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Handout 1: Differentiated Assistance Simulations
Background
At the May 2026 State Board of Education (SBE) meeting, the SBE narrowed further analysis for simulations of updated differentiated assistance (DA) criteria to Scenarios 10 and 12, presented in Item 2, Attachment 2.1 (https://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr26/documents/may26item02a2-1.docx). Additionally, a third scenario was added for consideration by the SBE Accountability Liaisons following the May 2026 SBE meeting. These scenarios have been renamed to:
· Scenario A (Scenario 10 at the May SBE meeting)
· Scenario B (Scenario 12 at the May SBE meeting)
· Scenario C (the new scenario added)
The SBE also requested additional data be included in the scenarios, in response to public comment and feedback from educational partners that include the following:
· Student group performance
· Distribution across local educational agency (LEAs) based on size
· Dual eligibility with Comprehensive Support and Improvement (CSI) eligibility under Method 5
These tables present results for each scenario using currently available data from the 2023, 2024, and 2025 California School Dashboards (Dashboard). Tables 3 (Scenario A), 10 (Scenario B), and 17 (Scenario C) show the number of LEAs eligible for differentiated assistance (DA) under each scenario’s criteria. However, these results are limited by the data available for those years and do not reflect the full set of data that will be available from the 2024, 2025, and 2026 Dashboards to inform 2026 determinations. As described later in this handout, additional data, such as three years of LTEL student results and three years of College/Career Indicator results, will be available for 2026 differentiated assistance determinations but are not included in these scenarios. Therefore, outcomes based on the complete 2026 Dashboard data may differ from the results shown here. 
Each section on the scenarios contains tables that provide detailed data by state indicator and student group at the county office of education (COE), district, and charter school level:
· Scenario A: Tables 4-6
· Scenario B: Tables 11-13
· Scenario C: Tables 18-20
In the tables outlined above, LEAs can be included across all Indicators and Student groups, and therefore the same LEA may appear in a table multiple times. Please note that while the tables for each scenario are structured the same, the criteria for each scenario are different. As a result, the tables from one scenario cannot be compared to the tables in another scenario. 
Additionally, the Long-Term English Learner (LTEL) student group is a new student group, and the years of Dashboard data are 2024 and 2025, which may lead to a reduced impact on eligibility determinations. For example, the LTEL student group accounts for zero LEAs eligible in Scenario B because it requires the same student group in three years. Lastly, LEAs and student groups must meet the minimum n-size of 30 or more to receive a color in all three years and be considered in these scenarios.


Overview of Scenarios A, B, and C
This section provides the additional data requested by the SBE. Table 1 provides student groups used in LCFF differentiated assistance determinations and the corresponding abbreviation.
Table 1: Student Group Abbreviations and Descriptions
	Student Group Abbreviation
	Description

	AA
	Black or African American

	AI
	American Indian or Alaska Native

	AS
	Asian

	EL
	English Learners

	FI
	Filipino

	FOS
	Foster Youth

	HI
	Hispanic or Latino

	HOM
	Homeless

	LTEL
	Long-Term English Learners

	PI
	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander

	SED
	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged

	SWD
	Students with Disabilities

	TOM
	Two or More Races

	WH
	White


Table 2: State Indicator and Indicator Descriptions
	State Indicator Abbreviation
	Indicator Description

	Chronic
	Chronic Absenteeism 

	ELA
	English Language Arts

	Math
	Mathematics

	ELPI
	English Learner Progress

	Susp
	Suspension Rate 

	Grad
	Graduation Rate

	CCI
	College/Career


Scenario A
Scenario A criteria (previously referred to as Scenario 10):
· At least two Red state indicators in each of the last three Dashboard years.
· Same indicator
· Any student group
Table 3 below provides the differentiated assistance eligibility results for Scenario A.
Table 3: Scenario A Eligibility Results
	Districts Eligible 
(out of 994 total districts)
	COEs Eligible
(out of 58 total COEs)
	Charter Schools Eligible 
(out of 1254 total charter schools)

	203
	10
	59


Tables 4-6 provide the results for Scenario A by COEs (Table 4), districts (Table 5), and charter schools (Table 6).
Note: Scenario A criteria requires the same indicator be at the Red performance level in the last three years. The Science and College/Career Indicators (CCI) do not have three years of colors and were not included in Scenario A results. 

Table 4: Scenario A Results for County Offices of Education (COEs)
	Indicator
	ALL
	AA
	AI
	AS
	EL
	FI
	FOS
	HI
	HOM
	LTEL
	PI
	SED
	SWD
	TOM
	WH
	Total

	Chronic
	5
	1
	0
	0
	2
	0
	1
	6
	2
	5
	0
	6
	2
	0
	3
	33

	ELA
	3
	1
	0
	1
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	1
	0
	3
	1
	0
	3
	19

	Math
	3
	1
	0
	1
	2
	0
	0
	3
	2
	1
	0
	3
	1
	0
	3
	20

	ELPI
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0

	Susp
	3
	3
	0
	0
	3
	0
	3
	3
	3
	2
	0
	4
	3
	0
	2
	29

	Grad
	8
	4
	0
	1
	5
	0
	4
	9
	5
	6
	0
	10
	6
	0
	4
	62


Table 5: Scenario A Results for Districts
	Indicator
	ALL
	AA
	AI
	AS
	EL
	FI
	FOS
	HI
	HOM
	LTEL
	PI
	SED
	SWD
	TOM
	WH
	Total

	Chronic
	2
	10
	2
	0
	9
	0
	18
	8
	22
	14
	5
	6
	14
	5
	4
	119

	ELA
	20
	56
	15
	1
	114
	0
	81
	45
	124
	133
	11
	44
	155
	9
	11
	819

	Math
	25
	63
	18
	1
	117
	0
	92
	50
	129
	139
	10
	51
	163
	14
	17
	889

	ELPI
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0

	Susp
	12
	27
	7
	0
	16
	0
	33
	12
	31
	31
	6
	17
	40
	10
	10
	252

	Grad
	0
	2
	0
	0
	3
	0
	5
	1
	6
	2
	0
	0
	5
	0
	0
	24


Table 6: Scenario A Results for Charter Schools
	Indicator
	ALL
	AA
	AI
	AS
	EL
	FI
	FOS
	HI
	HOM
	LTEL
	PI
	SED
	SWD
	TOM
	WH
	Total

	Chronic
	9
	4
	0
	0
	6
	0
	0
	8
	0
	4
	0
	10
	8
	1
	1
	51

	ELA
	19
	11
	0
	0
	26
	0
	0
	22
	0
	21
	0
	27
	34
	0
	7
	167

	Math
	30
	11
	0
	0
	29
	0
	0
	34
	3
	22
	0
	39
	42
	0
	9
	219

	ELPI
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	4

	Susp
	1
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	1
	0
	2
	4
	1
	0
	15

	Grad
	19
	3
	0
	0
	8
	0
	0
	19
	3
	6
	0
	19
	11
	0
	8
	96


Under Scenario A, a COE, district, or charter school meets the criteria if at least one student group has a Red performance level in at least two of the same Indicators across the three most recent Dashboards. The student group does not have to be the same each year. Scenario A prioritizes the same indicators with a Red performance level. This results in minimizing student groups with Red performance levels over time. The emphasis of the same indicators with Red performance levels and the minimization of student groups with Red results in the counts in Tables 4-6 to be inflated. For example, in Table 3, 889 student groups were Red on the Math indicator, but because Scenario A does not require the same student group to have two of the same indicators with Red performance levels, multiple student groups can have two of the same indicators with Red, while only 203 districts would be eligible for differentiated assistance. 
Additionally, the ELPI in Scenario A has no impact on differentiated assistance determinations for COEs, districts, and charter schools. This is due to the ELPI having just two student groups (EL and LTEL) and LEAs generally do not have Red on the ELPI for three consecutive years (only two charter schools had a Red performance level for the EL and LTEL student groups in the last three years, see Table 4).
Table 7 shows, by county, the percentage of districts/COEs eligible for differentiated assistance based on the criteria outlined for Scenario A. Table 8 shows by county the percentage of charter schools in each county eligible for differentiated assistance based on the criteria outlined for Scenario A.
Table 7: Percentage of Districts and County Offices of Education Eligible to Receive Differentiated Assistance under Scenario A, by County
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities

	Alameda
	42.1% (8/19)
	Marin
	16.7% (3/18)
	San Mateo
	12.5% (3/24)

	Alpine*
	0% (0/2)
	Mariposa*
	50% (1/2)
	Santa Barbara
	14.3% (3/21)

	Amador*
	50% (1/2)
	Mendocino
	23.1% (3/13)
	Santa Clara
	28.1% (9/32)

	Butte
	21.4% (3/14)
	Merced
	14.3% (3/21)
	Santa Cruz
	16.7% (2/12)

	Calaveras
	20% (1/5)
	Modoc
	0% (0/4)
	Shasta
	8% (2/25)

	Colusa
	0% (0/5)
	Mono
	33.3% (1/3)
	Sierra*
	0% (0/2)

	Contra Costa
	31.6% (6/19)
	Monterey
	20% (5/25)
	Siskiyou
	8% (2/25)

	Del Norte
	50% (1/2)
	Napa
	0% (0/6)
	Solano
	42.9% (3/7)

	El Dorado
	12.5% (2/16)
	Nevada
	0% (0/10)
	Sonoma
	10.3% (4/39)

	Fresno
	34.4% (11/32)
	Orange
	20.7% (6/29)
	Stanislaus
	26.9% (7/26)

	Glenn
	11.1% (1/9)
	Placer
	17.6% (3/17)
	Sutter
	15.4% (2/13)

	Humboldt
	3.1% (1/32)
	Plumas
	0% (0/2)
	Tehama
	7.1% (1/14)

	Imperial
	11.8% (2/17)
	Riverside
	45.8% (11/24)
	Trinity
	0% (0/10)

	Inyo
	14.3% (1/7)
	Sacramento
	57.1% (8/14)
	Tulare
	6.8% (3/44)

	Kern
	23.4% (11/47)
	San Benito
	8.3% (1/12)
	Tuolumne
	0% (0/12)

	Kings
	14.3% (2/14)
	San Bernardino
	52.9% (18/34)
	Ventura
	20% (4/20)

	Lake
	28.6% (2/7)
	San Diego
	22.7% (10/44)
	Yolo
	66.7% (4/6)

	Lassen
	0% (0/11)
	San Francisco*
	100% (2/2)
	Yuba
	16.7% (1/6)

	Los Angeles
	26.3% (21/80)
	San Joaquin
	46.7% (7/15)
	N/A
	N/A

	Madera
	50% (5/10)
	San Luis Obispo
	18.2% (2/11)
	N/A
	N/A


* Single district county


Table 8: Percentage of Charter Schools Eligible to Receive Differentiated Assistance under Scenario A, by County
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities

	Alameda
	7.8% (4/51)
	Marin
	0% (0/3)
	San Mateo
	7.1% (1/14)

	Alpine*
	0% (0/0)
	Mariposa*
	0% (0/1)
	Santa Barbara
	0% (0/15)

	Amador*
	0% (0/0)
	Mendocino
	9.1% (1/11)
	Santa Clara
	8.3% (5/60)

	Butte
	0% (0/19)
	Merced
	0% (0/3)
	Santa Cruz
	0% (0/14)

	Calaveras
	0% (0/1)
	Modoc
	0% (0/0)
	Shasta
	0% (0/15)

	Colusa
	0% (0/0)
	Mono
	0% (0/1)
	Sierra*
	0% (0/2)

	Contra Costa
	4.3% (1/23)
	Monterey
	0% (0/8)
	Siskiyou
	0% (0/0)

	Del Norte
	0% (0/2)
	Napa
	0% (0/3)
	Solano
	8.3% (1/12)

	El Dorado
	0% (0/13)
	Nevada
	0% (0/13)
	Sonoma
	1.9% (1/53)

	Fresno
	3.6% (1/28)
	Orange
	0% (0/43)
	Stanislaus
	0% (0/22)

	Glenn
	0% (0/4)
	Placer
	0% (0/16)
	Sutter
	0% (0/8)

	Humboldt
	0% (0/15)
	Plumas
	0% (0/1)
	Tehama
	0% (0/4)

	Imperial
	0% (0/3)
	Riverside
	0% (0/30)
	Trinity
	0% (0/1)

	Inyo
	66.7% (2/3)
	Sacramento
	9.4% (5/53)
	Tulare
	4.8% (1/21)

	Kern
	5.9% (1/17)
	San Benito
	0% (0/1)
	Tuolumne
	0% (0/2)

	Kings
	12.5% (1/8)
	San Bernardino
	9.4% (5/53)
	Ventura
	8.3% (1/12)

	Lake
	0% (0/3)
	San Diego
	5.9% (7/119)
	Yolo
	0% (0/7)

	Lassen
	33.3% (1/3)
	San Francisco*
	14.3% (2/14)
	Yuba
	0% (0/6)

	Los Angeles
	3.4% (12/357)
	San Joaquin
	12.2% (6/49)
	N/A
	N/A

	Madera
	0% (0/11)
	San Luis Obispo
	0% (0/3)
	N/A
	N/A


* Single district county


Schools currently in Comprehensive Support and Improvement (CSI) and do not exit CSI based on the results of the 2026 Dashboard will move their LEA into differentiated assistance, this is Method 5. Table 9 below provides the total number of LEAs that would be eligible for differentiated assistance for Method 1 for Scenario A and Method 5.
Table 9: Number of LEAs Eligible Under Method 1 and Method 5 for Scenario A
	LEA Type
	Number of LEAs Eligible – Method 1
	Number of LEAs with Schools in CSI for at Least 3 Years – Method 5
	Method 1 and 5 Overlap
	Total LEAs Eligible for Method 1 or 5

	COEs
	10
	20
	10
	20

	Districts
	203
	62
	31
	234

	Charter Schools
	59
	86
	18
	127

	All LEAs
	272
	168
	59
	381




Scenario B
Scenario B criteria (previously referred to as Scenario 12):
· At least two Red state indicators in each of the last three Dashboard years.
· Same indicator
· Same student group
Table 10 below provides the differentiated assistance eligibility results for Scenario B.
Table 10: Scenario B Eligibility Results
	Districts Eligible 
(out of 994 total districts)
	COEs Eligible
(out of 58 total COEs)
	Charter Schools Eligible 
(out of 1254 total charter schools)

	44
	8
	28


Tables 11-13 below provide the results for Scenario B by COEs (Table 11), districts (Table 12), and charter schools (Table 13).
Note: Scenario B criteria requires the same indicator be at the Red performance level in the last three years. The Science and College/Career Indicator (CCI) do not have three years of colors and were not included in Scenario B results.


Table 11: Scenario B Results for COEs
	Indicator
	ALL
	AA
	AI
	AS
	EL
	FI
	FOS
	HI
	HOM
	LTEL
	PI
	SED
	SWD
	TOM
	WH
	Total

	Chronic
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	1
	0
	0
	5

	ELA
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Math
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	2

	ELPI
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0

	Susp
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	5

	Grad
	3
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	4
	2
	0
	0
	12


Table 12: Scenario B Results for Districts
	Indicator
	ALL
	AA
	AI
	AS
	EL
	FI
	FOS
	HI
	HOM
	LTEL
	PI
	SED
	SWD
	TOM
	WH
	Total

	Chronic
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2

	ELA
	0
	4
	0
	0
	11
	0
	3
	3
	7
	0
	0
	1
	13
	0
	0
	42

	Math
	0
	2
	0
	0
	11
	0
	4
	4
	7
	0
	0
	1
	13
	0
	0
	42

	ELPI
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0

	Susp
	0
	4
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	3
	0
	0
	12

	Grad
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2


Table 13: Scenario B Results for Charter Schools
	Indicator
	ALL
	AA
	AI
	AS
	EL
	FI
	FOS
	HI
	HOM
	LTEL
	PI
	SED
	SWD
	TOM
	WH
	Total

	Chronic
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	3

	ELA
	3
	1
	0
	0
	4
	0
	0
	5
	0
	0
	0
	3
	9
	0
	2
	27

	Math
	4
	1
	0
	0
	3
	0
	0
	8
	0
	0
	0
	4
	9
	0
	3
	32

	ELPI
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	2

	Susp
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Grad
	2
	1
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	8
	0
	0
	0
	4
	3
	0
	2
	22


Under Scenario B, a COE, district, or charter school meets the criteria if at least one student group has a Red performance level in at least two of the same Indicators across the three most recent Dashboards. The student group needs to be the same across all three years. Compared to Scenario A, this scenario results in significantly fewer LEAs eligible because of the requirement that the same student group have two or more Red indicators in three years. Compared to Scenario C, this scenario again results in fewer LEAs eligible because of the requirement of three years versus two years required in Scenario C. 
Additionally, as with Scenario A, the ELPI in Scenario B has no impact on differentiated assistance determinations for COEs, districts, and charter schools. This is due to the ELPI having just two student groups (EL and LTEL) and LEAs do not have a Red performance level on the ELPI for three consecutive years (only two charter schools had a Red for the EL student group in the last three years, see Table 13).
Table 14 shows by county the percentage of districts/COEs in each county eligible for differentiated assistance based on the criteria outlined for Scenario B. Table 15 shows by county the percentage of charter schools in each county eligible for differentiated assistance based on the criteria outlined for Scenario B.
Table 14: Percentage of Districts and County Offices of Education Eligible to Receive Differentiated Assistance under Scenario B, by County
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities

	Alameda
	15.8% (3/19)
	Marin
	0% (0/18)
	San Mateo
	4.2% (1/24)

	Alpine*
	0% (0/2)
	Mariposa*
	0% (0/2)
	Santa Barbara
	4.8% (1/21)

	Amador*
	50% (1/2)
	Mendocino
	7.7% (1/13)
	Santa Clara
	12.5% (4/32)

	Butte
	0% (0/14)
	Merced
	0% (0/21)
	Santa Cruz
	8.3% (1/12)

	Calaveras
	0% (0/5)
	Modoc
	0% (0/4)
	Shasta
	4% (1/25)

	Colusa
	0% (0/5)
	Mono
	0% (0/3)
	Sierra*
	0% (0/2)

	Contra Costa
	5.3% (1/19)
	Monterey
	0% (0/25)
	Siskiyou
	0% (0/25)

	Del Norte
	0% (0/2)
	Napa
	0% (0/6)
	Solano
	0% (0/7)

	El Dorado
	0% (0/16)
	Nevada
	0% (0/10)
	Sonoma
	5.1% (2/39)

	Fresno
	9.4% (3/32)
	Orange
	6.9% (2/29)
	Stanislaus
	7.7% (2/26)

	Glenn
	0% (0/9)
	Placer
	5.9% (1/17)
	Sutter
	7.7% (1/13)

	Humboldt
	0% (0/32)
	Plumas
	0% (0/2)
	Tehama
	7.1% (1/14)

	Imperial
	0% (0/17)
	Riverside
	12.5% (3/24)
	Trinity
	0% (0/10)

	Inyo
	0% (0/7)
	Sacramento
	14.3% (2/14)
	Tulare
	2.3% (1/44)

	Kern
	8.5% (4/47)
	San Benito
	0% (0/12)
	Tuolumne
	0% (0/12)

	Kings
	0% (0/14)
	San Bernardino
	5.9% (2/34)
	Ventura
	0% (0/20)

	Lake
	14.3% (1/7)
	San Diego
	4.5% (2/44)
	Yolo
	0% (0/6)

	Lassen
	0% (0/11)
	San Francisco*
	100% (2/2)
	Yuba
	0% (0/6)

	Los Angeles
	6.3% (5/80)
	San Joaquin
	13.3% (2/15)
	N/A
	N/A

	Madera
	0% (0/10)
	San Luis Obispo
	18.2% (2/11)
	N/A
	N/A


* Single district county


Table 15: Percentage of Charter Schools Eligible to Receive Differentiated Assistance under Scenario B, by County
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities

	Alameda
	3.9% (2/51)
	Marin
	0% (0/3)
	San Mateo
	7.14% (1/14)

	Alpine*
	0% (0/0)
	Mariposa*
	0% (0/1)
	Santa Barbara
	0% (0/15)

	Amador*
	0% (0/0)
	Mendocino
	9.1% (1/11)
	Santa Clara
	3.3% (2/60)

	Butte
	0% (0/19)
	Merced
	0% (0/3)
	Santa Cruz
	0% (0/14)

	Calaveras
	0% (0/1)
	Modoc
	0% (0/0)
	Shasta
	0% (0/15)

	Colusa
	0% (0/0)
	Mono
	0% (0/1)
	Sierra*
	0% (0/2)

	Contra Costa
	4.3% (1/23)
	Monterey
	0% (0/8)
	Siskiyou
	0% (0/0)

	Del Norte
	0% (0/2)
	Napa
	0% (0/3)
	Solano
	8.3% (1/12)

	El Dorado
	0% (0/13)
	Nevada
	0% (0/13)
	Sonoma
	1.9% (1/53)

	Fresno
	3.6% (1/28)
	Orange
	0% (0/43)
	Stanislaus
	0% (0/22)

	Glenn
	0% (0/4)
	Placer
	0% (0/16)
	Sutter
	0% (0/8)

	Humboldt
	0% (0/15)
	Plumas
	0% (0/1)
	Tehama
	0% (0/4)

	Imperial
	0% (0/3)
	Riverside
	0% (0/30)
	Trinity
	0% (0/1)

	Inyo
	0% (0/3)
	Sacramento
	3.8% (2/53)
	Tulare
	4.8% (1/21)

	Kern
	0% (0/17)
	San Benito
	0% (0/1)
	Tuolumne
	0% (0/2)

	Kings
	12.5% (1/8)
	San Bernardino
	1.9% (1/53)
	Ventura
	8.3% (1/12)

	Lake
	0% (0/3)
	San Diego
	3.4% (4/119)
	Yolo
	0% (0/7)

	Lassen
	33.3% (1/3)
	San Francisco*
	7.1% (1/14)
	Yuba
	0% (0/6)

	Los Angeles
	1.1% (4/357)
	San Joaquin
	4.1% (2/49)
	N/A
	N/A

	Madera
	0% (0/11)
	San Luis Obispo
	0% (0/3)
	N/A
	N/A


* Single district county


Table 16 below provides the total number of LEAs that would be eligible for differentiated assistance for Method 1 for Scenario B and Method 5 (CSI to differentiated assistance).
Table 16: Number of LEAs Eligible Under Method 1 and Method 5 for Scenario B
	LEA Type
	Number of LEAs Eligible – Method 1
	Number of LEAs with Schools in CSI for at Least 3 Years – Method 5
	Method 1 and 5 Overlap
	Total LEAs Eligible for Method 1 or 5

	COEs
	8
	20
	8
	20

	Districts
	44
	62
	9
	97

	Charter Schools
	28
	86
	11
	103

	All LEAs
	80
	168
	28
	220




Scenario C
Scenario C criteria (new scenario):
· At least two Red state indicators in each of the last two Dashboard years.
· Same indicator
· Same student group
Table 17 below provides the differentiated assistance eligibility results for Scenario C.
Table 17: Scenario C Eligibility Results
	Districts Eligible 
(out of 994 total districts)
	COEs Eligible
(out of 58 total COEs)
	Charter Schools Eligible 
(out of 1254 total charter schools)

	202
	17
	139



Tables 18-20 below provide the results for Scenario C by COEs (Table 18), districts (Table 19), and charter schools (Table 20).
Note: Scenario C criteria requires the same indicator be Red in the last two years. The Science Indicator does not have two years of colors and was not included in Scenario C results.


Table 18: Scenario C Results for COEs
	Indicator
	ALL
	AA
	AI
	AS
	EL
	FI
	FOS
	HI
	HOM
	LTEL
	PI
	SED
	SWD
	TOM
	WH
	Total

	Chronic
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	1
	0
	3
	1
	0
	0
	9

	ELA
	2
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	1
	0
	0
	7

	Math
	3
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	10

	ELPI
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	2

	Susp
	3
	2
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	2
	1
	1
	0
	3
	1
	0
	0
	14

	Grad
	12
	3
	0
	0
	5
	0
	5
	7
	8
	7
	0
	11
	7
	0
	2
	67

	CCI
	11
	2
	0
	0
	4
	0
	5
	8
	8
	6
	0
	11
	5
	0
	2
	62


Table 19: Scenario C Results for Districts
	Indicator
	ALL
	AA
	AI
	AS
	EL
	FI
	FOS
	HI
	HOM
	LTEL
	PI
	SED
	SWD
	TOM
	WH
	Total

	Chronic
	1
	2
	2
	1
	4
	0
	9
	0
	6
	9
	1
	2
	5
	1
	2
	45

	ELA
	6
	7
	2
	1
	19
	0
	7
	11
	31
	63
	1
	10
	55
	1
	0
	214

	Math
	6
	4
	4
	0
	21
	0
	16
	11
	28
	66
	1
	12
	63
	0
	1
	233

	ELPI
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	4
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	5

	Susp
	3
	6
	2
	0
	1
	0
	14
	1
	4
	19
	1
	5
	11
	2
	3
	72

	Grad
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	3
	0
	3
	1
	0
	0
	4
	0
	0
	12

	CCI
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	1
	0
	1
	3
	0
	0
	9
	0
	0
	16


Table 20: Scenario C Results for Charter Schools
	Indicator
	ALL
	AA
	AI
	AS
	EL
	FI
	FOS
	HI
	HOM
	LTEL
	PI
	SED
	SWD
	TOM
	WH
	Total

	Chronic
	5
	3
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	7
	0
	4
	0
	7
	8
	0
	1
	37

	ELA
	21
	5
	0
	0
	15
	0
	0
	18
	1
	13
	0
	24
	32
	0
	3
	132

	Math
	23
	6
	0
	0
	13
	0
	0
	25
	1
	15
	0
	26
	37
	0
	4
	150

	ELPI
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	6
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	8

	Susp
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	2
	0
	4
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	10

	Grad
	33
	5
	0
	1
	10
	0
	1
	37
	9
	8
	0
	36
	16
	1
	10
	167

	CCI
	26
	4
	0
	1
	9
	0
	1
	32
	9
	7
	0
	29
	15
	1
	8
	142


Under Scenario C, a COE, district, or charter school meets the criteria if at least one student group has a Red performance level in at least two of the same Indicators across the two most recent Dashboards. The student group needs to be the same across both years. Compared to Scenario A and B, Scenario C results in more LEAs eligible for differentiated assistance due to the reduction of years from three to two. Additionally, while Scenario C reduces the years required from three to two years as with Scenario A and B, the impact of the ELPI is limited in Scenario C.
Table 21 shows by county the percentage of districts/COEs in each county eligible for differentiated assistance based on the criteria outlined for Scenario C. Table 22 shows by county the percentage of charter schools in each county eligible for differentiated assistance based on the criteria outlined for Scenario C.
Table 21: Percentage of Districts and County Offices of Education Eligible to Receive Differentiated Assistance under Scenario C, by County
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities

	Alameda
	42.1% (8/19)
	Marin
	16.7% (3/18)
	San Mateo
	16.7% (4/24)

	Alpine*
	0% (0/2)
	Mariposa*
	0% (0/2)
	Santa Barbara
	9.5% (2/21)

	Amador*
	50% (1/2)
	Mendocino
	30.8% (4/13)
	Santa Clara
	34.4% (11/32)

	Butte
	7.1% (1/14)
	Merced
	23.8% (5/21)
	Santa Cruz
	33.3% (4/12)

	Calaveras
	60% (3/5)
	Modoc
	0% (0/4)
	Shasta
	8% (2/25)

	Colusa
	0% (0/5)
	Mono
	0% (0/3)
	Sierra*
	0% (0/2)

	Contra Costa
	15.8% (3/19)
	Monterey
	24% (6/25)
	Siskiyou
	12.0% (3/25)

	Del Norte
	50% (1/2)
	Napa
	16.7% (1/6)
	Solano
	28.6% (2/7)

	El Dorado
	12.5% (2/16)
	Nevada
	0% (0/10)
	Sonoma
	10.3% (4/39)

	Fresno
	34.4% (11/32)
	Orange
	31% (9/29)
	Stanislaus
	26.9% (7/26)

	Glenn
	11.1% (1/9)
	Placer
	23.5% (4/17)
	Sutter
	15.4% (2/13)

	Humboldt
	6.3% (2/32)
	Plumas
	0% (0/2)
	Tehama
	14.3% (2/14)

	Imperial
	17.6% (3/17)
	Riverside
	50% (12/24)
	Trinity
	0% (0/10)

	Inyo
	14.3% (1/7)
	Sacramento
	42.9% (6/14)
	Tulare
	15.9% (7/44)

	Kern
	27.7% (13/47)
	San Benito
	8.3% (1/12)
	Tuolumne
	8.3% (1/12)

	Kings
	21.4% (3/14)
	San Bernardino
	35.3% (12/34)
	Ventura
	10% (2/20)

	Lake
	42.9% (3/7)
	San Diego
	18.2% (8/44)
	Yolo
	33.3% (2/6)

	Lassen
	18.2% (2/11)
	San Francisco*
	100% (2/2)
	Yuba
	16.7% (1/6)

	Los Angeles
	26.3% (21/80)
	San Joaquin
	46.7% (7/15)
	N/A
	N/A

	Madera
	0% (0/10)
	San Luis Obispo
	36.4% (4/11)
	N/A
	N/A


* Single district county


Table 22: Percentage of Charter Schools Eligible to Receive Differentiated Assistance under Scenario C, by County
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities
	County Name
	Percentage of Entities

	Alameda
	13.7% (7/51)
	Marin
	0% (0/3)
	San Mateo
	7.1% (1/14)

	Alpine*
	0% (0/0)
	Mariposa*
	0% (0/1)
	Santa Barbara
	6.7% (1/15)

	Amador*
	0% (0/0)
	Mendocino
	9.1% (1/11)
	Santa Clara
	23.3% (14/60)

	Butte
	5.3% (1/19)
	Merced
	33.3% (1/3)
	Santa Cruz
	14.3% (2/14)

	Calaveras
	0% (0/1)
	Modoc
	0% (0/0)
	Shasta
	0% (0/15)

	Colusa
	0% (0/0)
	Mono
	0% (0/1)
	Sierra*
	0% (0/2)

	Contra Costa
	21.7% (5/23)
	Monterey
	0% (0/8)
	Siskiyou
	0% (0/0)

	Del Norte
	0% (0/2)
	Napa
	0% (0/3)
	Solano
	8.3% (1/12)

	El Dorado
	7.7% (1/13)
	Nevada
	15.4% (2/13)
	Sonoma
	1.9% (1/53)

	Fresno
	14.3% (4/28)
	Orange
	11.6% (5/43)
	Stanislaus
	4.5% (1/22)

	Glenn
	0% (0/4)
	Placer
	0% (0/16)
	Sutter
	12.5% (1/8)

	Humboldt
	6.7% (1/15)
	Plumas
	0% (0/1)
	Tehama
	0% (0/4)

	Imperial
	33.3% (1/3)
	Riverside
	3.3% (1/30)
	Trinity
	0% (0/1)

	Inyo
	33.3% (1/3)
	Sacramento
	24.5% (13/53)
	Tulare
	9.5% (2/21)

	Kern
	17.6% (3/17)
	San Benito
	0% (0/1)
	Tuolumne
	0% (0/2)

	Kings
	12.5% (1/8)
	San Bernardino
	15.1% (8/53)
	Ventura
	8.3% (1/12)

	Lake
	0% (0/3)
	San Diego
	13.4% (16/119)
	Yolo
	0% (0/7)

	Lassen
	33.3% (1/3)
	San Francisco*
	21.4% (3/14)
	Yuba
	0% (0/6)

	Los Angeles
	7.6% (27/357)
	San Joaquin
	20.4% (10/49)
	N/A
	N/A

	Madera
	0% (0/11)
	San Luis Obispo
	33.3% (1/3)
	N/A
	N/A


* Single district county


Table 23 below provides the total number of LEAs that would be eligible for differentiated assistance for Method 1 for Scenario C and Method 5 (CSI to differentiated assistance).
Table 23: Number of LEAs Eligible Under Method 1 and Method 5 for Scenario C
	LEA Type
	Number of LEAs Eligible – Method 1
	Number of LEAs with Schools in CSI for at Least 3 Years – Method 5
	Method 1 and 5 Overlap
	Total LEAs Eligible for Method 1 or 5

	COEs
	17
	20
	16
	21

	Districts
	202
	62
	24
	240

	Charter Schools
	139
	86
	50
	175

	All LEAs
	358
	168
	90
	436




Results of Scenarios A, B, and C by District Size
Table 24 below compares differentiated assistance eligibility by district size for each of the three scenarios. For example, out of the 213 districts eligible for differentiated assistance under Scenario A, 24.4 percent or 52 were small districts, 39.4 percent or 84 were medium districts, and 36.2 percent or 77 were large districts. 
Table 24: Comparison of Eligibility by District Size
	District Size
	Annual Enrollment
	Percentage Eligible Under Scenario A
	Percentage Eligible Under Scenario B
	Percentage Eligible Under Scenario C

	Small Districts (n=600)
	1 to 2,499
	24.4% (52/213)
	26.9% (14/52)
	31.5% (69/219)

	Medium Districts (n=246)
	2,500 to 9,999
	39.4% (84/213)
	40.4% (21/52)
	38.4% (84/219)

	Large Districts (n=148)
	10,000 or more
	36.2% (77/213)
	32.7% (17/52)
	30.1% (66/219)
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