of one or both parts of the CAHSEE requirement.

· This represents 5.7 percent of all grade 12 students with disabilities served by these schools.

Data Submitted by LEAs in regards to the Exemption of the CAHSEE requirement under Education Code Section 60852.3
Following the 2005-06 school year, LEAs were also asked to submit data to CDE in regards to the exemption of the CAHSEE requirement afforded to certain students with disabilities under Education Code Section 60852.3. CDE received reports from 216 LEAs. 
These 216 LEAs represent:

· over 33 percent of the 645 LEAs that serve high school students.
· over 78 percent (or 33,750) of the 43,000 students with disabilities in the state.

The primary disability codes reported for each of the 6,726 students who received a diploma as a result of the exemption is described in Table 2 below: 
Table 2: Primary Disability Code Reported for Students who received an Exemption of the CAHSEE Requirement

	Primary Disability Code
	Disability
	Number of Students Receiving Diploma

	000
	Student receives no Special Education Services
	44

	010
	Mental Retardation (MR)
	204

	020
	Hard of Hearing (HH)
	57

	030
	Deaf (DEAF)
	64

	040
	Speech or Language Impairment (SLI)
	260

	050
	Visual Impairment (VI)
	19

	060
	Emotional Disturbance (ED)
	287

	070
	Orthopedic Impairment (OI)
	62

	080
	Other Health Impairment (OHI)
	257

	090
	Specific Learning Disability (SLD)
	5,386

	100
	Deaf-Blindness (DB)
	1

	110
	Multiple Disabilities (MD)
	20

	120
	Autism (AUT)
	40

	130
	Traumatic Brain Injury (TBI)
	22

	Unknown
	Unknown Disability Code
	3

	
	Total
	6,726


Additionally, these 216 LEAs reported that:

· 6,726 students received diplomas through the exemption. 

· This represents nearly 20 percent of all grade 12 students with disabilities served by these schools.

Data Analysis by the Human Resources Research Organization (HumRRO) in regards to Students with Disabilities taking the CAHSEE with Modifications

In its annual independent evaluation report released on October 31, 2006, HumRRO dedicated an entire chapter to a closer look at special populations. In this review, HumRRO looked more specifically at the CAHSEE results for both English Learners and students with disabilities. Of particular interest to this discussion is HumRRO’s detailed analysis of students with disabilities performance on the CAHSEE.
In this analysis, HumRRO reported, by primary disability code, the percentage of grade 10 students with disabilities who passed each part of the CAHSEE during the 2004-05 and 2005-06 school years. This data is summarized in Table 3 below.
Table 3: Primary Disability Codes for Grade 10 Students Receiving Special Education Services Tested in 2005 and 2006 with CAHSEE Success Information

[image: image1.emf]
(Source: HumRRO 2006 Evaluation Report, October 31, 2006, page 88)
Table 3 shows, by subject area, the passing rates of students on the CAHSEE in each of the primary disability categories. Some notable statistics include:

· The vast majority of these students have specific learning disability as their primary disability.  
· These students passed the CAHSEE at a relatively low rate (for 2006, 30.6 percent on English-language arts (ELA) and 29.1 percent on Math) when compared to the percent passing for the entire group (for 2006, 34.6 percent on ELA and 32.6 percent on Math).  
· However, students with vision, speech, and other health impairments passed the CAHSEE at relatively higher rates. 
In its October 31, 2006, report, HumRRO also compared the amount of time spent away from regular instruction by a student and their success on each portion of the CAHSEE for grade 10 students in the 2004-05 and 2005-06 school years. This comparison can be seen in Table 4 below.

Table 4: Number of Grade 10 Students in Tested in 2005 and 2006 and Percent Passing by Time Away from Regular Instruction
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(Source: HumRRO 2006 Evaluation Report, October 31, 2006, page 87)

This table shows that:

· More than one-third of students with disabilities spend 80 percent or more of the day in regular instruction.  
· In 2005-06, over half of these students passed the ELA portion of the CAHSEE in grade 10 and nearly half passed the Math portion.  
· However, in 2005-06, only about 10 percent of students who were away from regular instruction 51 to 89 percent of the time were able to pass the ELA portion and even fewer passed the Math portion.
In order to provide the SBE with additional data in regards to students with disabilities, CDE asked HumRRO to review the data for the Class of 2006 to determine how many students in this class could have been eligible for a waiver because the student scored 350 or above using a modification on one or both parts of the CAHSEE. Table 5 below shows the cumulative counts for students with disabilities in the Class of 2006 through May 2006. 

Table 5: Class of 2006 Students with Disabilities Cumulative Results through Grade 12
	Status
	≥ 350 

Without Modifications
	≥ 350
With Modifications
	Total Scoring ≥ 350
	Percent Change

	ELA Only 
	24,815
	472
	25,287
	1.1%

	Math Only
	21,179
	1,955
	23,134
	4.7%

	Both
	18,790
	1,950
	20,740
	4.7%


According to HumRRO, the striking finding from these analyses is that counting students who take the test with modifications has relatively little impact on the ELA test, increasing the passing rate for students with disabilities by only 1.1 percent. The impact on passing rates for the mathematics test is more noticeable, an increase of 4.7 percent passing. The primary modification received by students taking the mathematics test is the use of a calculator. The impact of this modification is somewhat surprising as relatively few of the mathematics questions involve difficult calculations.
The frequency of use for modifications on the CAHSEE varies greatly between the two parts of the exam. For the 2005-06 CAHSEE testing for grade 10 students:

· 2,126 grade 10 students with disabilities took the ELA portion of the CAHSEE with a modification

· 4,536 grade 10 students with disabilities took the math portion of the CAHSEE with a modification

Additional Research Regarding a Compensatory Scoring Model

In May 2005, CDE commissioned Education Testing Services (ETS) to conduct a study of the possible effects of a compensatory scoring model on passing rates of the CAHSEE. A full compensatory scoring model would allow a student to satisfy the CAHSEE requirement with a combined score of 700 on both the math and ELA portions of the CAHSEE. For example, a student could satisfy the requirement by scoring a 360 on Math and a 340 on ELA. Under the current scoring methodology, this same student would have passed math, but failed ELA.
In performing its analysis, CDE also directed ETS to consider a partial compensatory approach, which would require that the student score at least a combined score of 700 on both parts of the CAHSEE and at least 330 on each of the math and ELA portions of the exam.

In order to obtain the largest and most representative sample, ETS focused its analysis on grade 10 students in the March 2005 administration. This was the largest administration of the year and included many students from all subgroups and from school districts throughout the state. The results particular to students with disabilities in this study are summarized in Table 6 below.  
Table 6: CAHSEE March 2005 Passing Rates (Grade 10 Students) 

	Student Group
	Number Tested Both ELA &  Math
	Percent Passed
Both ELA & Math
	Percent that Would have Passed Under a Full Compensatory Model
	Percent that Would have Passed Under a 
Partial Compensatory Model

	Tenth Grade Students
	300,852
	71%
	79%
	78%

	Student Receiving Special Education Services
	23,986
	25%
	34%
	33%

	Student Not Receiving Special Education Services
	276,866
	75%
	83%
	82%


Note: The full compensatory scoring model assumed a student passes CAHSEE if the combined scale score (math score plus ELA score) is at least 700. (Partially compensatory scoring required a combined score of at least 700, a math score of at least 330, and an ELA score of at least 330.)
Additional Information Requested by SBE Regarding the Local Waiver
The CDE has compiled additional resources requested by the SBE at its February 14, 2007, meeting in regards to the local waiver process. One request posed by the SBE was in regards to the waiver process and the means by which CDE has communicated the requirements to LEAs. CDE conducts numerous trainings throughout the state with district testing coordinators to educate them on the specific requirements of the CAHSEE program. One component of this training includes outlining the legal requirements of the waiver process. In addition to this training, the CDE prepares and posts on the CDE Web site a packet of information designed to assist LEAs in reporting individual student results. As an attachment to this packet, CDE has developed a sample letter that LEAs may include with the results for students with disabilities who have scored 350 or above while using a modification. This sample letter is attached to this item as Attachment 1.
Additional Information Requested by SBE Regarding the Intervention Strategies
The SBE was also interested in additional information in regards to various intervention strategies used by LEAs throughout the state. In Attachment 2, CDE has provided the CAHSEE Intervention Compendium, which is also posted on the CDE Web site. This compendium is a list of 19 intervention models and programs reported by LEAs to be successful in improving student achievement and helping to ensure that students can master skills in reading, writing and mathematics. These models can be accessed by other LEAs looking for programs to better serve their students. Each of these programs has an associated contact person at the submitting LEA that is available to assist other LEAs in implementing a similar program.
In Attachment 3, CDE has provided an example of a remediation program identified by San Jacinto Unified School District as an effective model for use with students with disabilities.  
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