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	Academic Updates for State Board of Education-Authorized Charter Schools.


Summary of Key Issues

The California Department of Education (CDE) provided the State Board of Education (SBE) an annual report for the 2011–12 school year in an October 2012 Information Memorandum and presented additional analysis and proposed recommendations at the November 2012 SBE meeting. This Information Memorandum provides a summary of the annual updates submitted by each SBE-authorized charter school for the 2011–12 school year and the Student Achievement Plans (SAP) for the 2012–13 school year.  
Of the 33 SBE-authorized charter schools, 31 were in operation for the 2011–12 school year and were required to submit an annual update to the CDE. Additionally, 21 of the 31 schools were required to submit a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because Academic Performance Index (API) growth targets or Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) was not met. 
As defined in the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU), using cumulative data from the prior year, (2011–12), the SBE-authorized charter schools are required to report on several elements in their annual update, including: results of standardized assessments, progress towards meeting AYP and API growth targets, progress towards each of the measurable pupil outcomes identified in the charter, progress towards closing any achievement gaps, results on any local schoolwide assessments, and outcomes and goals for the current (2012–13) year. 
Additionally, if the school was required to submit a SAP in the prior year, the school included an update on each element including, the progress made in addressing the goals identified in the SAP, professional development activities, changes in curriculum and instructional strategies, evidence the school is using data to drive instruction, and funds targeted to support the SAP.

The annual update was due to the CDE by November 13, 2012. Most of the annual updates provided by the SBE-authorized charter schools were missing required elements; CDE staff did contact each of those charter schools to request additional information and received supplemental documentation. However, some of the annual reports still lack adequate detail to address all the required elements. CDE staff will continue to work with the SBE-authorized charter schools to ensure that the schools report on all the required elements in future reports. 

Attachment 1 provides brief summary of each of the annual updates submitted by the charter school and an analysis of the SAP completed by CDE staff, if applicable. The summary chart, on page five of Attachment 1, lists each of the SBE-authorized charter schools and indicates if the school turned in an annual update, a SAP for 2011–12 update and a SAP for 2012–13. Most of the information provided in the annual report and the SAP is self-reported by the charter school including, progress towards meeting school specific goals. However, CDE staff verified progress on some goals related to student achievement and other data reported to the CDE.
Of the 31 SBE-authorized charter schools, 30 schools had a valid 2012 growth API score; one school did not administer the California Standards Test because the school only served students in kindergarten. Of the 30 charter schools, 18 had a schoolwide 2012 growth API score of 800 or above. Additionally, all the numerically significant subgroups at ten of the charter schools also earned a 2012 growth API of 800 or above; five schools did not have numerically significant subgroups for the 2011–12 school year for API purposes. Twenty-two schools meet schoolwide API growth targets for the 2011–12 school year, 20 of those schools also meet API growth targets for all subgroups, and two schools did not have growth targets, as it was their first year of operation. 
In reviewing the 31 annual updates and 21 SAPs provided by each of the SBE-authorized charter schools, CDE staff found that many of the charter schools did not submit all the required information as outlined in the MOU. Many of the reports did not contain an analysis of the statewide data and did not provide an update on local, schoolwide assessments and measureable pupil outcomes that are unique to the charter school. The reports varied in the level of details and information.
Therefore, CDE staff is reviewing the submission requirements, discussing alternatives to improve the quality of the reports provided by the charter schools, and may develop a reporting template that would be used by the schools. CDE staff seeks to improve the process of data reporting as we move forward to provide a more efficient process to review and analyze academic performance to provide a clear, concise report to the SBE each year. 
Attachment 1:
Academic Update for State Board of Education-Authorized Charter Schools (74 Pages)

California Department of Education

District, School & Innovation Branch

Charter Schools Division

Academic Update for State Board of Education-Authorized Charter Schools
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Common Elements

Each of the State Board of Education (SBE)-authorized charter schools participating in Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) outlined in this document met the participation rate for Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP). Each charter school has a chart summarizing academic accountability results. In 2012 the criteria for percent at or above proficient in English language Arts were 78.4 percent and for mathematics was 79 percent. The results indicated for the California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) are for the 10th grade combined administrations. 

The CDE will continue to provide additional guidance and further elaborate on the expectations for the Annual Report and SAP. 

The school reports use a number of achievement and school related acronyms. The table below defines each acronym that will be used throughout the report.

Table of Acronyms
	Acronym
	Terms

	A-G Requirements
	A set of courses required for admission to the California State University or University of California.

	API
	Academic Performance Index

	APR
	Accountability Progress Reporting

	AMO
	Annual Measurable Objectives

	AYP
	Adequate Yearly Progress

	CAHSEE
	California High School Exit Exam

	CELDT
	California English Language Development Test

	CI
	Confidence Interval (methodology used to adjust Annual Measurable Objectives for schools with fewer than 100 valid scores)

	CST
	California Standards Test

	CSU
	California State University

	EL
	English Learner

	ELA
	English Language Arts

	EOC
	End of Course

	IEP
	Individualized Education Program

	MPO
	Measurable Pupil Outcomes

	PFT
	Physical Fitness Test

	PI
	Program Improvement

	SAP
	Student Achievement Plan


	Acronym
	Terms

	SED
	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged

	SH
	Safe Harbor (an alternative method of meeting Annual Measurable Objectives if school or student groups show progress in moving from scoring below proficient level to proficient level)

	STAR
	Standardized Testing and Reporting

	UC
	University of California


SBE-Authorized Charter Schools Summary Chart

	School Name
	Annual Update
	2011–12 SAP update
	2012​–13 SAP

	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy

	x
	x
	X

	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy
	x
	n/a
	n/a

	Aspire APEX Preparatory Academy
	x
	n/a
	X

	Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy
	x
	n/a
	X

	Aspire Port City Academy
	x
	x
	X

	Aspire Titan Academy
	x
	n/a
	n/a

	Aspire Vanguard College Preparatory Academy
	x
	x
	X

	Barack Obama Charter
	x
	x
	n/a

	Dixon Montessori Charter
	x
	x
	X

	Doris Topsy-Elvord Academy
	x
	x
	X

	Everest Public High
	x
	n/a
	X

	High Tech Elementary - Chula Vista
	x
	n/a
	n/a

	High Tech Middle - Chula Vista
	x
	n/a
	n/a

	High Tech High Chula Vista
	x
	x
	n/a

	High Tech High North County
	x
	n/a
	X

	High Tech Middle North County
	x
	x
	X

	Ingenium Charter
	x
	n/a
	X

	Lifeline Education Charter
	x
	x
	X

	Livermore Valley Charter
	x
	n/a
	n/a

	Livermore Valley Charter Preparatory High
	x
	n/a
	X

	Long Valley Charter
	x
	x
	X

	Mission Preparatory
	x
	n/a
	n/a

	New West Charter Middle
	x
	n/a
	n/a

	Pacific Technology School Orangevale
	x
	x
	X

	Pacific Technology School Santa Ana
	x
	x
	n/a

	Ridgecrest Charter
	x
	x
	X

	River Montessori Elementary Charter
	x
	n/a
	X

	San Francisco Flex Academy
	x
	n/a
	X

	School of Arts and Enterprise, The
	x
	x
	X

	Today's Fresh Start
	x
	n/a
	X

	Western Sierra Collegiate Academy
	x
	n/a
	X


n/a - not applicable because SBE-authorized charter school did not need to submit this document 
Aspire Public Schools 

The SBE authorizes seven charter schools under the charter management organization, Aspire Public Schools. Six of the charter schools are part of the Aspire Statewide-Benefit Charter: Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy, Aspire Twilight Secondary Academy, Aspire APEX Academy, Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy, Aspire Port City Academy, and Aspire Titan Academy. The SBE approved Aspire Vanguard College Preparatory Academy on appeal. All seven of the Aspire schools share the same mission and measurable pupil outcomes (MPO).

Aspire’s charter petition outlines seven MPOs aligned with three goals and two measurable school outcomes. The seven MPOs are broken up into three categories: 
Basic Skills

1. All students (100 percent) passing core academic classes each semester

2. Increase of 10 percent each year of students scoring proficient or advanced 

proficient based on STAR 

Thinking Skills

3. All students (100 percent) meeting annual interdisciplinary project requirements,

using rubrics based on Newman’s standards for rigor to asses projects

4. All students (100 percent) passing ROPE(s)/ exhibitions on an annual basis

Life Skills

5. Annual attendance rate of 95 percent

6. A student participation rate of 90 percent in co‐/extracurricular activities 

7. All students (100 percent) are promoted 

The two measurable school outcomes for each Aspire school are:

1. To meet or exceed Academic Performance Index (API) growth targets 
2. All numerically significant subgroups to demonstrate comparable improvement in meeting or exceeding annual API growth targets.

Aspire provided CDE with an annual update for each of its schools. Overall the reports did not provide adequate detail on the schools’ academic performance, progress toward meeting all MPOs and schoolwide assessments. The schools did not report on all of MPOs and did not include all the required elements of the Annual Update and Student Achievement Plan (SAP). The CDE followed up with Aspire to request the additional information. The following seven reports provide an academic update on each of the Aspire Public Schools based on the annual updates and SAPs provided to CDE at the time of this report. 
Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy 

Sacramento, CA, 95821

CDS Code: 09 76489 01201469

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2017

Authorized Grade Span: K–5
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–5

Enrollment: 414
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Black or African American, Hispanic or Latino, Socioeconomically Disadvantaged

Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: In PI year 2


Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: No

All Targets: No
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives
	California High School Exit Examination  

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts 
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	829
	27
	60.3
	Yes 

(SH*)
	77.8
	Yes (SH*)
	n/a
	n/a

	Black or African American
	835
	35
	63.4
	Yes 

(SH*)
	74.6
	Yes (SH*)
	n/a
	n/a

	Hispanic or Latino
	775
	-4
	46.6
	No
	73.9
	Yes (SH*)
	n/a
	n/a

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	813
	32
	55.5
	Yes 

(SH*)
	74.8
	Yes (SH*)
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor
Overall, Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy (AATCPA) experienced growth in academics during the 2011–12 school year. AATCPA scored above the statewide performance target of 800 in 2012 and met three out of four API growth targets; AATCPA did not meet API growth target for the Hispanic or Latino subgroup. AATCPA did not meet Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for the 2011–12 year; the school met 16 out of 17 AYP criteria. The school met the annual measurable objectives (AMOs) schoolwide and for most of the numerically significant subgroups under safe harbor for English language arts (ELA) and mathematics. However, one numerically significant subgroup, the Hispanic or Latino students, did not meet the percent proficient rate criteria in ELA. 
Annual Report 

AATCPA submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year to the CDE addressing four of the six required elements. AATCPA did not report on progress made toward closing any achievement gaps among numerically significant subgroups or results on any additional schoolwide assessments.

AATCPA only reported on four of nine academic goals and reports meeting three of those four goals. AATCPA exceeded the API goal of 800, increased the percent of students scoring proficient or advanced on STAR, and met the schoolwide API growth target. However, all the school’s numerically significant subgroups did not meet their API growth target; two out of the three subgroups met the API growth target. Overall the school is making academic progress and showing a positive growth trend for most students and student groups. Additional focus should be centered on assisting Latino or Hispanic students in English language arts.
AATCPA reported on the 2011–12 SAP update as part of the annual update, but did not specifically address any of the five required elements. The school provided detailed charts and analysis of student performance on the California Standards Test (CST) in ELA, mathematics and writing applications, made comparisons between the 

2010–11 and 2011–12 school years, and presented the data in several different graphs. Overall this data showed an increase in students performing proficient or advanced. 

AATCPA did not adequately address the required elements in the Annual Update. CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information. AATCPA will be locally authorized in 2013–14. 

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
AATCPA submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP. The 2012–13 SAP addressed all seven required elements and provided refinements to the prior year’s SAP including a specific measurable goal in ELA and a detailed action plan. In addition, the current SAP provides more specific actions to target the subgroup that did not meet the ELA target for AYP. 

AATCPA used fall benchmark assessments to identify specific ELA standards and strands to focus on by grade level and the school has set a goal to have 80 percent of students proficient on the spring benchmark, which supports the measureable outcomes listed in the charter petition around API growth targets. The school reported an established practice of regularly analyzing student data to inform instruction and professional development opportunities for teachers. The action plan identified specific strategies and actions AATCPA will implement during the 2012–13 year such as data analysis, realigning pacing guides, a targeted afterschool program, small group instruction and intervention, culturally responsive professional development, additional training in English Learner (EL) instructional strategies, collaboration with universities, hiring an intervention teacher, and instructional coaching. The structures in place appear to be a sufficient to support the plan that AATCPA developed to raise student achievement for all students, specifically the Hispanic or Latino subgroup. 
Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy 

Sacramento, CA. 95821

CDS Code: 09 76489 0121467

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2017

Authorized Grade Span: 6–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 6–10

Enrollment: 189

Numerically Significant API Subgroup: Socioeconomically Disadvantaged

Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: Not in PI

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: Yes

Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: Yes

All Targets: Yes

	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent

at or Above

Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP

Criteria
	Percent at

or Above

Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP

Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	745
	45
	45.8
	Yes

(SH*)
	44.4
	Yes

(SH*)
	94
	82

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	729
	42
	42.0
	Yes

(SH*)
	42.0
	Yes

(SH*)
	92
	75


*SH=Passed by safe harbor: 

Overall, Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy (AATSA) experienced significant growth in academics during the 2011–12 school year. AATSA met all of its API growth targets and AYP for the 2011–12 school year. In addition AATSA’s numerically significant subgroup met the API growth target. AATSA also met the AMOs schoolwide and for Socioeconomically Disadvantaged Students under safe harbor for ELA and mathematics. However, the school did not achieve over 800 on the API schoolwide or for its numerically significant subgroup. The number of students performing at the proficient or above level shows improvement, but remains low. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.
Annual Report 

AATSA submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year to the CDE. The annual update addressed only five of the seven required elements. AATSA did not report on progress made toward closing any achievement gaps among numerically significant subgroups or the results on any additional schoolwide assessments. AATSA reported on four of the school’s nine academic goals. AATSA did not report on goals outlined in the charter petition in the Thinking Skills and Life Skills categories. In the annual update, the school set a goal for the current year to meet all AYP targets and increase API by ten percent to meet the statewide performance of 800.

Although it was not required, AATSA provided a 2011–12 SAP update in the annual update. The school did not specifically address any of the five required elements. The school provided detailed charts and analysis of student performance on the CST in ELA, mathematics and writing applications, made comparisons between the 2010–11 and 2011–12 school years, and presented the data in several different graphs. Overall the data the school reported showed an increase in students performing proficient or advanced on the ELA and math CSTs which led to increases in API. The school also reported a decrease in the number of students that scored far below basic and below basic on the ELA CST, an increase on the Science and History CSTs and an improvement on the eighth grade science and history assessment in the 2011–12 year. 

AATSA did not adequately address the required elements in the Annual Update. CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information. AATSA will be locally authorized in 2013–14. 

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
AATSA was not required to submit a SAP for 2012–13. 
Aspire APEX Preparatory Academy
Stockton, CA 95202
CDS 09-76489-0121541

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2017
Authorized Grade Span: K–5
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–5

Enrollment: 273
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Hispanic or Latino, Socioeconomic 

    Disadvantaged
Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: In PI Year 1
Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: No

All Student Groups: No

All Targets: No
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in ELA
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	712
	-31
	38.4
	No
	44.5
	No
	n/a
	n/a

	Hispanic or Latino
	683
	-34
	28.7
	No
	38.3
	No
	n/a
	n/a

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	698
	-11
	34.8
	No
	44.3
	No
	n/a
	n/a


Aspire APEX Academy (APEX) experienced a drop in API for the 2011–12 year, schoolwide and for all numerically significant subgroups. APEX did not meet API growth targets or AYP for the 2011–12 school year; APEX met 6 out of 13 AYP criteria. APEX did not meet the percent proficient rate criteria in ELA or mathematics. 

Annual Report 

APEX submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing four of the six required elements. APEX did not report on progress made toward closing any achievement gaps among numerically significant subgroups or results on any additional schoolwide assessments.

Of the nine total goals, APEX reported on four of the academic goals. The school reported not meeting any of the academic goals. APEX did not report on goals outlined in the charter petition in the Thinking Skills and Life Skills categories. In the annual update, the school set goals for the current year to increase API to 747 and meet the AYP targets in ELA and Mathematics schoolwide and for each subgroup. Overall APEX shows a trend of declining academic achievement; additional academic supports and interventions should be provided to bolster the number of students who are performing at a proficient level. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.  

Although not required, APEX provided a 2011–12 SAP update in the annual update; however, the school did not specifically address any of the five required elements. The school provided detailed charts and analysis of student performance on the CST in ELA, mathematics, science, and writing applications, made comparisons between the 2010–11 and 2011–12 school years, and presented the data in several different graphs. Overall this data showed a decrease in students performing proficient or advanced. 

APEX did not adequately address the required elements in the Annual Update. CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information.  APEX will be locally authorized in 2013–14. 

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

APEX submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP or API growth targets. The 2012–13 SAP addressed all seven required elements and included a detailed action plan for ELA and mathematics. The SAP provides specific strategies and actions to raise student achievement for all students and outlines a collaborative approach between parents, teachers, school leaders, and Aspire’s Home office. 

APEX used fall benchmark assessments to identify specific ELA and mathematics standards and strands to focus on by grade level. The school has set a goal of 80 percent of students proficient on the spring benchmarks for both ELA and mathematics, which supports the measureable outcomes listed in the charter petition around API growth targets. The school reports an established practice of regularly analyzing student data to inform instruction and professional development opportunities for teachers. The action plan identifies specific actions for the 2012–13 school year including, monthly professional development with another Aspire school, school visits and observations, benchmark data analysis, realigning pacing guides based on winter benchmarks, a targeted afterschool program, parent training, and additional instructional coaching. The action plan identifies several ways that student data will be used to inform instruction and various levels of support from leadership and instructional coaches.  It appears that the structures in place will effectively facilitate the plan APEX has developed to raise student achievement. 
Aspire Junior Collegiate

Huntington Park, CA 90255-4139
CDS Code: 09 76489 0114884
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2017

Authorized Grade Span: K–5
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–5

Enrollment: 296
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Hispanic or Latino, Socioeconomically 

    Disadvantaged, English Learners
Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: Not in PI
Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: Yes
All Student Groups: Yes
All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in ELA
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	841
	-27
	61.2
	No
	79.1
	Yes
	n/a
	n/a

	Hispanic or Latino
	841
	-27
	61.2
	No
	79.1
	Yes
	n/a
	n/a

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	841
	-25
	61.1
	No
	78.8
	Yes

(Y2*)
	n/a
	n/a

	English Learners
	835
	-25
	57.6
	No
	78.8
	Yes

(Y2*)
	n/a
	n/a


*Y2=passed by using 2-year average
Aspire Junior Collegiate (AJC) experienced a 27 point drop in API for the 2011​–12 year, but maintained a 2012 Growth API over 800 both schoolwide and for all numerically significant subgroups. The school met all AYP participation rate criteria and all mathematics percent proficient rate criteria schoolwide and for numerically significant subgroups. Socioeconomically disadvantaged and EL students met the criteria by using a two year average. AJC did not meet the percent proficient criteria for ELA schoolwide or for numerically significant subgroups. 
Annual Report 

AJC submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing two of the six required elements. AJC mentioned the school’s progress toward meeting API growth targets and AYP and provided a goal to increase the percent of students scoring proficient or advanced on the CST in ELA to 75 percent. It appears from AJC’s report, there was an increase in the number of students scoring proficient or advanced on the STAR. 

AJC was not required to submit a SAP in 2011–12.

Overall AJC has experienced a decline in API schoolwide and among all numerically significant subgroups. AJC has implemented and will need to continue to implement programs and strategies intended to increase reading achievement and improve proficiency rates in English language arts. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary

AJC did not adequately address the required elements in the Annual Update. CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information. AJC will be locally authorized in 2013–14. 

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
AJC submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP percent proficient criteria for English-Language Arts. This is the first time that AJC has been required to submit a SAP. The AJC SAP provided reading and writing benchmark data which was used to create a plan to identify the standards mastered at a grade level, class level and student level. The action plan submitted by AJC specifies the school will analyze test data, establish a targeted re-teaching plan, and review pacing of instructional guidelines. The school will focus on guided reading, teacher support and Response to Intervention to support struggling students. The plan appears to describe a means to determine the specific areas where instructional gaps exist so additional targeted instruction and support can be provided. 
Aspire Port City Academy

Stockton, CA 95202
CDS Code: 09-76489-0114876

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2017
Authorized Grade Span: K–5
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–5

Enrollment: 405
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Black of African American, Hispanic or Latino, Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: PI Year 1

Met API Growth Targets: 

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: Yes

All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index 
	Annual Measurable Objectives
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	855
	-13
	63.7
	No
	74.9
	Yes (Y3*)
	n/a
	n/a

	Black or African American
	804
	-44
	53.6
	No
	62.5
	No
	n/a
	n/a

	Hispanic or Latino
	855
	-6
	62.4
	Yes (SH*)
	76.7
	Yes (Y2*)
	n/a
	n/a

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	840
	-18
	60.7
	No
	73.3
	No
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor; Y2=passed by using 2-year average; Y3=passed by using 3-year average

Aspire Port City Academy (APCA) experienced a drop in API for the 2011–12 year, however still maintained over 800 on the API schoolwide and for all numerically significant subgroups. The school did not make AYP for the 2011–12 school year; APCA met 12 out of 17 AYP criteria. APCA did not meet the percent proficient rate criteria in ELA or mathematics for the subgroups of Black or African American and Socioeconomically Disadvantaged students. Hispanic or Latino students at APCA did meet the AMOs for ELA and mathematics. Schoolwide, APCA did not meet the AMO for ELA, but did meet the AMO for mathematics. Overall, the decline in academic achievement indicates that APCA must make data based adjustments to its academic program to support academic achievement in both English language arts and mathematics. The declines for Black or African American and Socioeconomically Disadvantaged Students are of particular concern. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary. 

Annual Report 

APCA submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing four of the six required elements. APCA did not report on progress made toward closing the  achievement gaps among numerically significant subgroups or results on any additional schoolwide assessments.

Of the nine total goals, APCA reported on four of the academic goals. The school reports a decrease in performance in ELA and mathematics.  APCA did not report on goals outlined in the charter petition in the Thinking Skills and Life Skills categories. In the annual update, the school set a goal for the current year to meet the AYP targets schoolwide and for each subgroup.

APCA reported on the 2011–12 SAP in the annual update; however the school did not specifically address any of the five required elements. The school provided detailed charts and analysis of student performance on the CST in ELA, mathematics, science and writing applications, made comparisons between the 2010–11 and 2011–12 school years, and data was presented in several different graphs. Overall this data showed a decrease in students performing proficient or advanced. Declines in both API and AMOs indicate that additional intervention and support is needed 

APCA did not adequately address the required elements in the Annual Update. CDE will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information. APCA will be locally authorized in 2013–14. 

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

APCA submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP. This is the second consecutive year that APCA was required to submit a SAP to the CDE. 

APCA used fall benchmark assessments to identify specific ELA standards and strands to focus on by grade level and the school has set a goal that 80 percent of students to be proficient on the spring benchmark; this supports the measureable outcome listed in the charter petition regarding API growth targets. The school reports an established practice of regularly analyzing student data to inform instruction and professional development opportunities for teachers.

The 2012–13 SAP addressed all seven required elements and provided refinements to the prior year’s SAP including a specific measurable goal in ELA and a detailed action plan. In addition, this SAP provides more specific actions to target the subgroups who did not meet the AYP targets. The action plan in the SAP lists specific actions such as benchmark analysis, targeted small group instruction, writing extensions, a requiredafter school program, and coaching. However, the action plan only addresses ELA and does not address how the school will raise student achievement in mathematics.

Aspire Titan Academy

Huntington Park, CA 90255-4139
CDS Code: 09 76489 0120477
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2017

Authorized Grade Span: K–5
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–5

Enrollment: 294
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Hispanic or Latino, Socioeconomically 

Disadvantaged, English Learners
Title I Funded: Yes 

PI Status: Not in PI

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: Yes
Schoolwide: Yes
All Student Groups: Yes
All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	854
	5
	62.1
	Yes

(SH*)
	79.8
	Yes
	n/a
	n/a

	Hispanic or Latino
	853
	5
	61.9
	Yes

(SH*)
	79.7
	Yes
	n/a
	n/a

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	854
	8
	61.9
	Yes

(SH*)
	80.2
	Yes
	n/a
	n/a

	English Learners
	845
	5
	59.4
	Yes

(SH*)
	78.1
	Yes

(SH*)
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor; Y2=passed by using 2-year average; Y3=passed by using 3-year average

Aspire Titan (AT) experienced positive growth in API both schoolwide and for all numerically significant subgroups. The school had an API of 854 points which exceeds the statewide performance target. AT met all AYP criteria. The school met English-Language Arts criteria schoolwide and for all numerically significant subgroups through safe harbor. EL students also met mathematics AMO through safe harbor. Overall the school is making steady gains both schoolwide and for all numerically significant subgroups.
Annual Report 

AT submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing two of the six required elements. AT reported that the school’s API growth is a result of improvement in ELA and math. AT stated a goal to increase the percentage of students scoring proficient and advanced in ELA in all grade levels. 

While AT is a high performing school, the charter school provided limited information for the CDE to utilize in this analysis.

AT did not adequately address the required elements in the Annual Update. CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information. AT will be locally authorized in 2013–14. 

AT was not required to submit a SAP in 2011–12.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
AT was not required to submit a SAP for 2012–13. 
Aspire Vanguard College Preparatory Academy 

Empire, CA 95319

CDS Code: 50 766338 0120212

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2014

Authorized Grade Span: 6–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 6–11

Enrollment: 314

Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Hispanic or Latino, White, 

                                                                     Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 

Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: PI year 2

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No

Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: No

All Targets: No

	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination  

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts


	Mathematics


	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent

at or

Above

Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP

Criteria
	Percent 

at or

Above

Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP

Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	837
	-10
	75.2
	Yes 

(SH*)
	66.9
	No
	92
	88

	Hispanic or Latino
	802
	-7
	70.6
	Yes 

(SH*)
	64.0
	Yes 

(SH*)
	**
	**

	White
	859
	-28
	79.8
	Yes 
	68.6
	No
	**
	73

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	777
	-7
	63.4
	Yes 

(SH*)
	55.7
	Yes 

(SH*)
	93
	87


*SH=Passed by safe harbor: **Scores are based on 10 or fewer students.

Aspire Vanguard College Preparatory Academy (AVCPA) experienced a decline in academics during the 2011–12 school year. Despite a decline in API of ten points, AVCPA scored above the statewide performance target of 800 in 2012. AVCPA did not meet the API growth target for the socioeconomically disadvantaged student subgroup.  AVCPA did not meet AYP for the 2011–12 school year; the school met 15 out of 17 AYP criteria. The school met the AMOs for ELA schoolwide and all subgroups, but failed to meet the AMOs for math schoolwide and for the subgroup of White students. AVCPA has implemented a plan to address these areas of concern. 
Annual Report 

AVCPA submitted an annual report for the 2011–12 school year addressing five of the seven required elements. AVCPA did not report on any school wide assessments or the progress made toward each of the educational goals and student outcomes identified in the charter.
AVCPA reported on four of the nine goals contained in the charter petition. The school met the safe harbor target in ELA, and decreased the number of students that scored far below basic or below basic in math. AVCPA did not report on goals outlined in the charter petition in the Thinking Skills and Life Skills categories. In the update the school set the following goals for the upcoming school year: to exceed the state average of college ready students on the ELA Early Assessment Program (EAP), exceed the state average of college ready students on the mathematics EAP, and meet all AYP targets.  

AVCPA reported on the 2011–12 SAP in the annual update. The school did not specifically address any of the five required elements. The school provided detailed charts and analysis of student performance on the CST in ELA, mathematics and writing applications, made comparisons between the 2010–11 and 2011–12 school years, and presented the data in several different graphs.  Overall this data showed a slight increase in students performing proficient or advanced in math with a slight overall decrease in ELA performance. An overall decrease in history and science scores on the CST’s also contributed to the decrease in API. The school did however have an increase in the number of students that were successful enough to move out of Chronically Underachieved Underserved Far Below Basic (CUUFBB) status. The school was able to reclassify five students in ELA and eight students in math. 

Overall the school shows areas of growth and decline regarding academic achievement. There were declines in API schoolwide and for all numerically significant subgroups. However, the school demonstrated growth in English language arts and mathematics AMOs; six out of 8 groups met the English language arts or mathematics AYP criteria. Five of the 8 groups accomplished this through safe harbor. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary. 

AVCPA did not adequately address the required elements in the Annual Update. CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information. Moving forward, CDE staff will provide technical assistance, as needed, to assist the school in addressing all of the required elements in the annual report. 
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

AVCPA submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP. This is the second consecutive year that AVCPA was required to submit a SAP to the CDE due to not meeting the AYP percent proficient criteria in math. The 2012–13 SAP addressed all seven required elements and provided refinements to the prior year’s SAP including a specific measurable goal in math and a detailed action plan. In addition, the current SAP provides more specific actions to target the subgroups who did not meet the AYP targets in math. 

AVCPA used fall benchmark assessments to identify specific math standards and strands to focus on by grade level and the school has set a goal that 80 percent of students to be proficient on the spring benchmark; this supports the measurable outcomes listed in the charter petition regarding API growth targets. The school reports an established practice of regularly analyzing student data to inform instruction and professional development opportunities for teachers. The action plan in the SAP lists specific actions such as benchmark analysis, targeted small group instruction, writing extensions, a required after school program, and coaching. 

Barack Obama Charter School

Los Angeles, CA 90059
CDS Code: 19-76547-0118760

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2014
Authorized Grade Span: K–6
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–6

Enrollment: 340
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Black or African American, Socioecomically 

         
      Disadvantaged
Title I Funded: Yes 

PI Status: In PI Year 1
Met API Growth Targets: 

Made AYP: Yes
Schoolwide: Yes
All Student Groups: Yes
All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index 
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	750
	175
	40.5
	Yes (SH*)
	48.7
	Yes (SH*)
	n/a
	n/a

	Black or African American
	739
	176
	38.8
	Yes (SH*)
	45.6
	Yes (SH*)
	n/a
	n/a

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	746
	186
	39.0
	Yes (SH*)
	49.2
	Yes (SH*)
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor

Barack Obama Charter School (BOCS) experienced significant growth in academics during the 2011–12 school year. BOCS surpassed its API growth targets schoolwide and for the numerically significant subgroups. Additionally, BOCS met 13 of 13 AYP criteria for the 2011–12 school year. BOCS met the percent proficient rate target schoolwide and for each numerically significant subgroup for both ELA and mathematics under safe harbor. 

Annual Report 

BOCS submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing six of the six required elements. 

BOCS set seven measurable student outcomes related to academic achievement in core subject areas and five measurable factors that influence academic achievement and student growth in the charter petition. BOCS provided an update on all outcomes and factors. In the annual update, BOCS reports it met the school’s academic goals in ELA and mathematics; however fell short of meeting the target set for science. Additionally, the school reports that all students participated in a visual and performing arts program and 97 percent of fifth graders successfully participated in the Physical Fitness Test. BOCS met goals around student conduct. BOCS seeks to have at least 70 percent of parents participate in parent-teacher conferences, however last year the charter school reported only 25 percent participation. The school reported implementing strategies this year to improve parent participation. BOCS reports exceeding the charter goal for teachers participation in professional development during a two week summer program and on-going programs with 100 percent teacher participation. BOCS appears to be making significant improvements in academics and student conduct. BOCS identified four goals for the 2012–13 school year regarding student achievement and teacher performance. 

BOCS submitted a SAP for the 2011–12 school year and provided the CDE an update on the school’s progress in the 2012 annual update. BOCS outlined five specific goals in the 2011–12 SAP. Three of the goals focused on academic achievement in ELA and mathematics. Two of the goals were to implement specific instruction around English Language Development standards and technology. BOCS reported meeting all the goals outlined in the 2011–12 SAP. BOCS reported various factors that contributed to achieving the goals set out in the SAP including, differentiated professional development for staff, technology to better monitor student progress, use of student data to assign students to classes, refining the use of proof of proficiency charts, after school tutoring, and refining the teacher evaluation progress.  

Overall the school made substantial academic progress. Furthermore, the annual update addressed the required elements as outlined in the MOU.
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

BOCS was not required to submit a SAP for 2012–13. 
Dixon Montessori Charter School
Dixon, CA 95620-2702
CDS Code: 48-76661-0122267

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2015
Authorized Grade Span: K–8
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–7

Enrollment: 287
Numerically Significant API Subgroup: White
Title I Funded: No


PI Status: Not a Title I School
Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: Yes

All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	809
	-27
	61.5
	No
	57.1
	No
	n/a
	n/a

	White
	809
	-38
	61.2
	Yes (SH*)
	55.3
	No
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor

Dixon Montessori Charter School (DMCS) experienced a drop in API during the 2011–12 school year, however still maintained a score over 800 on the API schoolwide and for the White subgroup. DMCS did not make AYP for the 2011–12 school year; DMCS met 8 out of 13 AYP criteria. DMCS did not meet the percent proficient rate criteria in ELA and mathematics schoolwide or for the White subgroup. White students at DMCS did meet the AMO for ELA under safe harbor. Overall, the decline in academic achievement indicates that DMCS must make data based adjustments to its academic program to support academic achievement in both English language arts and mathematics. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.  
Annual Report 

DMCS submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing five of the six required elements. DMCS did not report on progress made toward closing the any achievement gaps among numerically significant subgroups. 

The DMCS charter petition outlines one measureable student outcome. DMCS seeks to perform at a level that equals if not exceeds other schools in the Dixon community as measured by API scores and percent proficient targets. In the 2011–12 school year, DMCS’s schoolwide API score surpassed similar schools in the Dixon community. DMCS also reports that the school outscored the district API of the six school districts which current DMCS students would otherwise attend including, Fairfield-Suisun Unified School District, Lodi Unified School District, Sacramento City Unified School District, Vacaville Unified School District, Winters Joint Unified School District, and Woodland Joint Unified School District.

In addition to the goal outlined in the charter petition, DMCS established 12 school goals for the 2011–12 school year and provided an update to the CDE on each of them. The goals covered various topics including, but not limited to, academic targets, assessment, implementing instructional programs and supports for students, parent involvement, professional development, and student community service. The school reported making progress towards 10 of the 12 goals and has made adjustments to these same goals for the 2012–13 school year. The school seeks to achieve a score of 840 on the API for the 2012–13 school year and meet AYP targets.

DMCS provided the 2011–12 SAP update in the annual update. The school did not address specific goals but did report that students made progress in ELA based on the Curriculum Associates assessment in grades one, two, three, and six. Grades four and five results were not as successful; however the school increased efforts in those grades. DMCS allocated additional funds to implement strategies to promote standards mastery including on-going data analysis, credentialed intervention teacher, flexible grouping, and small group instruction. 

DMCS did not provide all of the required information in the annual update. CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information. Moving forward, CDE staff will provide technical assistance, as needed, to assist the school in addressing all of the required elements in the annual report. 
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

DMCS submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year, because the charter school did not meet AYP for the 2011–12 school year. DMCS did not meet the percent proficient rate criteria schoolwide and for all the numerically significant student groups for ELA and mathematics. The SAP addresses all required elements. DMCS set a goal to have students score 45 percent or higher by the second benchmark and 58 percent or higher by the third benchmark. It appears that these goals are for both ELA and mathematics; however the SAP did not specify the content areas for these goals.

DMCS provided a detailed analysis of student data and identified specific standards for both ELA and mathematics that required additional instruction and support based on the results from the CST and first benchmark exam. Based on the analysis the school created an action plan to improve student achievement and address these specific strands. The action plan describes broad strategies, professional development, and an evaluation plan for each grade level. Most strategies are applicable at all grade levels such as data analysis, planned instruction/intervention, monitoring student learning, and support structures for struggling learners. The targeted standards differ by grade level and the plan identifies some strategies and materials specific to students at that grade level. The plan addresses the schoolwide deficiencies in ELA and mathematics, however did not explain how the school would target the numerically significant subgroups, specifically the Hispanic and Latino student​s.
Doris Topsy-Elvord Academy

Long Beach, CA 90805-4018
CDS Code: 19 76521 0117390
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2013

Authorized Grade Span: 6–8
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 6–8

Enrollment: 92
Numerically Significant API Subgroup: Socioeconomically Disadvantaged

Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: In PI Year 2
Met API Growth Targets: 

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: Yes
All Student Groups: Yes
All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index 
	Annual Measurable Objectives  
	California High School Exit Examination  

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts  
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	 687
	33
	38.3
	Yes (SH*) 
	26.2
	No  
	n/a
	n/a

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	684
	39
	37.7
	 **
	18.6
	**
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor; ** Student subgroup was not numerically significant for AYP criteria

Doris Topsy-Elvord Academy (DTEA) increased API by 33 points schoolwide and increased performance in the Socioeconomically Disadvantaged subgroup. DTEA met 8 out of 9 AYP criteria. DTEA met the student participation rate; however, the school did not meet the percent proficient rate criteria in mathematics schoolwide. DTEA met AMO for ELA through safe harbor. As a school with fewer than 100 students with valid scores, DTEA did not have numerically significant subgroups for proficiency rates for AYP purposes. Overall, DTEA’s API and AMO’s indicate that the school must significantly concentrate its efforts to provide focused, data-based, strategic, academic interventions to support student achievement in both English language arts and mathematics. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.
Annual Report 

DTEA provided information in all areas required for the annual update. DTEA reported on the measurable outcomes as outlined in the charter and provided information on closing the achievement gap among numerically significant subgroups. DTEA’s performance on the statewide end of course exams indicates improvement in all areas.  

Although, DTEA did not make AYP due to math achievement levels, the charter school met API and showed increases in every area. DTEA reported gains and appears to be on track to continue making gains, provided the charter school continues to focus on direct instruction and analyzing benchmark assessments.  

The SAP for the 2011–12 school year focused a great deal on DTEA systematically administering benchmark assessments, reviewing the resulting student data to inform instruction and student learning, adjusting lessons, re-teaching and identifying students in need of remediation. The school’s focus on examining student data to adjust instruction and creating individual educational plans for students appears to be working. DTEA reported that 67 percent of identified students scoring far below basic in ELA and 100 percent of students identified scoring far below basic in math during the 2010–11 CST’s scored at a higher level on the 2011–12 CST’s. In addition, the SAP called for professional development for teachers to support their work with student achievement. 

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
DTEA submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in percent proficient rate criteria for mathematics schoolwide. The current SAP for 2012–13 builds on the SAP for 2011–12 as it continues with the benchmark exams, teacher focus on data and the utilization of the data to improve both teacher effectiveness and student achievement. The continuation of the mandatory tutoring for non-proficient students appears to move students up towards proficiency in the academic core. In addition, DTEA added additional focus for this year’s SAP, including explicit teaching of identified grade level strands in math and ELA. Identifying the strands will make it easier to create benchmark assessments to inform the teacher on how well the instructional piece is delivering the content for student access. 

The current SAP appears to be well developed and systematized at the school. The school conducts weekly meetings to assist the teachers in the analysis of data and serve as the vehicle moving the staff forward as a professional learning community. DTEA considers this strategy to be vital as a whole school development to increase student achievement.

Everest Public High School

Redwood City, CA 94603

CDS Code: 41-76588-0119503

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2014

Authorized Grade Span: 9–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 9–11

Enrollment: 300
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Hispanic/Latino, White, 

    Socioeconomically Disadvantaged

Title I Funded: Yes


PI Status: Not in PI
Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: Yes
All Student Groups: No
All Targets: No
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index 
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts 
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in  English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	825
	-4
	 72.9
	No
	83.2
	Yes  (CI*)
	95
	97

	Hispanic or Latino
	777
	9
	 58.7
	**
	75.6
	**
	93
	96

	White
	882
	-18
	91.4
	**
	91.4
	**
	97
	97

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	758
	0
	59.1 
	**
	76.7
	**
	91
	95


*CI=Passed using confidence intervals **Student subgroup was not numerically significant for AYP criteria

Everest Public High School (EPHS) experienced a four point drop in API, however still exceeded an 800 API growth target. EPHS met four of five AYP criteria, but did not meet AMO in ELA percent proficient. EPHS met the percent proficient rate target schoolwide for mathematics using confidence interval methodology, which is an adjusted AMO for schools with fewer than 100 valid scores. Although, 95 percent of EPHS tenth graders passed the California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE), only 72.9 percent scored in the proficient range, falling short of the 77.8 percent goal. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.
Annual Report 

EPHS provided information in all areas required for the annual update and reported on all MPO outlined in the petition. EPHS will graduate its first class in June 2013 and five of the seven measurable student outcomes are written specifically toward “graduates”. One of the MPO states that graduates will demonstrate mastery of specific skills and earn a passing grade in each of their courses required for graduation. A passing grade at EPHS is a C- (70-72 percent) and 96.6 percent of EPHS students met this goal. EPHS only offers a college preparatory curriculum and all students, including those with an individualized education plan (IEP), participate in the program. 

EPHS reports making excellent progress towards the goal of graduating students accepted to at least one four-year college or university. All of the students in the class of 2013 are on track to complete the A–G requirements for college admission to a University of California or California State University (UC/CSU).  EPHS reported that as of November 13, 2012 100 percent of the senior class had applied to at least one college and two individuals had already been accepted. 
EPHS was not required to submit a SAP for the 2011–12 school year and did not need to provide a SAP update.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
EPHS submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in the percent proficient rate criteria for ELA schoolwide. This is the first year that EPHS was required to submit a SAP. EPHS set goals to move all students towards proficiency in ELA. EPHS set a goal to have 78 percent of students proficient on the following ELA assessments: ELA CST for grades nine through eleven, CAHSEE for grade ten, and the early assessment program for grade twelve. In addition, EPHS is focusing on reading and writing strategies to improve the skill level in both areas. 

It appears that EPHS did a thorough analysis of achievement data in the creation of the SAP for 2012–13. EPHS’s English department will participate in professional development activities aligned with the goals of the SAP and will administer three benchmark exams during the year. Struggling students will be identified to participate in a teacher created school support system. The special education department will rearrange the structure of the resource program and ensure targeted ELA instruction. In addition, EPHS’s entire staff will participate in the 38 day intersession with a focus on writing across the curriculum. 

EPHS has a number of structures in place to support teacher collaboration, as well as staff development. It appears that the structure will effectively facilitate the plan EPHS has put together.

High Tech High 

High Tech High (HTH) is one of three statewide benefits authorized by SBE. HTH currently operates five charter schools under the Statewide-Benefit Charter: High Tech Elementary Chula Vista, High Tech Middle Chula Vista, High Tech High Chula Vista, High Tech High North County, and High Tech Middle North County.  Each of the HTH schools share the same mission and MPOs.

HTH’s charter petition outlines five MPOs. An expectation that;
1. All (100 percent) of HTH graduates will secure admission to an institution of higher education. (75 percent to a four‐year institution).

2. All students completing a course of study that meets University of California requirements

3. Sixty percent of HTH alumni will complete 4‐year college degrees within 6 years of graduating from HTH (HTH elementary and middle school students also tracked through college).

4. All students will achieve proficiency or above on their 5th, 8th, and 12th grade transitional presentation of learning that summarizes their learning as documented by their digital portfolio.

5. All students at the site will perform comparably to nearby schools with similar demographics on state level mandated assessments.
Three of the outcomes are directly connected to preparing students for college and two of the outcomes focus on academic performance at specific grade levels and comparison to similar schools.  HTH provided CDE with an annual update for each of its schools. The following five reports provide an academic update on each of the HTH schools and specific school-level data. 
High Tech Elementary Chula Vista
Chula Vista, CA 91915

CDS Code: 37 76471 0123059
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2017

Authorized Grade Span: K–5
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–5

Enrollment: 395
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: None

Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: Not in PI
Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: N/A
All Student Groups: N/A
All Targets: N/A
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	778
	B*
	59.0
	No
	47.5
	No
	n/a
	n/a


*School did not have a 2011 Base API and will not have any growth or target information
High Tech Elementary Chula Vista (HTECV) participated in the STAR Program for the first time in 2012. For this reason, HTECV does not have any API growth or target information. HTECV achieved an initial 2012 Growth Schoolwide API score of 778 points. While the school did meet all AYP participation rate criteria for ELA and mathematics, it did not meet schoolwide percent proficient criteria in either ELA or math. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary. 

Annual Report 

HTECV provided an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing all required elements. Many of the measurable pupil outcomes in the charter petition are specific to high school and High Tech High (HTH) alumni and are therefore not yet applicable to the elementary program at HTECV. The petition states that every HTH site operated under the Statewide Benefit Charter will consistently maintain minimum statewide/similar schools API decile rankings of 6/7 or 7/6 beginning with base API reporting in the second year of operation. HTECV has not been in operation long enough to have a statewide/similar school ranking. The school reported successfully implementing a variety of project based learning activities focused on student interests and California Common Core Standards.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
2011–12 was HTECV’s first year of operation, so the school was not required to submit a SAP to the SBE. However, the school provided an action plan that outlines a strategy to provide professional development, adaptive online support, and assessments to ensure students receive indicated academic supports. The school’s plan to utilize online math programs, align projects to California Common Core Standards, and refine the balance between problem solving and computational fluency appears likely to improve mathematical achievement. HTECV established a goal to increase API and meet AYP. The school is targeting a gain of a 10 percentage points in both ELA and math percent proficient rates as well as a five-point increase in API growth scores for all students and numerically significant subgroups in 2013. The school’s plan is to provide staff time to analyze student work and data from state and local assessments to facilitate targeted instruction appears to support this goal. 
High Tech Middle Chula Vista 

Chula Vista, CA 91915-2037 

CDS Code: 37 76471 0123042
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2017

Authorized Grade Span: 6–8
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 6–8

Enrollment: 336
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: None

Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: Not in PI
Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: N/A
All Student Groups: N/A
All Targets: N/A
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	779
	B*
	63.3
	No
	49.2
	No
	n/a
	n/a


*School did not have a 2011 Base API and will not have any growth or target information
High Tech Middle Chula Vista (HTMCV) participated in the STAR Program for the first time in 2012. As the school did not participate in 2011 there was not any API growth or target information. In HTMCV’s first year of testing, the charter school earned a Schoolwide Growth API score of 779 points. The school met all AYP participation rate criteria for ELA and mathematics, but did not meet schoolwide percent proficient criteria in ELA or math. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.

Annual Report 

HTMCV submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing all required elements. The school gave an update on each of the goals that were proposed in the charter petition. However, several of the measurable pupil outcomes in the charter petition are specific to high school and HTH alumni and are therefore not yet measurable for the students attending HTMCV. The petition states that every HTH site operated under the Statewide Benefit Charter will consistently maintain minimum statewide and similar schools API decile rankings of 6/7 or 7/6 beginning with base API reporting in the second year of operation. HTMCV has not been in operation long enough to have a statewide and similar school ranking. The school did not meet the petition goal of meeting all AYP targets. HTMCV reported that initial data suggests approximately 90 percent of HTMCV students passed their Presentation of Learning in the first attempt. The school provided a summary of seven student projects which culminated in a product or performance. The school provided data indicating that the site is doing well when compared to other schools with similar demographics. 

HTMCV appears to have provided a thorough review of its first year of operation and appears to have devised meaningful strategies that support future academic achievement.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
As 2011–12 was HTMCV’s first year of operation, the charter school was not required to submit a SAP to the SBE. However, the school did submit an action plan to increase API performance for all students and meet AYP criteria. HTMCV is targeting a 10 percentage point increase in ELA and math percent proficient rates schoolwide and for all significant subgroups. The action plan lists six actions the school will take to support this goal; the school will acquire software, make scheduling changes, utilize additional staff, provide staff time, offer targeted professional development, provide additional student materials, create EL supports, use academic coaches and provide after school tutoring. The school also intends to improve academic readiness of economically disadvantaged and EL students by offering multiple opportunities for family involvement. A family collaborative group, family website, frequent communication, workshops and translation services are all proposed means of increasing family involvement. HTMCV has developed a plan that appears likely to raise academic achievement in math and language arts. 

High Tech High Chula Vista 

Chula Vista, CA 91915-2037
CDS: 37 76471 0114678
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2017

Authorized Grade Span: 9–12 
Grades Served in 2011–12 School year: 9–12

Enrollment: 608
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Hispanic or Latino, Socioeconomically 

    Disadvantaged, English Learners
Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: In PI Year 1

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: Yes
Schoolwide: Yes
All Student Groups: Yes
All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	763
	13
	69.6
	Yes

(SH*)
	74.7
	Yes

(SH*)
	96
	97

	Hispanic or Latino
	753
	22
	68.2
	Yes

(SH*)
	71.8
	Yes

(SH*)
	95
	96

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	733
	4
	62
	Yes

(SH*)
	67.6
	Yes

(SH*)
	94
	94

	English Learners
	716
	19
	61.7
	Yes

(SH*)
	68.3
	Yes

(SH*)
	83
	84


*SH=Passed by safe harbor

High Tech High Chula Vista (HTHCV) experienced a 13 point gain in API for the 2011–12 school year and had an API of 763. All significant subgroups experienced positive API growth in 2011–12. The school met all AYP participation rate criteria and met schoolwide and all significant subgroup percent proficient criteria for ELA and math through Safe Harbor. 
Annual Report 

HTHCV provided information on each of the required elements in the annual update for the 2011–12 school year. HTHCV reported that a 100 percent student admission rate to institutes of higher education and 70 percent of graduates were admitted to a four-year institution. This aligns with the proposed measurable outcomes in the charter petition. HTHCV also reported that 100 percent of graduates met all requirements for entry into the University of California system and students experienced success with their Presentations of Learning and digital portfolios. While the school has not achieved over 800 on the API, it appears that the strategies it is employing to support student achievement have been successful in narrowing the achievement gap for EL and Hispanic and Latino students. The petition states that every HTH site operated under the Statewide Benefit Charter will consistently maintain minimum statewide and similar schools API decile rankings of 6/7 or 7/6 beginning with base API reporting in the second year of operation. The 2011–12 Accountability Progress Reporting (APR) Similar Schools Report associates HTHCV with a statewide rank of 5 and a similar schools rank of 2. 

HTHCV stated that examination of test data, curriculum alignment to California Common Core Standards, a quality review process and a dedicated college counselor are among the strategies the school will employ as part of a continued focus on improved academic achievement. 
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
HTHCV was not required to submit a SAP for 2012–13
High Tech High North County

San Marcos, CA 92078

CDS Code: 37 76471 0114694

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2015

Authorized Grade Span: 9–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 9–12

Enrollment: 539

Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Hispanic or Latino, White, 

                                                                     Socioeconomically Disadvantaged

Title I Funded: No


PI Status: Not a Title I School
Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No

Schoolwide: No

All Student Groups: No

All Targets: No

	Groups
	Academic Performance

Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives  
	California High School Exit Examination  

	
	2012 Growth

API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10
Passing

in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at

or Above Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP

Criteria
	Percent

at or Above Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP

Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	792
	-9
	76.2
	No
	67.3
	Yes (SH*)
	91
	93

	Hispanic or Latino
	735
	5
	48.3
	**
	37.9
	**
	80
	87

	White
	816
	-6
	83.3
	Yes
	73.5
	Yes

(SH*)
	94
	94

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	736
	-7
	65.6
	**
	56.3
	**
	79
	91


*SH – passed by Safe Harbor; **Student subgroup was not numerically significant for AYP criteria

High Tech High North County (HTHNC) experienced a decline in schoolwide growth in academics during the 2011–12 school year. HTHNC scored below the expected statewide performance target for API of 800. HTHNC met one of four API growth targets. HTHNC did not meet the API growth target schoolwide and for both the socioeconomically disadvantaged and White subgroups.  HTHNC did not meet AYP for the 2011–12 school year; the school met eight of nine AYP criteria. The school did not meet the AMO for ELA schoolwide but did for all numerically significant subgroups. The school did however meet the AMO for mathematics schoolwide and for all subgroups. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.
Annual Report 

HTHNC provided information on each of the required elements in the annual update for the 2011–12 school year. HTHNC outlined several student outcomes in the charter petition and provided the CDE with an annual update. HTMNC reports that 100 percent of HTHNC graduates secured admission to an institution of higher education and that all students are on track to complete a course of study that will meet all requirements for entry into the University of California system.  The school reports that students at all HTH school sites continue to perform as well as similar schools on statewide level mandated assessments. HTHNC also has a goal to have 60 percent of HTHNC alumni will complete a four year degree within six years. Currently data is not available on this goal; however the school reports that 90 percent of the class of 2011are currently enrolled in an institution of higher learning.

HTHNC was not required to submit a SAP for 2011–12. 
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

HTHNC submitted a SAP for the school year 2012–13 because the charter school did not meet AYP. The school did not meet the schoolwide percent proficient rate criteria for ELA. The 2012–13 SAP addressed all seven required elements. The SAP included a specific measureable goal in ELA and a detailed action plan. The school reports an established practice of regularly analyzing student data to inform instruction and professional development opportunities for teachers. 

The action plan in the SAP provided by HTHNC lists specific actions such as benchmark analysis, tutoring for struggling students, after school programs, utilizing academic coaches, and teachers partnering and offering one on one or small group instruction. HTHNC outlined three specific goals in the 2012–13 SAP: increase API and AYP, increase API scores in mathematics, and increase API scores in English. 

High Tech Middle North County

San Marcos, CA 92078

CDS Code: 37 76471 0119271

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2015

Authorized Grade Span: 6–8
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 6–8

Enrollment: 337

Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Hispanic or Latino, Socioeconomically 

    Disadvantaged, White
Title I Funded: No 


PI Status: Not a Title I School

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No

Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: Yes

All Targets: Yes

	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012

Growth API
	2011–12

Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing

in English Language

Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing

in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at

or Above

Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP

Criteria
	Percent

at or

Above

Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP

Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	836
	-6
	75.5
	Yes

(SH*)
	56.9
	No
	n/a
	n/a

	Hispanic or Latino
	795
	18
	69.6
	Yes

(SH*)
	41.6
	Yes

(SH*)
	n/a
	n/a

	White
	847
	-25
	77.8
	Yes

(Y2*)
	63.4
	No
	n/a
	n/a

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	818
	39
	74.2
	Yes

(SH*)
	48.4
	Yes

(SH*)
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor; Y2=passed by using 2-year average;
High Tech Middle North County (HTMNC) experienced a decline in schoolwide growth in academics during the 2011–12 school year. HTMNC did not meet the schoolwide API growth target; however, the school’s API is over 800. HTMNC did not meet AYP for the 2011–12 school year; the school met 15 of 17 AYP criteria. The school did not meet the AMO’s for math schoolwide and for the White subgroup. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.
Annual Report

HTMNC submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing all the required elements. 

The HTH charter petition outlines four measurable school outcomes and one measurable pupil outcome. HTH provided a report on all five goals. Three of the five goals are not applicable to HTMNC as the school serves students in grades six through eight. 

HTHMC provided an update on the 2011–12 SAP progress in their annual report. The school addressed all of the required elements. The school provided detailed charts and analysis of student performance on the California Standards Test (CST) in ELA and mathematics and made comparisons between the data for 2010–11 and the 2011–12 school years. Overall, this data showed a slight increase in the students scoring proficient or advanced. The school reports that their eighth grade students are out-performing sixth and seventh grade students in ELA as result of the implementation of the Assessment and Learning in Knowledge Spaces (ALEKS), which is a web-based learning and assessment program.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan  

HTMNC submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP. One of the two numerically significant subgroups at HTMNC, White students, did not meet the percent proficient rate criteria in mathematics. Additionally, the school did not meet the schoolwide percent proficient rate in math. The 2012–13 SAP addresses all seven required elements and provided refinements to the prior year’s SAP including a specific measurable goal in math and a detailed action plan. The school also included goals for ELA. In addition, the current SAP provides more specific actions to target the subgroups who did not meet the AYP growth targets. 

The SAP provided by HTMNC identifies specific actions such as implementing the First in Math program, conducting morning meetings and bi-monthly after school meetings dedicated to assessment analysis and curriculum adjustments, professional development with a math coach and small group instruction for students struggling in math. 
The school recognizes that meeting AYP in one year may be difficult so it aims to increase scores by ten percent in each group. HTNNC outlined three specific goals in the 2012–13 SAP: increase API and AYP, increase API scores in mathematics, and increase API scores in English. 

Ingenium Charter School
Canoga Park, CA 91304
CDS Code: 19-76679-0121137

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2015
Authorized Grade Span: K–6
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–6

Enrollment: 255
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: None

Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: Not in PI
Met API Growth Targets: 

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: Yes

All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index 
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	807
	-17
	53.1
	No
	65.5
	No
	n/a
	n/a


Ingenium Charter School (ICS) experienced a drop in API for the 2011–12 year, however still maintained over 800 on the API schoolwide. The school did not make AYP for the 2011–12 school year; ICS met seven out of 13 AYP criteria. ICS did not meet the schoolwide percent proficient rate criteria for ELA or math. Overall, the decline in academic achievement indicates that ICS must make data based adjustments to its academic program to support academic achievement in both English language arts and mathematics. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.  

Annual Report 

ICS submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing all required elements. 

ICS set 25 measureable student outcomes related to academic achievement in core subject areas and five measureable factors that influence academic achievement in the charter petition. Of the 25 academic goals, the school reports meeting five goals, making progress towards 11 goals, and not meeting nine of the goals. In ELA and mathematics, ICS reports meeting its two goals to have students score higher on the CST than the median percentage of surrounding schools. For the 2011–12 school year the school reported the proficiency rate for ELA and mathematics for three neighboring schools. ICS reported median rate for the three schools in ELA was 44.9 percent and ICS achieved 53.1 percent. ICS reported the median rate for the three schools in mathematics was 53.3 percent and ICS achieved 65.5 percent. The school also reports having 100 percent of students participating in the visual and performing arts program. The school reported developing schoolwide pacing charts and assessment guides in order to monitor goals in each core area, ELA, mathematics, science, history and social science. The school seeks to have 80 percent of students achieve mastery in the specific standards in each core areas for each quarter, however is still developing the tool to measure these goals. ICS also set non-academic goals, including student conduct, parental involvement, professional development, teacher performance, and fiscal solvency; the school reports meeting all of these goals. For the 2012–13 school year, ICS set ten goals, objectives, and desired outcomes to continue to make progress on the measureable student outcomes.

ICS was not required to submit a SAP for 2011–12 and did not need to provide an SAP update as part of the annual report.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

ICS submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in the percent proficient rate criteria for ELA and mathematics schoolwide or for the numerically significant subgroups. This is the first year that ICS was required to submit a SAP to the CDE. The SAP addressed all seven required elements and provided four specific goals to support student achievement; two goals are specific measurable targets in ELA and mathematics, one goal is to provide support to ELs, and one goal is to effectively implement the school’s technology plan.  

The SAP provided a summary of strategies the school has implemented or will implement to raise student achievement, including but not limited to development of pacing plans for mathematics and ELA, use of Proof of Proficiency (POP) charts a visual display of learning targets and academic standards, to track student progress, improved use of technology tools to monitor student data, continued professional development and evaluation of teachers, and differentiated tutoring.  The school also reported using categorical funds to engage a Chief Academic Officer and Assessments Coordinator to train and support school staff, administer assessments, and update student information system to track student data.

The SAP provided a detailed action plan for each of the goals including specific tasks and evidence that would be used to monitor progress towards meeting each goal. The action plan provides a narrative of how the school will monitor student performance using the POP charts, the education software, and standard-based benchmarks, four times a year. The school has set aggressive proficiency targets for ELA and mathematics; seeking to have 74.3 percent and 91.7 percent of students proficient or above respectively for the 2012–13 school year.

Lifeline Education Charter School 

Compton, CA 90221-3240
CDS Code: 19 76970115725
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/17

Authorized Grade Span: 6–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School: 6–12

Enrollment: 335
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Black/African American, Hispanic/Latino






               Socioeconomically Disadvantaged, English    





     Learners
Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: In PI Year 1
Met API Growth Targets: 

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: No

All Student Groups: No

All Targets: No
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index 
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	659
	3
	33.9
	Yes (SH*)
	25.9
	Yes (SH*)
	73
	88

	Black or African American
	 669
	12
	39.3
	Yes (SH*)
	21.3
	Yes (SH*)
	***
	***

	Hispanic or Latino
	648
	-7
	28
	No
	29
	No
	69
	84

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	659
	14
	32.1
	Yes (SH*)
	25.3
	Yes (SH*)
	72
	87

	English Learners
	587
	19
	12.8
	**
	15.4
	**
	62
	85


*SH=Passed by safe harbor;**Student subgroup was not numerically significant for AYP criteria;***Scores based on 10 or fewer students
Lifeline Education Charter School (LECS) did not meet AYP; LECS met 15 of 17 AYP criteria. The school met AMOs schoolwide and in two of the significant subgroups through safe harbor.  In addition, the school demonstrated growth in API, schoolwide and in each subgroup except Hispanic or Latino. The passing rate for CAHSEE math was positive schoolwide and for all significant subgroups. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.  

Annual Report 

LECS reported on the six elements required in the annual update, however did not report on all of the outcomes as outlined in the charter. The school provided progress towards two benchmarks associated with their academic basic skills measurable pupil outcomes, neither of which was met. Their report provided a breakdown of student achievement data, which included achievement results within each strand of the core subjects. CAHSEE results in math were highlighted as out-performing both the state and county in their passing rate.

Although, LECS reported on six of the elements required in the annual update, the school provided limited information with regard to the progress towards the charter goals. Lifeline appears to have conducted an objective analysis of achievement data.
LECS reported on a number of staff development activities that supported the 2011–12 SAP. Additionally, LECS reported on the Fall benchmark test, implemented in the 2011–12 SAP.
LECS provided an update on activities that supported the prior year SAP in the annual update; however there was no analysis present from LECS measuring the effectiveness of the school’s efforts. 
CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain additional information. Moving forward, CDE staff will provide technical assistance, as needed, to assist the school with the annual report. 
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

LECS submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in the percent proficient rate criteria in ELA and mathematics for their Hispanic/Latino subgroup. The SAP provided an objective analysis of state achievement data and identified areas of focus for the year as: increasing achievement levels in the Latino or Hispanic subgroup in both math and ELA and schoolwide math achievement. LECS put together a plan of action addressing identified needs that offers the school a systematic approach towards achieving plan goals. 

Although the SAP for the 2012–13 school year utilizes many of the same strategies and activities as outlined in the 2011–12 SAP, LECS has a more comprehensive and focused action plan in the 2012–13 SAP. LECS started analyzing data and putting strategies in place that have worked in the past to assist in increasing achievement levels schoolwide as soon as current data become available. It also appears that LECS has made systemic changes and has established routines utilizing research-based, best practices that should help move the school forward.

Livermore Valley Charter School

Livermore, CA 94550
CDS Code: 01-76372-0107839

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2013
Authorized Grade Span: K–8
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–8

Enrollment: 931
Numerically Significant API Subgroup: White
Title I Funded: No


PI Status: Not a Title I School

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: Yes
Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: Yes

All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index 
	Annual Measurable Objectives  
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent  of students in grade 10  Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	916
	14
	83.3
	Yes 
	76.8
	Yes

(SH*)
	n/a
	n/a

	White
	912
	7
	82.6
	Yes
	76.8
	Yes

(SH*)
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor;
Livermore Valley Charter School (LVCS) continued to achieve high academic results meeting and exceeding statewide goals. LVCS met both API growth targets and AYP. LVCS exceeded the percent proficient rate target of 78.4 percent for ELA, schoolwide and for the numerically significant subgroup. The school met the target for mathematics under safe harbor. 

Annual Report 

LVCS submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing five of the six required elements. LVCS did not report results on any additional schoolwide assessments. 

LVCS set four student and six school goals in the charter petition around academics, communication, critical thinking, social responsibility, and daily attendance. The four student goals listed in the charter petition are not measureable and the school did not provide an update on these goals. Although, LVCS did list a number of specific competencies for each content area in the charter petition, it was not clear how student proficiency or mastery in these goals were defined. LVCS reports meeting student achievement goals based on the API and student growth on state testing and achieving a 2011 similar school ranking of six. Additionally, the school reports exceeding its goal of 90 percent for average daily attendance (ADA) with a 96 percent ADA for the 2011–12 school year. LVCS set two additional goals for the 2012–13 school year, one measurable goal for ELs and one non-measurable goal related to the school’s mission statement.

LVCS was not required to submit a SAP for 2011–12.

LVCS did not provide all of the required information in the annual update. CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information. Moving forward, CDE staff will provide technical assistance, as needed, to assist the school in addressing all of the required elements in the annual report. 
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

LVCS was not required to submit a SAP for 2012–13. 
Livermore Valley Charter Preparatory High School 

Livermore, CA 94550
CDS Code: 01-76653-0120931

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2015
Authorized Grade Span: 9–12

Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 9–10
Enrollment: 191
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: None
Title I Funded: No


PI Status: Not a Title I School

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: Yes

All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index  
	Annual Measurable Objectives  
	California High School Exit Examination  

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent  of students in grade 10   Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	818
	-2
	62.2
	No
	65
	No
	87
	87


Livermore Valley Charter Preparatory High School (LVCP) experienced a slight drop in API for the 2011–12 year, however still achieved a score over 800 on the API. LVCP does not have any numerically significant subgroups. LVCP did not make AYP for the 2011–12 school year; LVCP met 3 out of 5 AYP criteria. The school did not meet the percent proficient rate criteria for both ELA and mathematics. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.

Annual Report 

LVCP submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing all required elements; however some elements lacked specific details around schoolwide assessments and measureable student outcomes.

LVCP set six student and five school goals in the charter petition related to academics, college preparatory coursework, communication, critical thinking, social responsibility, and attendance. The goals do not provide specific measurements or targets to monitor progress towards; therefore it was difficult to determine if goals were met. LVCP did list assessments and tools to monitor a number of specific competencies for each content area in the charter petition; however, there was no mention of a proficiency or mastery target for these competencies. 
In the annual update, LVCP reported on standardized testing results highlighting that 68 percent of ninth graders and 59 percent of tenth graders scored proficient or advanced in ELA on the CST. Additionally, LVCP reports that it continues to pursue student success and mastery of the curriculum. A large number of students scoring in the “basic range” on the CST exams were very close to the “proficient range” and the school implemented specific programs and strategies to raise student achievement. LVCP reports that all students, except when specified in their Individual Education Plan, are required to take and pass the A-G college requirements and are making progress towards this goal.  LVCP established 15 goals, outcomes, and objectives for the 2012–13 school year in three categories: personal and social responsibility, critical thinking and communication, and student support services. LVCP also established specific percent proficient targets for the CST, the CAHSEE, the California Fitnessgram performance standard charts and API. 
LVCP was not required to submit a SAP for 2011–12.

Moving forward, CDE staff will provide technical assistance, as needed, to assist the school with the annual report. 
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

LVCP submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in the percent proficient rate criteria for ELA and mathematics schoolwide. This is the first year that LVCP was required to submit a SAP to the CDE. The SAP addressed all seven required elements and identified two measureable goals for ELA and mathematics: all groups represented at LVCP will meet or exceed 80 percent proficiency in ELA and mathematics as measured by the CST. 

LVCP provided a detailed action plan to the CDE outlining specific strategies, practices, schedules and professional development to meet these goals. The action plan provides detailed tasks related to ELA, with a focus on EL students. The school will use placement exams and benchmark testing to monitor students, implement specific strategies into the English classes, and provide instructional coaching. The plan also identified specific professional development opportunities including but not limited to, training on standards, benchmark testing, data-driven instruction, mentoring, peer review, and collaboration.  It appears that the SAP has specific actions to support student achievement in ELA and the plan had two actions specific to mathematics. Although, some of the actions around professional development and data analysis would be used across content areas, the plan did not adequately address how the school would raise student achievement in mathematics.
Long Valley Charter School

Doyle, CA 96109-0007
CDS Code: 18-76729-6010763
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2015

Authorized Grade Span: K–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–12

Enrollment: 474
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Socioeconomically Disadvantaged, White

Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: In PI Year 1

Met API Growth Targets: 

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: No

All Student Groups: No
All Targets: No
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts 
	Mathematics
	Percent  of students in grade 10  Passing in English Language Arts 
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	 676
	-56
	 53.7
	 No
	39.4
	No
	63
	60

	White
	673
	-64
	53.2
	No
	39.2
	No
	63
	55

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	649
	-89
	46.7
	No
	32.8
	No
	61
	53


Long Valley Charter School (LVCS) met 6 of 13 AYP criteria and did not meet the API for the second year in a row. The growth API has declined both schoolwide and in significant sub-groups. LVCS did not meet AMOs in math or ELA schoolwide and for the significant subgroups. LVCS had significant declines in academic achievement. The significant decline in academic achievement indicates that LVCS must make data based adjustments to its academic program to support academic achievement in both English language arts and mathematics. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.  
Annual Report 

LVCS reported on all the required elements of the annual report. LVCS did not report on all the student measurable outcomes as outlined in the charter, however did report on goals tied to technology, community service, becoming problem solvers and developing personal skills. In addition, the charter school reported on its attendance goal, achieving a 94.2 percent attendance in 2011–12.  
LVCS reported on 2011–12 SAP goals which included moving a significant number of students to proficiency in ELA.  LVCS instituted benchmark assessments to track student achievement. Additionally, independent study teachers targeted five students each to provide weekly tutoring. This effort assisted 38 out of the 49 students targeted to increase their scaled scores on benchmarks and 23 students improved their CST scores by moving up one achievement band. In mathematics, 38 student were targeted, with 29 improving their scaled scores in benchmark assessments and 19 increasing their CST’s by one achievement band.

Moving forward, CDE staff will provide technical assistance, as needed, to assist the school with the annual report. 
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

LVCS submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in the percent proficient rate criteria for ELA and mathematics, schoolwide, for the socioeconomically disadvantaged, and White significant subgroups. It appears that LVCS did significant work in analyzing achievement data to create the 2012–13 SAP. LVCS was able to disaggregate student achievement data to reveal that the major issues in achievement levels occurred in the independent study (IS) program. The IS program grew in population over the past two years and now comprises 81 percent of the schools population. The classroom based program appears to be very close to achieving the state goals in both ELA and mathematics; the proficiency levels were 76.4 percent in ELA and 72.2 percent in mathematics. The IS program which had lower proficiency levels of achievement; 28.6 percent in ELA and 11.7 percent in mathematics. The SAP for 2012–13 targets the IS program. Strategies LVCS will employ include increasing the amount of instructional time the teacher will spend with IS students and requiring an additional one hour a week in one-on-one tutorial sessions. 

The SAP goals include a focus on the IS program and includes an achievement goal for all LVCS students. Activities the school plans to implement are tied to each of the goals. The plan appears to offer a roadmap for the school to address the achievement levels and utilizes benchmark and other assessment instruments to continuously monitor student learning. 

Mission Preparatory

San Francisco, CA 94112
CDS Code: 38 76752 0123505
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2016

Authorized Grade Span: K–8
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K 
Enrollment: 42

Numerically Significant API Subgroups: None

Title I Funded: Yes 



PI Status: Not in PI

Met API Growth Targets:



Made AYP: No*

Schoolwide: N/A
All Student Groups: N/A
All Targets: N/A

*Mission Preparatory did not administer the CST in 2012; the charter school did not have students enrolled in grade 2 or above. Annual Measurable Objectives have been assigned as pair share from the surrounding district. For the 2011–12 school year, Mission Preparatory only had kindergarten and first grade; therefore the second grade scores for the schools which these students matriculate were used.
Mission Preparatory’s first year of operation was 2011–12; the school served 47 kindergarten students. As no students were enrolled in grades two or above, the school does not have any 2012 STAR test scores. The Schoolwide AMO data attributed to Mission Preparatory is data assigned from surrounding San Francisco area schools.

Annual Report 

Mission Preparatory submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing the educational goals and outcomes identified in the charter petition and included the results of schoolwide assessments and a statement regarding the parental satisfaction level with the quality of the educational program, administration, instruction, and overall progress of children. The annual update provided a statement regarding performance of ELs and goals and objectives for the current year. 
Mission Preparatory’s charter petition outlines seven goals. Three of the goals are tied to measurable proficiency levels of students who have been enrolled at least two full academic years. Another goal is tied to API data. Mission Preparatory did report meeting or exceeding internal academic targets as measured by the Developmental Reading Assessment and math, science and social studies unit assessments. The school’s writing goal was to achieve an average score of three on a four-point rubric; the charter school approached this goal with a 2.8 average score. Mission Preparatory reported that 81 percent of students (61 percent of whom are learning English as a second language) finished kindergarten reading at or above grade level. This appears to meet the student outcome that ELs will progress at the same average rate as all other learners. The school reports meeting parental satisfaction, waitlist goals and reported exceeding their fundraising goals. The annual update did not include information on the school’s attendance goals, whether the school met its character and leadership values goals, nor elaborate on the school’s fiduciary responsibility goals. Mission Preparatory did report that the charter school will expand from 47 to 100 students and increase faculty from five to nine. Mission Preparatory reported looking forward to building on the school’s first year accomplishments and further establishing the school as a successful, sustainable organization equipped to fulfill the mission of college and character for every child served. 

The information provided by the school indicates that Mission Preparatory is making considerable progress toward reaching many of the academic goals outlined in the charter petition and are likely on track for meeting the proficiency and API goals once the school has students in a grade range to participate in state testing. The school retained 100 percent of its first year staff, has a sizeable wait list, and has been successful with fundraising efforts. 
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
Mission Preparatory was not required to submit a SAP for 2012–13.

New West Charter School

West Los Angeles, CA 90064-2908
CDS Code: 19-75663-6120158

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2017
Authorized Grade Span: 6–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 6–8

Enrollment: 338 
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Hispanic or Latino, White
Title I Funded: No


PI Status: Not a Title I School

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: Yes
Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: Yes

All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives  
	California High School Exit Examination  

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent  of students in grade 10 Passing in  English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	942
	12
	89.6
	Yes
	80.5
	Yes
	n/a
	n/a

	Hispanic or Latino
	912
	24
	87.1
	Yes
	68.6
	Yes (SH*)
	n/a
	n/a

	White
	962
	0
	92.0
	Yes
	87.1
	Yes
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor
New West Charter School (NWCS) continued to achieve high academic results, meeting and exceeding statewide goals. NWCS met both API growth targets and AYP. NWCS exceeded the percent proficient rate target of 78.4 percent for ELA, schoolwide and for the numerically significant subgroups. The school exceeded the AMO for mathematics schoolwide and for White students. Hispanic or Latino students at NWCS met the target for mathematics under safe harbor.

Annual Report 

NWCS submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing five of the six required elements. NWCS did not report on results on any additional schoolwide assessments, although the school did indicate the use of schoolwide formative and summative assessments to monitor student achievement. CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information. 

NWCS set nine measureable outcomes in the charter petition related to academics.  The school reported on six of the nine measurable outcomes.  The school reported meeting the five goals set around percent proficient or above on the CST in ELA, mathematics, science, and history. The school also reports making significant progress on its goal to exceed 950 on the API over a five-year period. Based on the 2011–12 data, NWCS scored a 942 on the API, only eight points away from the goal.

NWCS was not required to submit a SAP for 2011–12.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

NWCS was not required to submit a SAP for 2012–13.

Pacific Technology Schools
Pacific Technology Schools (PTS) is one of three statewide benefits authorized by SBE. PTS currently operates two charter schools under the Statewide-Benefit charter: Pacific Technology Orangevale and Pacific Technology Santa Ana.  Each of the PTS schools share the same mission and MPOs.  

The schools’ seven MPO’s are:

1.
A similar school ranking of eight or above 

2.
The schools will have 100 graduates annually

3.
Achieve a 100 percent graduation rate with zero percent drop-out

4.
All students (100 percent) will pass the CAHSEE

5.
All graduates (100 percent) will enroll in college; at least 60 percent going to four 
year colleges

6.
Meet or exceed the API growth target annually 

7.
Meet AYP as defined under the No Child Left Behind Act (“NCLB”)

PTS provided CDE with an annual update for each of its schools. The following two reports provide an academic update for both schools and include specific school-level data. 
Pacific Technology Orangevale

Orangevale, CA
CDS Code: 09765960119529
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2014

Authorized Grade Span: 6–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year : 6–9

Enrollment: 152
Numerically Significant API Subgroup: White

Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: In PI Year 1
Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: Yes 

All Student Groups: Yes 

All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives  
	California High School Exit Examination  

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth
From Prior Year
	English Language Arts 
	Mathematics
	Percent  of students in grade 10  Passing in  English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	858
	29
	67.2
	No
	57.0
	Yes (SH*)
	n/a
	n/a

	White
	847
	17
	61.6
	No
	53.5
	No
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor
Pacific Technology Orangevale (PTSO) is one of two Pacific Technology statewide benefit charters sharing the same mission and measurable pupil outcomes. PTSO did not meet AMOs in ELA for the significant sub-group or schoolwide. Although schoolwide PTSO met the AMO in math through safe harbor, the significant subgroup did not meet the AMO. This is the second consecutive year that PTSO did not meet AYP. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.
Annual Report 

PTSO provided information on five of the six required elements in the annual update for the 2011–12 school year. PTSO’s annual report provided information on the STAR results, progress made addressing goals in 2011–12 SAP, professional development activities, and described outcomes goals and objectives for 2012–13. PTSO also provided information on the number of assessments utilized in monitoring student progress and instructional effectiveness. PTSO did not provide an update on progress towards student outcomes as outlined in the charter. CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information.  
PTSO reported the professional development activities for the PTSO staff. The professional development activities appear to be well thought out and based on best practices in education. In addition, the reported collaboration time for teachers during the school year allows teachers to enter into discussions about students and curriculum and make decisions based on analysis of data and student performance. 

The 2011–12 SAP update provided by PTSO focused on program modifications implemented during the school year. Some of the adjustments included adding extra enrichment classes in English and math to support students’ needs, accelerated math, CAHSEE prep and SAT prep, elective blocks to offer additional electives and College Mentorship and Leadership Program (CMLP). In addition, PTSO provided peer tutoring and after school tutoring in both English and math.

The update also included the professional development activities undertaken to further progress in achieving the SAP goals. The activities listed in the report are aligned with the professional development plan created by Magnolia Public Schools. The activities provide opportunity for the educational staff of PTSO to focus upon the issues and opportunities within the school.

The update did not include any real measurement toward meeting the goals as outlined in the 2011–12 SAP, nor whether or not the activities listed in the update were effective. Moving forward, CDE staff will provide technical assistance, as needed, to assist the school with the annual report. 
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
PTSO submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in percent proficient rate criteria for ELA both schoolwide and for the White significant subgroup, or in mathematics schoolwide.  The SAP does not explicitly address these deficiencies. 

The 2012–13 SAP is based on the utilization of formative and summative assessments used throughout the year to both inform instruction and measure student progress. It outlines the use of Measure of Academic Progress (MAP) test and the Accelerated Reader Program and highlights the staff development activities scheduled for the school year. There appears to be little difference between this plan and the plan which was reported upon in the annual update. 
Pacific Technology Santa Ana

Costa Mesa, CA 92626
CDS Code: 09765960119537
Charter Term Expires: 06/30/2014

Authorized Grade Span: 6–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 6–10

Enrollment: 145
Numerically Significant API Subgroup: Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: Not in PI






Met API Growth Targets: 

Made AYP: Yes
Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: Yes

All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts 
	Mathematics
	Percent  of students in grade 10  Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10  Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	839
	62
	75.2
	Yes (SH*)
	61.3
	Yes (SH*)
	85
	86

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	777
	39
	62.7
	Yes (SH*)
	48.5
	Yes (SH*)
	**
	**


*SH=Passed by safe harbor; **Scores are based on 10 or fewer students 

Pacific Technology Santa Ana (PTSA) met API growth targets, met AMO’s through safe harbor and met 13 of the 13 AYP criteria. 
Annual Report 

PTSA reported on all required elements in the update, however, some of the reporting did not include all of the information for each element.  PTSA reported on some of the measurable pupil outcomes from the charter petition. PTSA reported on the progress made in achievement levels on state standardized tests in Math, ELA, end of course (EOC) tests, and CAHSEE results. PTSA reports moving towards meeting the measurable pupil outcomes. Graduation rate and college enrollment cannot yet be reported upon as the school has only built up to the eleventh grade. PTSA reported increasing achievement levels in all areas of the academic program. The charter school also reported an influx of students entered the school from lower performing districts/schools and PTSA has placed an emphasis on intervention. PTSA added enrichment classes to support student’s achievement levels in both math and ELA. In addition, the school added CAHSEE prep and SAT prep classes. 

PTSA’s achievement levels are increasing and enrollment is steady. PTSA reports making progress in closing the achievement gaps among the numerically significant subgroups. In ELA, the proficient or above rate for the economically disadvantaged group has improved from 48.8 percent to 62.7 percent decreasing the gap between the white and economically disadvantaged sub-group by 11.9 percent. The ELA proficiency rate for the Hispanic/Latino subgroup has improved from 42.5 percent to 69.2 percent decreasing the gap between white and Hispanic or Latino. Math proficiency has also improved and the gap decreased between the subgroups.  The economically disadvantaged subgroup has improved from 37.2 percent to 48.5 percent, decreasing the gap between the economically disadvantaged and white subgroup by 8.7 percent to 8.6 percent. The Hispanic or Latino subgroup improved math proficiency from 35 percent to 57.6 percent closing the gap between White and Hispanic/Latino.

PTSA used a number of schoolwide assessments during the 2011–12 school year to monitor student achievement and adjust instruction. The charter school identified several students at the end of the year that were not being successful and provide an intensive home study course to complete during the summer. This intervention was successful for 14 of the 20 students identified and they were able to achieve passing grades by the end of the summer.  

Although, PTSA did not specifically address the results it achieved in implementing the 2011–12 SAP, it appears that the measures put in place by PTSA are working.
Moving forward, CDE staff will provide technical assistance, as needed, to assist the school with the annual report. 
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
PTSA was not required to submit a SAP for 2012–13.

Ridgecrest Charter School

Ridgecrest, CA, 93555

CDS Code: 15 75630 1530500

Charter Term Expires: June 30, 2014

Authorized Grade Span: K–8
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–8

Enrollment: 323 

Numerically Significant API Subgroups: White, Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 

Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: Not in PI

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No

Schoolwide: Yes

All Student Groups: Yes 

All Targets: Yes

	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10  Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at

or Above

Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP

Criteria
	Percent at

or Above

Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP

Criteria


	
	

	Schoolwide
	845
	19
	70.3
	Yes 

(SH*)
	66.7
	No
	n/a
	n/a

	White
	859
	24
	72.0
	Yes 

(SH*)
	70.6
	Yes 

(SH*)
	n/a
	n/a

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	822
	15
	66.1
	Yes 

(SH*)
	62.2
	No
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor
Ridgecrest Charter School (RCS) experienced growth in academics during the 2011–12 school year. RCS scored above the statewide API target of 800 and met all API growth targets. RCS did not meet AYP for the 2011–12 school year; the school met 11 out of 13 AYP criteria. The school met the AMOs for ELA schoolwide and for all numerically significant subgroups. The school did not meet the AMOs school wide and for the subgroup of socioeconomically disadvantaged students in mathematics. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.
Annual Report 

RCS submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing all required elements. RCS’s charter petition outlines three measurable pupil outcomes and two measureable school outcomes. The goals are specific, measurable, and support the vision of RCS. Of the five total goals, RCS reports meeting four of the five; RCS met its STAR growth targets, met the schoolwide API growth target, increased its Average Daily Attendance (ADA) rate from 96 percent to 98 percent, met its API statewide rank compared to similar schools, but did not meet AYP targets identified under the federal No Child Left Behind act (NCLB). 
RCS submitted a SAP for the school year 2011–12 and provided CDE an update on the school’s progress in the 2012, annual update. RCS expected to achieve projected increases in the percentage of students that scored at proficient or above in ELA and Mathematics. The school has set of goal of at least 80 percent of RCS students scoring at proficient or better in ELA and mathematics as demonstrated by the 2012 STAR results. RCS also planned on curricular, instructional strategy and organization changes to assist in meeting SAP goals. RCS will no longer use teachers with multiple subject credentials at the middle school level and will utilize teachers with single subject credentials in math, ELA, social studies and science. This will allow the teachers to concentrate on the subjects in their area of expertise.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

RCS submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in the percent proficient rate criteria for mathematics schoolwide or for the socioeconomically disadvantaged significant subgroup. The 2012–13 SAP addressed all seven of the required elements. The current SAP provides more specific actions to target the subgroups who did not meet the AYP growth targets. 

RCS used fall benchmark assessments to identify specific math standards to focus on by grade level and the school has set a goal to have 80 percent of students proficient on the spring benchmark, which supports the measurable outcomes listed in the charter petition regarding API growth targets. The action plan within the RCS’s SAP provides a list of specific actions; benchmark analysis, targeted small group instruction, collaborative lesson plans, and supplemental materials, to address gaps in curriculum. The SAP also identifies specific goals or actions to raise student achievement in mathematics. 

RCS plans on employing a number of professional development activities to assist in meeting the 2012–13 SAP goals. These activities will include participation in the Kern county Beginning Teacher Support and Assessment (BTSA), lesson plan writing workshops, Houghton Mifflin curriculum training and on-sight training with Playworks.
River Montessori Charter School

Petaluma, CA 94954
CDS Code: 49 76604 0119750
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2014

Authorized Grade Span: 1–6
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 1–6

Enrollment: 153
Numerically Significant API Subgroup: White

Title I Funded: No


PI Status: Not a Title I school

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: Yes
All Student Groups: Yes
All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	842
	-7
	67.8
	No
	56.2
	No
	n/a
	n/a

	White
	842
	-5
	67.5
	No
	56.6
	Yes

(SH*)
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor
River Montessori Charter School (RMCS) maintained an API over 800 schoolwide and for its numerically significant subgroup, despite a 6 point drop in API for the 2011–12 year. The school met 6 of 9 AYP criteria. It met all participation rate criteria in ELA and mathematics. The school did not meet the percent proficient rate criteria in ELA schoolwide or for the White subgroup. The school did not meet the percent proficient rate criteria in math schoolwide, but did make percent proficient criteria for the White subgroup through safe harbor. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary. 
Annual Report 

RMCS submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing five of the six required elements. The school later provided supplemental information regarding additional schoolwide assessments used. 

The RMCS charter petition breaks down measurable student outcomes into categories that have been entitled state required measurements and non-state mandated measurements. The first category includes annual STAR goals, California English Language Development Test (CELDT) goals, Physical Fitness Test (PFT) Goals, APR goals and attendance goals. The Annual Report provided information regarding STAR and APR goals, but did not report progress on CELDT, PFT or attendance. Regarding the non-mandated measurements, RMCS reports that the students of RMCS are becoming self-motivated, competent, lifelong learners and the school is making progress toward educational goals and student outcomes as put forth in the charter petition and provided the information that was submitted to gain WASC accreditation in support of this statement. The annual report indicated that the school established structures to support academic achievement that included a formal Response to Intervention program and pre- and post-testing in language and mathematics. The information provided by the school suggests an understanding of the overarching areas requiring attention to meet Annual Yearly Progress criteria, but specific detail was not provided. Daily student practice work and weekly focus on student achievement data during faculty meetings were proposed to support student achievement. RMCS expects for this information to drive decision-making, actions, and future goals.

RMCS was not required to submit a SAP for 2011–12.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
RMCS submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in the percent proficient rate criteria for ELA schoolwide or for White students and did not meet the percent proficient criteria for math schoolwide. This is the first year that RMCS has been required to submit a SAP. The school outlined a plan to improve ELA and math performance through staff guidance and increased opportunity with data analysis, analysis of data to determine specific problem areas, improved attendance (a specific attendance target was not provided), daily practice with standards related tasks, some specific test preparation materials, targeting students performing at the far below and below basic levels, and helping teachers determine the best approaches for individual students. The plan provided that weekly time would be dedicated during faculty meetings for staff training and guidance. 

Although RMCS developed an action plan, it did not provide a timeline or method for internally evaluating and adjusting the proposed actions. The SAP identifies that ELA and math are areas for additional support, but did not provide specific target areas for support within these areas. The plan would be strengthened if specific problem areas within these subjects were identified and linked to related goals and staff training. 

San Francisco Flex Academy

San Francisco, Ca. 94102

CDS Code: 38 76703 0121814

Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2015

Authorized Grade Span: 6–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 8–12

Enrollment: 190

Numerically Significant API Subgroups: None

Title I Funded: No


PI Status: Not in PI

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No

School wide: No

All Student Groups: Yes

All Targets: No

	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012

AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	647
	3
	66.7
	Yes (CI*)
	45.5
	No
	81
	69


*CI=Passed using confidence intervals

San Francisco Flex Academy (SFFA) demonstrated little growth in academics during the 2011–12, school year. SFFA did not meet its API growth target for the 2011–12 school year. The school remains under the statewide performance target of 800. SFFA did not meet its AMOs in mathematics, however did meet the AMOs in ELA using confidence interval methodology, which is an adjusted AMO for schools with fewer than 100 valid scores. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary. 

Annual Report 

SFFA submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing all of the required elements.

SFFA outlined four measureable student outcomes related to academic achievement in core subject areas and seven measureable factors that influence academic achievement and student growth in the charter petition. SFFA’s primary academic goals were to meet or exceed AYP targets, meet or exceed the statewide API growth target and to meet or exceed the average achievement for the schools in the same geographic area. SFFA’s goals include achieving an Average Daily Attendance (ADA) rate of 93 percent and maintaining a student dropout rate of less than two percent. SFFA 2011–12 annual reports t that the school had a ADA rate of 80.6 percent, met four of five AYP target requirements, had an API growth of one, and was able to meet or exceed the average achievement of a majority of the schools in the same geographic area.  

SFFA continues to address the measureable student outcomes and other factors in the charter petition. The school’s primary goals for the 2012–13 school year are to meet its API target growth, meet all of the required criteria for AYP, continue efforts to increase enrollment and to increase ADA. SFFA is aware of the areas of deficiency and appears to be making an effort to address those areas of most concern. 

SFFA was not required to submit a SAP for the 2011–12.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan

SFFA submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in the percent proficient rate criteria in mathematics schoolwide. The 2012–13 SAP addressed all seven required elements and provides specific actions to address the AYP target not met. SFFA has developed an action plan to address student achievement in mathematics at the schoolwide level. The school hired a new math teacher that has experience with the demographic composition of the school and has experience working with a technology driven curriculum. The school also hired an academic administrator to support the instructional program in a variety of ways. The school increased instructional time in breakout sessions by an additional 80 minutes daily.

Based on the information provided in the annual report and the SAP, SFFA appears to be taking appropriate steps to ensure the goals for the 2012–13 school year will be met.

The School of Arts and Enterprise

Pomona, CA 91767–5429

CDS Code: 19 75697 1996693
Charter Term Expires: 6/ 30/ 2016

Authorized Grade Span: 9–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 9–12

Enrollment: 401 
Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Hispanic or Latino, Socioeconomically 

    Disadvantaged, English Learners
Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: In PI Year 2
Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: No
All Student Groups: No
All Targets: No
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10  Passing in  English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	702
	1
	46.2
	No
	45.8
	Yes

(SH*)
	83
	79

	Hispanic or Latino
	689
	13
	45
	**
	47.6
	**
	80
	79

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	686
	3
	42.4
	**
	45.2
	**
	80
	78

	English Learners
	626
	36
	27.6
	**
	22.6
	**
	45
	64


*SH=Passed by safe harbor; **Student subgroup was not numerically significant for AYP criteria

The School of Arts and Enterprise (SAE) made one point of API growth and had a 2012 Growth API of 702. SAE exceeded growth targets for both Hispanic or Latino students and ELs, but did not meet the state’s schoolwide growth target of 5 points. The school did not meet the schoolwide ELA proficiency target and therefore did not meet one of six AYP criteria. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.
Annual Report 

SAE provided information on each of the required elements in the annual update for the 2011–12 school year. SAE provided an annual update of the progress made toward the educational goals and students outcomes identified in the charter petition. SAE’s annual report included analysis of academic progress associated with API growth, AYP criteria met, CAHSEE passage rates, schoolwide assessments, graduation and college acceptance rates and data regarding the percentage of students performing at given performance bands on the CST. SAE did not report on the goal of increasing the number of students with a C or higher in academic classes to 75 percent of the students per grade level. SAE met CAHSEE English passage rate goal and increased math passage rates which are now within five percent points of the school’s proposed goal. The school exceeded its schoolwide graduation target; and the graduation rate of ELs, which was 94.74 percent, exceeded the schoolwide graduation rate of 82.64 percent. One hundred percent of SAE’s graduating students were accepted at a two or four year college in the spring of 2012.

SAE’s charter petition has six goals that can be measured annually or more frequently with data from a variety of assessments and student grades. The annual update is consistent with the school’s charter petition, prior updates and SAP. It appears that the school is refining an established course of action and making data driven adjustments.  
During 2011–12 SAE hired a Data and Instruction Coach to assist with data-driven instruction. The school implemented strategies to ensure appropriate pacing of instruction and provision of targeted instruction driven by student need on specific cluster areas. The school used Degrees of Reading Power, a University of California writing exam, to improve data-driven instructional practices. The teaching staff also used benchmark data to develop a specific instructional plan. SAE adopted a Mastery Learning approach where the students are helped to master each learning unit before proceeding to a more advanced learning task, after a successful pilot in 2010–11. As a result students were evaluated based on their mastery of specific standards. Teachers used more frequent formative assessments and used data to create learning groups and lesson plans targeted to specific needs. The school established a pacing plan and instructional coaching for grade ten English which was identified as an area for needed academic achievement. The English teachers received additional professional development. SAE purchased Successful Reader, a reading intervention program, as a supplement for EL and Special Education students reading below grade level.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
SAE submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in the percent proficient criteria in ELA schoolwide. SAE outline a plan to implement a 5-step method for examining data that includes data collection, data analysis and discussion, and three annual benchmark exams as diagnostic indicators to modify curriculum. The school plans to provide one-on-one coaching with the Data and Instructional Coach for teachers who need additional support. 

During the 2012–13 school year SAE proposes to reach an API of 725. The charter school expects to exceed the percentage of students performing at basic, proficient, and advanced levels of proficiency on the CST’s in ELA and Algebra 1 at three area high schools. SAE intends to increase the EL subgroup API by at least 9 points. SAE proposes to meet or exceed the statewide average CAHSEE passing rate and meet all AYP targets. Additionally the school plans to meet or exceed its own 2010–11 college acceptance and college retention rates. SAE expects to demonstrate growth towards college writing on the UC Subject A Writing Exam by having 80 percent of students improving at least one level on the UC approved rubric. 

The document appears consistent with the prior year’s SAP, presents a logical evolution of the established plan and provides a means for the school to obtain meaningful data that can be used to support student achievement. 

Today's Fresh Start Charter School
Los Angeles Ca. 90043

CDS Code: 19 76737 0102020

Charter Term: 6/20/2015

Authorized Grade Span: K–8
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: K–8

Enrollment: 605

Numerically Significant API Subgroups: Hispanic or Latino, Socioeconomically 

Disadvantaged, English Learners, Black or     African American

Title I Funded: Yes

PI Status: In PI Year 3

Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
School wide: Yes

All Student Groups: Yes 

All Targets: Yes

	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination  

	
	2012

Growth

API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts 
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 

Passing

 in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient
	Met 2012

AYP

Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012

AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	805
	22
	54.7
	Yes (SH*)
	59.4
	No
	n/a
	n/a

	Black or African American
	786
	25
	52.5
	Yes
(SH*)
	50.5
	No
	n/a
	n/a

	Hispanic or Latino
	834
	19
	57.4
	Yes
(SH*)
	73.9
	Yes
(SH*)
	n/a
	n/a

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	804
	17
	54.7
	Yes
(SH*)
	58.6
	No
	n/a
	n/a

	English Learners
	840
	22
	59.5
	Yes
(SH*)
	73.6
	Yes
(SH*)
	n/a
	n/a


*SH=Passed by safe harbor
Today’s Fresh Start Charter School (TFSCS) experienced growth in academics during the 2011–12 school year. Although TFSCS met API growth targets, the school did not make AYP for the 2011–12 school year. TFSCS met 18 out of 21 AYP criteria, not meeting the percent proficient AMO for mathematics schoolwide or for the Black or African American and Socioeconomically Disadvantaged subgroups. However the ELs and Hispanic or Latino subgroups did meet the percent proficient rate in mathematics through safe harbor. In addition, the school met all AMOs for ELA schoolwide and for all numerically significant subgroups under safe harbor. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary.
Annual Report Summary

TFSCS submitted an annual update for the 2011–12 school year addressing two of the six required elements. TFSCS did not report on progress made toward each of the educational goals and student outcomes identified in the charter, progress made toward closing any achievement gaps among numerically significant subgroups, results of any additional schoolwide assessments used by the school, and a description of outcomes, goals and objectives for the following year.  
TFSCS outlined five measurable student outcomes and eight measureable school outcomes in the charter petition. TFSCS’s goal was to meet or exceed API growth both school wide and for all numerically significant subgroups. TFSCS met this goal for the 2011–12 school year. TFSCS proposed to reach an API score of 700 in its first two years of existence. TFSCS exceeded this goal by 105 points. TFSCS reports that ELA scores increased in all reportable subgroups. In addition, TFSCS requires parents to participate in 100 percent of parent conferences and reports that parent involvement is increasing. Based on the information provided to the CDE in its annual report, it appears that TFSCS continues to improve in its efforts to raise student achievement. 

TFSCS did not adequately address the required elements in the Annual Update. CDE staff will continue to work with the school to obtain the necessary information. Moving forward, CDE staff will provide technical assistance, as needed, to assist the school in addressing all of the required elements in the annual report. 
TFSCS was not required to submit a SAP for the 2011–12 school year.

2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
TFSCS submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in the percent proficient rate criteria in mathematics schoolwide or in the significant subgroups of Black or African American and socioeconomically disadvantaged students.  The 2012–13 SAP addresses all seven required elements and provides more specific actions to target the subgroups who did not meet AYP. TFSCS has developed an action plan to raise student achievement in mathematics. The school has implemented small group instruction, individual instruction, Saturday enrichment, after school tutoring and homework assistance. The school has also hired a single subject math instructor.

The actions described by TFSCS appear to support student achievement.

Western Sierra Collegiate Academy

Rocklin, CA 95765 
CDS Code: 31 76570 0119487
Charter Term Expires: 6/30/2014

Authorized Grade Span: 6–12
Grades Served in 2011–12 School Year: 7–11

Enrollment: 328
Numerically Significant API Subgroup: White

Title I Funded: No


PI Status: Not a Title I School
Met API Growth Targets:

Made AYP: No
Schoolwide: Yes
All Student Groups: Yes
All Targets: Yes
	Groups
	Academic Performance Index
	Annual Measurable Objectives 
	California High School Exit Examination 

	
	2012 Growth API
	2011–12 Growth from Prior Year
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in English Language Arts
	Percent of students in grade 10 Passing in Math

	
	
	
	Percent at or Above Proficient 
	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	Percent at or Above Proficient 


	Met 2012 AYP Criteria
	
	

	Schoolwide
	879
	-13
	86.7
	Yes
	70.2
	No
	95
	85

	White
	868
	-34
	86.9
	Yes
	68.5
	No
	92
	80


Western Sierra Collegiate Academy (WSCA) had a schoolwide 2012 Growth API of 879, which is above the statewide performance target of 800. WSCA’s API declined schoolwide and for the White subgroup. WSCA met the ELA proficiency target schoolwide and for the White subgroup; it did not meet the mathematics proficiency target schoolwide or for the White subgroup. CDE staff will monitor the school’s academic progress through its benchmark assessments and will provide technical assistance, as deemed necessary. 
Annual Report 

The annual update submitted by WSCA for the 2011–12 school year provided information regarding all of the required elements. WSCA is currently in its fourth year of operation and has yet to graduate a senior class. WSCA was therefore unable to provide information on five measureable outcomes that are tied to university eligibility, dropout rates, and college attendance. The school did report success on thirteen outcome goals and was in process of analyzing and evaluating student three-year performance on the CST and physical education standards. WSCA surpassed its goal of achieving a 6 in statewide rank and met its similar school rank goal. Its statewide rank was 9 and similar school rank was 6 for the 2011–12 school year. The school reported that 100% of seniors passed the high school exit exam, 92.5 percent of students met the academic goals included in their IEPs, and in 4 out of 5 Advanced Placement subject areas WSCA scored above state and global averages. 

WSCA acknowledged that the school did not achieve the results it desired in mathematics for 2011–12 and will place a more focused effort into identifying students for additional academic support. In addition to the strategies outlined in the SAP, the school also stated it will focus on ELA as a method to increase all testing scores. The school aims to raise proficient and advanced ELA scores by five percent. WSCA appears to be mindful of instructional approaches that will support academic achievement for all students and appears to look for ways to refine educational offerings so the school will continue to evolve as a challenging and comprehensive college preparatory program.
WSCA was not required to submit a SAP for 2011–12.
2012–13 Student Achievement Plan
WSCA submitted a SAP for the 2012–13 school year because the charter school did not meet AYP in the percent proficient rate criteria in mathematics schoolwide and in the White subgroup. The SAP submitted by WSCA proposes to support academic achievement, particularly in the area of mathematics, by establishing a culture of Professional Learning Communities that routinely seek and share student data, learning outcomes, and instructional strategies with the desired outcome of improving student learning and progress. The school intends to focus and track progress on specific strands of the mathematical standards, include regular collaborative time for staff to monitor student progress, and provide staff training on collaborative inquiry, data usage, and instructional strategies. The suggested actions appear likely to improve mathematics proficiency rates at WSCA.
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