U.S. Department of Education
2014 National Blue Ribbon Schools Program

[X] Public or [ ] Non-public

For Public Schools only{Check all that apply) [X] Title | [] Charter [Wagnet [] Choice

Name of Principal Mrs. Debra Bolls
(Specify: Ms., Miss, Mrs., Dr., Mr., etc.) (Asshould appear in the official records)
Official School Name Pinedale Elementary School
(As it should appear in the official records)

School Mailing Address 7171 Sugar Pine Avenue
(If address is P.O. Box, also include street addyes

City Pinedal State CA Zip Code+4 (9 digits tota9365(-122:
County__Fresnt State School Code Numb« 10 62117 61092t
Telephone55¢-327-770C Fax_559-327-7790

Web site/URL__http://pinedale.cusd.col E-mail _debrabolls@cusd.cc

Twitter Handle Facebook Page Google+

YouTube/URL Blog Other Social Media Link

I have reviewed the information in this applicatiarcluding the eligibility requirements on pagéFzart |-
Eligibility Certification), and certify that it isccurate.

Date

(Principal’'s Signature)

Name of SuperintenderDr. Janet Youn E-mail: janetyoung@cusd.com

(Specify: Ms., Miss, Mrs., Dr., Mr., Other)

District Name _Clovis Unified School District Tel. 59-327-9000
I have reviewed the information in this applicatiarcluding the eligibility requirements on pagéFart |-
Eligibility Certification), and certify that it isccurate.

Date

(Superintendent’s Signature)

Name of School Board
President/Chairperson Mr. Brian Heryford
(Specify: Ms., Miss, Mrs., Dr., Mr., Other)

I have reviewed the information in this applicatiarcluding the eligibility requirements on pagéFart |-
Eligibility Certification), and certify that it isccurate.

Date

(School Board President’s/Chairperson’s Signature)

*Non-public Schools: If the information requested is not applicable, write N/A in the space.
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PART | — ELIGIBILITY CERTIFICATION

Include this page in the school’s application as pge 2.

The signatures on the first page of this applicaef@mver page) certify that each of the statembalsw
concerning the school’s eligibility and complianvegh U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil
Rights (OCR) requirements is true and correct.

1.

10.

11.

NBRS 2014

The school configuration includes one or more afdgs K-12. (Schools on the same campus
with one principal, even a K-12 school, must agsyan entire school.)

The school has made its Annual Measurable Objec{i®Os) or Adequate Yearly Progress
(AYP) each year for the past two years and hadeen identified by the state as “persistently
dangerous” within the last two years.

To meet final eligibility, a public school must nielee state’s AMOs or AYP requirements in
the 2013-2014 school year and be certified by taie sepresentative. Any status appeals must
be resolved at least two weeks before the awargsnoay for the school to receive the award.

If the school includes grades 7 or higher, the sthst have foreign language as a part of its
curriculum.

The school has been in existence for five full gettrat is, from at least September 2008 and
each tested grade must have been part of the sidtdbe past three years.

The nominated school has not received the NatBha Ribbon Schools award the past five
years: 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, or 2013.

The nominated school has no history of testingyirtarities, nor have charges of irregularities
been brought against the school at the time of natan. The U.S. Department of Education
reserves the right to disqualify a school’s appiaraand/or rescind a school’s award if
irregularities are later discovered and provenhaydtate.

The nominated school or district is not refusindi€@fof Civil Rights (OCR) access to
information necessary to investigate a civil rigtdsnplaint or to conduct a district-wide
compliance review.

The OCR has not issued a violation letter of figdito the school district concluding that the
nominated school or the district as a whole hakated one or more of the civil rights statutes.
A violation letter of findings will not be consident outstanding if OCR has accepted a
corrective action plan from the district to remekg violation.

The U.S. Department of Justice does not have aipgsdit alleging that the nominated school
or the school district as a whole has violated anmore of the civil rights statutes or the
Constitution’s equal protection clause.

There are no findings of violations of the Indivadsi with Disabilities Education Act in a U.S.
Department of Education monitoring report that gpplthe school or school district in
guestion; or if there are such findings, the statdistrict has corrected, or agreed to correet, th
findings.
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PART Il - DEMOGRAPHIC DATA

All data are the most recent year available.

DISTRICT (Question 1 is not applicable to non-public schpols

1.

Number of schools in the district
(per district designation):

_ 32 Elementsgfools (includes K-8)
_ 5 Middle/Junior higtheols

5 High schools
1 K-12 schools

43 TOTAL

SCHOOL (To be completed by all schools)

2.

3.

4.

[X] Urban or large central city
[ 1 Suburban with characteristics typical of anamtarea
[] Suburban

[1 Small city or town in a rural area

Category that best describes the area whersctio®l is located:

1 Number of years the principal has been irhiegosition at this school.

Grade # of # of Females| Grade Total
Males

PreK 0 0 0
K 43 40 83
1 37 32 69
2 25 42 67
3 32 36 68
4 27 31 58
5 27 28 55
6 39 37 76
7 0 0 0
8 0 0 0
9 0 0 0
10 0 0 0
11 0 0 0
12 0 0 0

Total

Students 230 246 476

Number of students as of October 1 enrollecah grade level or its equivalent in applying s¢hoo
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5. Racial/ethnic composition of

the school:

8 % Asian

1 % American Indanlaska Native

7 % Black or African American

ﬁ) % Hispanic or Latino

1 % Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

11 % White
2 % Two or more races
100 % Total

(Only these seven standard categories should lgetaseport the racial/ethnic composition of yocingol. The Final Guidance on
Maintaining, Collecting, and Reporting Racial arttiric Data to the U.S. Department of Education jshleld in the October 19,
2007Federal Register provides definitions for each of the seven catiegoy

6. Student turnover, or mobility rate, during tl82 - 2013 year: 28%

This rate should be calculated using the grid beldWe answer to (6) is the mobility rate.

Steps For Determining Mobility Rate

Answer

(1) Number of students who transferted
the school after October 1, 2012 until the
end of the school year

68

(2) Number of students who transferred
from the school after October 1, 2012 unt
the end of the 2012-2013 school year

I 62

(3) Total of all transferred students [sum @
rows (1) and (2)]

—h

130

(4) Total number of students in the schoo
of October 1

aS 460

(5) Total transferred students in row (3)
divided by total students in row (4)

0.283

(6) Amount in row (5) multiplied by 100

28

7. English Language Learners (ELL) in the schooll5 %
71 Total number ELL
Number of non-English languages represented:__ 10
Specify non-English languages: Spanish, Hmong, Baabic, Filipino, Khmer, Thai, Japanese, Farsi,
Other Non-English

8. Students eligible for free/reduced-priced meals:88 %

Total number students who qualify: _ 416

If this method is not an accurate estimate of #gnegntage of students from low-income families, or
the school does not participate in the free andaed-priced school meals program, supply an aceurat
estimate and explain how the school calculateddstisnate.

N/A

NBRS 2014
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9. Students receiving special education services: 12 %

59 Total number of students served

Indicate below the number of students with disaegiaccording to conditions designated in the

Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. Do thadd additional categories.

5 Autism 0 Orthopedic Impairment

0 Deafness 1 Other Health Impaired

0 Deaf-Blindness 27 Specific Learning Disability

0 Emotional Disturbance 11 Speech or Languagmiment

0 Hearing Impairment 0 Traumatic Brain Injury

15 Mental Retardation 0 Visual Impairment InchgiBlindness
0 Multiple Disabilities 0 Developmentally Dgkd

10. Use Full-Time Equivalents (FTEs), rounded tarast whole numeral, to indicate the number of

personnel in each of the categories below:

Number of Staff

Administrators 3

Classroom teachers 20

Resource teachers/specialists
e.g., reading, math, science, special
education, enrichment, technology,
art, music, physical education, etc.

Paraprofessionals 6

Student support personnel

e.g., guidance counselors, behavior
interventionists, mental/physical
health service providers,
psychologists, family engagement
liaisons, career/college attainment
coaches, etc.

11. Average student-classroom teacher ratio, thalhésntimber of students in the
school divided by the FTE of classroom teachegs, 22:1 23:1
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12. Show daily student attendance rates. Only sifflools need to supply yearly graduation rates.

Required Information 2012-2013| 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-2010 2008-2009
Daily student attendance 96% 96% 96% 95% 96%
High school graduation rate 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

13.For schools ending in grade 12 (high schools)
Show percentages to indicate the post-secondanssthstudents who graduated in Spring 2013

Post-Secondary Status

Graduating class size 0
Enrolled in a 4-year college or university 0%
Enrolled in a community college 0%
Enrolled in career/technical training program D%
Found employment 0%
Joined the military or other public service 0%
Other 0%

14. Indicate whether your school has previouslgire a National Blue Ribbon Schools award.
Yes No X

If yes, select the year in which your school reedithe award.

Page 6 of 32



PART Il - SUMMARY

Pinedale is an elementary school located in thei€ldnified School District serving kindergartemabgh
sixth grade students. Built in 1953, Pinedaledlasys been the hub of the community. Since thdras
become a high achieving Title | School with a ddégecommunity consisting of many ethnicities, casyr
and languages. With over 88% percent of the stualsy receiving free or reduced lunch, there are
educational and social factors that require adulti@ttention and support. Pinedale Elementary &cho
maintains a high standard for student achievenwatstrive for our students to learn not only the
curriculum, but the life skills necessary to bdegé prepared and in turn be successful in anydutu
endeavors. We do this while working within a comitythat cares deeply about the children. In Piteeda
we still know who our neighbors are, and all thédrhn have many loving eyes watching over them.

The mission of Pinedale is “to provide a safe, umimg environment that promotes academic excell@mce
personal growth. Through partnership with our comity) we will create a culture that ensures suctess
ALL students.” The Pinedale staff believes thatlibet way to do this is through inspiring studdéotsave
confidence in themselves. The continued commitroéttte whole staff in working collaboratively to
provide standards-based curriculum, explicit direstruction, strategic interventions, and effegtiv
communication in educating each child is evidertme®inedale’s increased student achievement. It is
through the dedication of teachers, parents, amthtiger community that students are connectedhoa
and build responsibility through participation io-curricular activities designed to support theaept of
the well-rounded student. The Pinedale team, stingiof administration, staff and the parent comityy
continually collaborate on developing strategied masources necessary to help all students experlssth
academic and socio-emotional success.

Pinedale’s dedicated team of educators and suptadftwork tirelessly to provide our students wath
guality education, and strive daily to supportthseicial and emotional needs. At Pinedale, we toelieve
that ALL students can and will learn. Through systematic intervention program, which focusesaxhe
child’s individual learning needs, we have beereablgrow over 150 API points in the past five yeafhe
Pinedale staff maintains a strong belief that wetalose the achievement gap. With an API of 875,
Pinedale is among the top schools in Californidwitnilar demographics. This year our school et a
Safe Harbor AYP targets for both ELA and Math araed out of Program Improvement status. In fact,
Pinedale Elementary was the only elementary sahdoalifornia to exit from PI 3 status for the 262@13
school year. This is a significant accomplishmentany school. It is for this reason that in 2048, were
bestowed with the prestigious Golden Bell Awardgegi by the California School Board Association,
recognizing our school for closing the achievenga. Pinedale has also been recognized as a State
Distinguished school, as well as a recipient ofGladifornia Business Excellence in Education award
(CBEE).

At the heart of what makes Pinedale a special aigla place is our community support and parent
involvement. We have many programs that supporstugents and our community such as the ASES
before and after-school programs, as well as aleidood Resource Center where parents can get
assistance with food, clothing, and resources ppai the basic needs of their family. Local besses
support our goal to make each child a reader bycjgzating in our Book Buddy program. Our parent
community regularly comes to parent workshops fedusn how to help their children achieve in school.
Additionally, they attend Literacy Nights and FaynmBame Nights to focus on spending quality famityet
with their children. Local churches volunteer angEort some of our rich traditions such as the Ashnu
Salsa Festival. Pinedale truly is a hidden ge@lavis Unified where all stakeholders work closely
together in our combined efforts to enrich our stud in Mind, Body, and Spirit.
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PART IV — INDICATORS OF ACADEMIC SUCCESS

1. Assessment Results:

A.

During the 2012-2013 school year, the state off@alia measured student proficiency using the
Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) progr&iithin the STAR, Pinedale students may take the
California Standards Test (CST), California Modifi@ssessment (CMA), California Alternate Performanc
Assessment (CAPA), and the Standards Based T&gtanish (STS). During the 2012-2013 school ydar al
students took the CST, CMA or CAPA, with no studegitgible to take the STS. At Pinedale, a large
portion of the students in grades 2-6 take the €&ims in ELA and mathematics, with students in g&d
also taking a science exam. In grades 3-6, mamests who receive RSP special education serviegs m
take the CMA in ELA, mathematics, or science ircplaf a CST exam. Students in grades 2-6 whovecei
full time special education services in either of two Special Day Classes (SDC) on campus, wi the
CAPA.

All of these criteria-referenced exams scores pléte the students into one of five performancalbaRar
Below Basic, Below Basic, Basic, Proficient, or Adweed. The state of California defines students wh
score within the bands of proficient or advanceldamn or above grade level. The state of Calidoaiso
uses the student’s scores to calculate a schoalehsi@ Performance Index (API) as well as a way to
measure a schools progress towards Adequate YReatyess (AYP).

Pinedale strives to have all students show growtthe STAR each year, with a goal of having altletits
proficient or advanced on all test subjects onSMAR. Pinedale’s instructional program and Respdas
Intervention (RTI) Program has been finely tunednsure growth from all our students.

B.

Pinedale’s overall growth APIin 2008 was 729. P43 base APl was 875, showing an increase of 146
API points in five years. The trends in our daa@drshown a trend of positive, sustained growthHer
whole school, as well as our AYP numerically sigmiht subgroups. The factors contributing to thgeias
begin with our Initial First Best Instruction (FBRhrough the use of Explicit Direct Instruction (BED
strategies with a laser like focus on standardssasdssment goals, then continues through ourekhyer
intervention systems of small group re-teachingdgrlevel catch-up deployment, Response to Intéoren
(RTI) group work, and Student Study Team (SST) mgst Finally and potentially the most criticalosr
strategies and diligent work in developing highdioning Professional Learning Communities withir o
grade levels to ensure that best practices andatas alignment is being shared amongst colleagues.

ELA - According to data derived from the Califoriid@partment of Education website
(http://lwww.cde.ca.gov/ds/) 47% of Pinedale stusevere achieving at the proficient or advancedllgve
the STAR program during the 2008-2009 school y&r2013, the CDE data website showed that over
66% of Pinedale students were achieving at thagddewhich is a growth of over 19%. This wholaécul
growth is positive but the trends in significanbgtoups have been very positive as well. Durirgséime
five year period the Socio-Economically Disadvaeth¢SED) subgroup of students achieving at the
proficient or advanced level grew over 18%, thepidisc subgroup grew over 15%, and the English lararn
(EL) subgroup grew almost 29%. These huge gaigsades 2-6 combined to show the overall impact
Pinedale is having in closing the achievement gap.

Individual grade levels have also made major sérided have seen sustained growth in studentsgcairi
proficient or advanced in ELA over the last fiveaye The Pinedale 3rd grade team has shown average
positive growth in ELA of over 18%. The Pinedath graders have shown great gain in ELA of over 18%
overall for the last 5 years. Pinedale 5th gradenthas shown an overall growth of almost 14%alfyin

the Pinedale 6th grade has also made continuedtyroLA since 2009. Overall they have grown over
16% with the Hispanic subgroup growing almost 136D subgroup has grown 18%, and the EL subgroup
has grown almost 39%.
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Math — The overall math growth at Pinedale has li@nessive. The overall number of students adhigv
at the proficient or advanced levels since 2009hagased by almost 28%. All subgroups have aszd

as well with the SED subgroup increasing by alrd@&8b, the Hispanic subgroup increasing over 26%, and
the EL subgroup growing by over 57% (CDE Websitea

Individual grade levels have shown huge increasesath proficiency as well. 3rd grade has incrédke
overall number of students at proficient or advaog almost 34%. 4th grade data remains
overwhelmingly positive with an increase in prafiecy since 2009 of over 28. 5th grade has shown ov
all proficiency increases of over 28. The 6th grddta shows an increase in proficiency of almést 9

Another subgroup that became numerically signifi¢ast last year was Students with Disabilities SV

This subgroup has also shown significant growtimc&2010 (earliest year the CDE website has school
wide data available) the SWD students that scaréukgproficient or advanced level in ELA has grown

over 26%. The SWD subgroup has also shown tremenglmwth in math. Since 2010, the SWD subgroup
has shown an increase in proficiency of almost 38%.

2. Using Assessment Results:

Pinedale uses a data driven intervention systeroribnually and strategically tailor instructiongach
student and student group. It is a combinatiosestral different programs that is used to create a
comprehensive system of powerful interventionsdip lall students learn and to address the achiaveme
gap. The first layer of the program is a dataysialthat all teachers complete as soon as thekgbar
begins. Teachers use in-class and local assesstodabk at each student’s academic weaknesssss af
need, as well as strengths. Teachers in gradesis®use the previous year's STAR testing progesults
to help inform them on each student’s academic sieklding this data, the teachers complete a Tedget
Instructional Plan (TIPS) form on their class résof a given assessment in math or ELA. Using daita

at the grade level PLC meeting, each team workstheg to plan the academic course each studentdshou
have.

At the Professional Learning Community (PLC) megdithe teams may choose to break the kids up into
smaller groups for focused instruction, called dgplent groups. The teams utilize all team memtzers
help reduce the number of kids in each leveledunsbnal group. Students are then split into se@ased
groups for a short cycle of intense instructiomiath or ELA. These groups meet four hours eactkwee
and each cycle concludes with an assessment tordeécehow each student, group, and teacher perbrme
during the cycle.

After each cycle, the PLC teams use this data terane how to redeploy students, change instrnatio
strategies, tweak instruction, and to determind eadd’s progress towards mastery of the skilsiamdard.
This ongoing data analysis helps to not only dmgtruction, but also helps determine which stuslemay
need more intensive academic interventions.

While most students show great results from thelaes and deployment interventions, any studentwiso
still not growing academically will be placed irda intense RTI program. This academic program is
designed for students who are not showing acaderagress with other interventions tried and are
performing at least two years below grade levehtals also collected throughout the 6 week cyéliter
the cycle, if it is determined that the studentwl&ll, they may be removed from the program. Ifytded

not make sufficient growth, they may be includethi@ next 6 week cycle with increased time. A#tach
cycle, data is analyzed by the team. If a stutendt showing growth they may choose to hold al&tb
Study Team (SST) meeting to discuss further, irgem®rvention options for student.

Data is provided to all stakeholders from the stitsleto the parents, and community groups sucts&s S
throughout the year. Students and parents aredam¥mmediate results in class, through teacher
communication, as well as our online grading sysfamgle. Community groups are provided overall
school data through SSC, ELAC, Newsletters, SAR@,@ur school website.
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3. Sharing Lessons Learned:

Pinedale’s instructional model can be easily regpéd at any school site with the dedication to annt.
In fact, during the past few years at Pinedale;, somilar schools from within Clovis Unified, as lvas
multiple principals and teachers from outside sthaad districts have visited to see our instrunzlo
model in action. Within the Clovis Unified Schdaistrict, Pinedale teachers have been invited &wesh
best practices with other schools at PLC meetidigg;ict curriculum roll outs, and on the distrt’
curriculum design team.

Last year, as well as this year, the Californiacation group, Springboard, which helps underperiogm
schools and districts that are in Program Improvsr(iel), brought educators from other districtsiew
our instructional model and then ask questions tit®implementation from the school's administmati
team. The visits were for the purpose of helphase schools design and utilize successful intéiowen
programs at their own school site, and to leammash from the Pinedale model as possible.

Pivot Learning Partners has also taken notice rmédRile this school year. This group recently bhoag
large group of teachers who are working at schioo®d years 4 or greater. This team came to olksand
discuss strategies with Pinedale staff for improsetiack in their districts, schools, and classmoithe
visit culminated with a great question and answess®n with Pinedale administration where the Pizam
led the group to devise a plan of action to starhediately at their school sites.

One of the lessons that we are most commonly asksldare with visiting teams is how we are strataty
targeting our subgroup data and closing the achieme gap for our significant sub groups. Our respao
them is that Pinedale utilizes district created cmmn formative assessments of which we pull ousati
group data. Each PLC is given not only a subgtmepkdown, but also a list of students that we béll
providing targeted intense interventions to in otdencrease mastery of grade level standardés Th
breakdown allows teachers to make informed, tadgeistructional decisions that help close the
achievement gap.

4. Engaging Families and Community:

Pinedale Elementary is unique in that it is homtheodistrict’'s only Neighborhood Resource CenRC)
where Pinedale families can go for assistance aic needs that are not able to be met at home.
Sometimes this means providing food to a familgtiihg, household items, or even monetary donations
pay rent or utilities. The NRC was originally fuedithrough a grant through Fresno County. When the
grant ended two years ago, our school site cordituéund the NRC because of the value it had in ou
community. Our Neighborhood Resource Coordinatarrissident of the Pinedale community who has an
established trust with the families of Pinedalénc8& many parents feel a sense of shame in asting f
support, this relationship is crucial when dealvith sensitive matters, such as providing basiclaeseich

as food, shelter, and clothing.

Through the support of our Neighborhood ResourggeZeCoordinator and Pinedale staff, partnerstips t
support our school families have been forged vatial businesses, faith based organizations, |@atd
local high schools, as well as city/county agendiesh year we receive donations from many of our
community partners that allow us to purchase schopplies, backpacks, clothing, and food to hetifhea
student at Pinedale start the school year off thighitems they need to be successful. These dosati
continue throughout the school year in the forrsminsored events such as Family Game Night, Ligerac
Night, our Book Buddies Program, Walking Buddiey] &afety Day, which helps bring our students
together with their families and also enrichesdpportunities our students have.

Since beginning our focus on community partnering eutreach to support our students and families, w
have increased the number of volunteers and dmsato our school. In 2008, we had 140 voluntedrs w
logged 1,900 hours of service to the studentsmmédRile Elementary. In 2012, we increased that eurab
over 300 volunteers who have logged 6,500 housgfice. Each year, the number of donations to our
school to support our various events, programsnaeds of our community continues to climb. Thistpa

Page 10 of 32



year, we had a total of $51,600 donated from ourroanity partners. Pinedale’s connections to our
community and our established school culture ahgahave all contributed to our school’s substinti
academic success.
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PART V — CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION

1. Curriculum:

Pinedale Elementary School follows the clearly midi state standards in all curriculum instructiomthe
area of English Language Arts (ELA), Pinedale ze#i the Houghton Mifflin (HM) stated adopted regdin
series in grade K, Treasure in Grades 1-5and McBldiigell in grade 6. All students in grades
Kindergarten through 6th are given a minimum off®&rs of appropriate uninterrupted instructiomakt
During this 2.5 hours, reading, language, writiziggl grammar are all taught. If additional intetia@m
pieces are required to meet the needs of the d8jdbay are utilized during this time to help méet needs
of all students. The use of HM, Treasures and MgabLittell's supplemental materials, which include
levels for English Learners (EL), remediation artéasion assignments for gifted students, as veell a
curriculum such as Standards Plus Language, DRAWititing For Excellence, Handwriting Without
Tears and Orton Gillingham for phonics and phoneamwareness in the early grades; all provide a gtron
comprehensive ELA curriculum. We utilize re-teaghcomponents to HM, Treasures, and McDougal
Littell as well as Standards Plus, Measuring Up &hdrpen Up researched-based, and state approved
supplemental programs to intervene for struggliogents.

Pinedale also aligns their math curriculum to tia¢esstandards and utilizes state adopted mathaeis,

like Go Math in grades 1-5 and Holt-Course 1, Nurshe Algebra in 6th grade; along with other
supplementary materials such as Accelerated Mafiplemental resources from Go Math and Holt for
intervention and enrichment. District-provided méttt sheets also provide support for differentateath
instruction. Rigorous academic standards are taarghassessed on a daily and weekly basis on the
Pinedale Elementary School campus. There is fioca PLC meetings to ensure that the approprigte

is being taught for all standards. Pinedale atdizes re-teaching components to Go Math & Holtnasl

as Standards Plus, Measuring Up and Sharpen Warased-based, state approved supplemental program
to intervene for struggling students.

All students at Pinedale Elementary School paitgipn a comprehensive Standards based Science and
Social Studies Program. Our teachers are alliiateg the Science and Social Studies standardghieir
Reading and Writing instruction time; this maxinszastructional minutes and ensures that studeats a
exposed to all required standards. For our scieng&culum, we utilize Scott Foresman Science
curriculum in grades K-5 and McDougal Littell inagie 6. Our Social Studies curriculum in gradesik-1
Scott Foresman, in grades 2-5 Hartcourt ReflectamusGlencoe in grades 6.

Performing Arts is a highly valued component ofellwounded instructional program. Students irdgsa
1-4 receive music instruction weekly by a creddetideacher utilizing the state standards and Silve
Burdett's Making Music, a state adopted curricul@tudents in grades 5 and 6 are required to paatein
either choral or instrumental music. In additimgchers incorporate public speaking opportunitiszsugh
classroom debates, Reader’'s Theatre, student Ipegygilses, and oral reports. Participation in ouuahn
drama production incorporates both music and spgakandards.

Physical education is an integral part of the etlongrogram at Pinedale. Students learn théhiea
related benefits of regular physical activity ahd skills to adopt a physically active, healthgdifyle and
overall wellness. We utilize the state approvedh€®ay Curriculum for PE Instruction. We also part
with Clovis West High School through their crosgdgtor program, where high school students woth wi
grades 1-3 on Game Day Curriculum.

To be relevant and competitive in the 21st centsiydlents are immersed in the core curriculum tindhe
vehicle of technology in and across the curricularall content areas. All curriculum can be acedss
through the publisher website and are utilizeddachers for re-teaching and enrichment. In additioe
use of technology to enhance learning supportsuéculum and student engagement. All classroaras
equipped with Smart boards and are used throudessmns to engage students in their learning amdde
immediate feedback.
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2. Reading/English:

All core reading curriculum materials at Pinedalke aigned to California content standards. Teeche
Pinedale work tirelessly in their PLC's ensuringrainent to Standards and that the rigor and deipth o
knowledge of their instruction matches the gradellstandards. Pinedale utilizes the Houghton IMiff
(HM) state adopted reading series in grade K, Tmessin Grades 1-5 and McDougal Littell in grade 6.
Pinedale utilizes Orton Gillingham for phonemic agveess as well as a targeted sight word list fogrtiie
foundations of reading. We also have highly trdiearly literacy teachers who utilize the DRA tsess
students in reading.

Pinedale has a full deployment schedule for allgiavels, where students who are struggling, adeyr
level, and advanced can receive the targeted kvebaling instruction needed on a daily basis deioto
increase their reading skills. In grades K-1,¢h®hasis is on building phonemic awareness, flueamoy
decoding skills. All K-1 students participate mided reading groups on a daily basis in ordentogase
their DRA level. In grades 2-3, students still ione to receive daily leveled guided reading vhiitphly
trained reading instructors; however, the focuftshiore to instructing reading comprehension, and
ensuring students have many skills, strategieswaastery of standards to make them not just suadessf
decoders of text, but critical thinkers who can poshend, analyze and interpret the text they réad.
grades 4-6, students continue to read daily ingrédantly non-fiction text and interpret and wrétieout
what they are reading, reflective of their gradelestandards for reading and writing.

As we considered how to best meet all studentsisi@ereading and English Language Arts, we dewslop
a system that allowed us to level our instructind meet the needs of all learners regardless of the
instructional level. Additional credentialed teachwere hired for each grade level which allowstou
reduce class sizes and provide targeted instruthimrwas leveled by ability. Teachers utilize tbsults of
common assessments to place students into instnattjroups to best meet their needs. These gereps
then planned with targeted standards based instnuittat scaffolds learning. This instruction petsp
students toward grade level standard mastery aymhbdemastery if they are ready. Groups are floithsit
students are appropriately placed in differentidstructional groups for each set of standardsttdechers
are focusing on for that week.

3. Mathematics:

Pinedale aligns their math curriculum to the S&tendards and utilizes state approved math texthdiélke
Go Math in grades 1-5 and Holt-Course 1, NumbeAdebra in 6th grade; along with other
supplementary materials such as Accelerated Mafiplemental resources from Go Math and Holt as well
as district-provided math fact sheets which prowdpport for differentiated math instruction. Alath
lessons are rigorous and based on CA standardenkare taught in Explicit Direct Instruction (EDI
format at Pinedale and incorporate direct instauctvith modeling, then move into guided practicd an
finally into independent practice. Throughoutralith lessons, teachers are continually checking for
understanding and ensuring that at least 80% ofshelents have mastered a given concept or stéinda
before moving on to independent practice. Teagherade students with visual representation of gteps
and skills required to be successful with the taugdth skill though the use of teaching posters.

Students are assessed on a daily and weekly liaiiseslale and there is a focus in all PLC meetings
ensure that the appropriate rigor alignment isdp&aght for all standards. The Pinedale mathrarag
differentiates our instruction to meet the needstafggling students as well as advanced studevshave
bi-weekly catch-up deployment that occurs 4 daysameek and utilizes the results of standards based
common assessments and math curriculum to drivengireictional needs of our students. Students are
given a common assessment on grade level standaedshased on the results of those common
assessments, students are leveled into smallgetéar instructional groups where standards arerai¢h
taught or enrichment is provided based on the nekttge students. Push-in teachers are utilized fo
Pinedale’s catch-up deployment in order to lowasslsize and provide more targeted instructionciera
also utilize the re-teaching components to Go Mauth Holt as well as Standards Plus, Measuring Wdp an
Sharpen Up (researched-based, state approved swgopid program) to intervene for struggling student
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during catch-up as well as with small group indinrcduring class. If students do not master taadards
with the re-teaching and catch-up deployment culuim then students are placed into a Response to
Intervention (RTI) cycle where state approved sepg@ntal RTI curriculums such as Intervention pig¢oes
core curriculum and Accelerated Math are usedediile’s math program is structured this way to ensu
success for all learners.

4. Additional Curriculum Area:

All students at Pinedale Elementary School paitgipn a comprehensive standards based scienceprog
For science, we utilize Scott Foresman Scienceaotduim in grades K-5 and McDougal Littell in gra@le
The teachers at Pinedale Elementary School amstedjrating the science standards into their repdind
writing instructional time. This maximizes instrigstal minutes and ensures that students are exposdid
required standards. Teachers take the grade leiegice standards and group them into comprehensit®
of study, such as the life cycle of a pumpkin indg@rgarten, the human respiratory system in 5ttiegrand
the different rock formations of our earth in 6tlade. Teachers then align the expository/noneficti
reading and writing standards for their grade léwehe science units they develop. This modeils fo
students how all curricular areas relate and cdrtoamne another and how reading and writing campsn
our skills and assist us in acquiring expositorgwiedge.

At the 5th grade level, teachers utilize the depleyt model in order to differentiate their instiantand
meet the needs of all students as they work toiseqastery of the CA 5th grade science standards.
Students are taught a targeted lesson or unitdfsed on essential science standards and tagivan
an assessment at the end of the week long unitid§ sStudents are then leveled into instructigmalps
and are either placed into a re-teaching, refinereanrichment group in order to continue to hstlpents
grow toward mastery of the grade level sciencedstats. This deployment cycle takes place on a bi-
weekly basis through-out the year and repeatsestadare taught, teachers assess taught standenadss
of assessments along with teacher methods anddtistral targets in PLC meetings, then students are
leveled into new instructional groups and teacluogtinues until all grade level standards are medte

5. Instructional Methods:

At Pinedale, we have a strong belief that ALL stitdecan and will learn. It is for this reason tivat
developed an instructional model using a comprehersystem of targeted interventions to reach all
students. This model starts in the classroom vaght¢achers delivering solid Tier | instructiona&tegies
such as First Time Best Instruction utilizing ExfilDirect Instruction (EDI) strategies, differemtd
instruction, access to leveled resources, beletblbstruction, grade level deployment, in classai

grouping, ELD deployment groups, and anything tiegteacher deems necessary to meet the needs of al
learners. Teachers at Pinedale will exhaust all Migstructional strategies to meet the needseifrt

learners before moving a student into the Tiengdtiuction of RTI.

Another strategic Tier | intervention is our Grddgevel Deployment model which hinges on a successful
grade level PLC, as well as additional credentiédeathers to lower class sizes; thus allowing teiscto
target the individual needs of each student. Depéoyt groups are fluid and run in both ELA and Math
to 2 week cycles. Grade level teams utilize thermoon assessments given during the previous week to
divide up the students into needs based groups fhigePLC teams plan and target their instructicthe
standards to maximum effectiveness toward the gobspudents they are teaching. Each cycle coerslud
with an assessment to determine how each studentygand teacher did during the cycle.

The large majority of students show progress aademic growth from the in-class, ELD, and gradellev
deployment interventions. However, if a studerstils not showing academic growth and improvements
with all targeted Tier | instructional practicesdanterventions in place the student will be placed the
grade levels’ Tier Il, RTI strategic interventidrhe instructional programs that are utilized ineRiale’s
RTI groups meet all the requirements of a stateiR€kvention: it is an additional 30 minutes oftiuction
on top of the normal Tier | instruction/intervemtithat all students are receiving. Pre-assessmedtpost
assessments are administered at the beginningnainof @ student’'s 6 week RTI cycle. Students whoato
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show growth during the first 6 week cycle are pubtigh another 6 week cycle of RTI with modificatitm
the amount of time spent and another round of pdep@st assessments are administered.

6. Professional Development:

The Pinedale staff has taken part in many trainowgs the past five years and each one was stcalbgi
selected to focus on a need that was broughthib tijough data and gaps in student achievement.

In 2008, we began on our journey of belief that Adtludents can and will achieve at high levels. The
foundations of changing beliefs and impressionsftaff began with a training and reading of the,tex
Generational Poverty, by Ruby Payne. Staff bugrd belief were critical to student achievememt, w
needed to create a positive self-fulfilling prophec

Over the course of many years, the Pinedale staficppated in numerous academically based prajassi
development workshops in an effort to improve datd AYP deficits. The first and arguably the most
critical was the Explicit Direct Instruction (ED#aining that forced the Pinedale staff to takeaedHook at
our Initial First Best Instructional practices as®k if we were truly scaffolding lessons, checKorg
understanding, modeling and providing adequate tonendependent practice in all our lessons. fStaf
development was also critical for our K-1 teamsdeveloping solid phonics and phonemic awareness
instruction and ensuring that the early foundatioiheading were in place before students entdre@id
grade. Language Star English Language Develop(Rm) strategies were also introduced to the whole
staff so that Pinedale teachers could best meetabds of the English Language Learners on our gamp

As we begin our journey into the world of commomecstate standards, the Pinedale staff has had
professional development in the areas of ELA anthrocammon core standards, as well as Data Teams to
continue to assist us in having high functioning®L We have also held site based professional
development and common core planning days wheedBia teachers are mapping the standards,
disaggregating the standards and developing lesssed on common core standards. We also have
teachers participating in ELA and math curriculuesidn teams at the district level.

Finally, Pinedale staff went through the Time T@dle-behavior management, professional development
training in response to the increasing studeniplise data we were seeing at Pinedale. This Hehav
management program teaches and models for stutientsrrect behavior that staff wants them to digpl
when they are on campus and incorporates unconditfipsitive regard for students. We need to teach
students what our expectations are before we clativem accountable.

7. School Leadership

At Pinedale Elementary, we believe in shared-decisiaking between all stakeholders, especially in
regards to student achievement. Every decisidndhmade at Pinedale revolves around what isfbest
kids. With this in mind, our Professional Learnidgmmunities (PLC) provide a catalyst for building
leadership capacity with our teachers as they foousontinuous improvement. Teachers meet weekly in
their PLC’s to discuss assessment results, shstreiational practices, and create SMART goals toget
The principal, guidance instructional specialisigl a&esource teacher frequently attend PLCs to stippo
teachers with their goals and to monitor the effectess of the PLC process. This collaboration thets
stage for grade level decision-making about callegblanning for success.

The Pinedale Administrative team believes in empoweparents to be involved in forums where theyeha
opportunities to share input on improving theirdlsi school experience. Through vehicles, sucthes t
School Site Council (SSC), School Assessment ReViean (SART), English Language Advisory Council
(ELAC), Parent-Teacher Club (PTC), and Intercultivizersity Advisory Council (IDAC), parents are
encouraged to continually evaluate school fundimggrams, policies, and student learning. Annually,
parents participate in surveys such as a Titleémasurvey and SART survey which allow them te the
effectiveness of the school in a variety of areas.
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The Pinedale principal also attends a monthly Rilre@ommunity meeting to share information about
successes and areas of improvement upon whiclehioelss focusing. These meetings allow community
members to share their input so that they areteop#ine decision making process. Pinedale alsdshal
guarterly Pinedale C.A.R.E.S. (Community, AgenciRssources, and Expanded Services) luncheon, where
community and business partners come togethestusi the needs of the school and how they cammgupp
the school's efforts to increase student achievemen
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PART VII - ASSESSMENT RESULTS

STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math
All Students Tested/Grade: 3

Publisher: Educational Testing Services

Test: STAR

Edition/Publication Year:

2013

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-201

1

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

May

May

May

May

May

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 86

77

83

45

52

% Advanced

48

38

46

22

24

Number of students tested

62

56

65

73

79

Percent of total students tested

100

100

100

100

0 10

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

0

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

85

75

83

43

50

% Advanced

46

33

45

21

18

Number of students tested

59

51

58

61

60

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced

88

63

71

42

54

% Advanced

38

25

43

33

39

Number of students tested

12

13

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

92

71

90

57

39

% Advanced

46

36

45

17

28

Number of students tested

13

14

20

23

18

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

86

73

82

54

52

% Advanced

46

33

45

29

24

Number of students tested

44

33

49

56

50

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
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Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceql 86 71 100 40 58
% Advanced 71 14 75 33
Number of students tested 7 7 2 5 12

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math
All Students Tested/Grade: 4

Publisher: Educational Testing Services

Test: STAR

Edition/Publication Year:

2013

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-2011

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

May

Apr

May

May

May

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced

83

78

61

64

54

% Advanced

46

47

31

21

25

Number of students tested

54

64

71

70

56

Percent of total students tested

100

100

100

100

0 10

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

82

77

61

61

50

% Advanced

45

49

30

19

21

Number of students tested

49

57

64

59

52

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced

91

67

64

69

42

% Advanced

46

17

17

Number of students tested

11

11

13

12

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

86

77

67

50

40

% Advanced

36

36

38

17

13

Number of students tested

14

22

21

18

15

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

80

78

64

60

58

% Advanced

43

51

35

18

22

Number of students tested

35

49

55

50

36

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 75 75 75 71 42
% Advanced 25 50 25 29 25
Number of students tested 4 4 4 7 12

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math
All Students Tested/Grade: 5

Publisher: Educational Testing Services

Test: STAR

Edition/Publication Year:

2013

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-2011

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

May

May

May

May

May

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 87

68

59

46

59

% Advanced

40

32

17

12

23

Number of students tested

68

68

59

57

70

Percent of total students tested

100

100

100

100

99

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

86

68

58

44

59

% Advanced

38

32

16

23

Number of students tested

58

60

50

55

61

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced

90

72

70

36

a7

% Advanced

50

22

27

Number of students tested

10

18

10

11

15

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

86

73

58

17

57

% Advanced

41

32

11

35

Number of students tested

22

19

19

12

23

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

88

70

57

45

60

% Advanced

36

39

17

10

23

Number of students tested

50

54

46

40

53

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 50 80 56 50
% Advanced 80 20 33 13
Number of students tested 5 4 5 9 8

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math
All Students Tested/Grade: 6

Publisher: Educational Testing Systems

Test: STAR

Edition/Publication Year:

2013

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-2011

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

May

May

May

May

May

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 56

52

49

38

43

% Advanced

32

23

16

9

4

Number of students tested

66

69

63

76

53

Percent of total students tested

100

100

100

100

0 10

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

58

45

49

39

40

% Advanced

32

19

15

11

Number of students tested

59

58

53

64

47

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced

63

50

62

25

13

% Advanced

31

40

31

Number of students tested

16

10

13

16

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

53

43

21

44

14

% Advanced

40

19

14

11

Number of students tested

15

58

14

18

14

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

58

48

50

41

43

% Advanced

37

22

11

12

Number of students tested

52

54

44

51

37

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 50 67 64 29 50
% Advanced 50 46 25
Number of students tested 4 6 11 14 4

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA
All Students Tested/Grade: 3

Publisher: Educational Testing Services

Test: STAR

Edition/Publication Year:

2013

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-2011

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

May

May

May

May

May

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 55

46

48

26

37

% Advanced

23

20

14

12

10

Number of students tested

62

56

65

73

79

Percent of total students tested

100

100

100

100

0 10

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

0

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

52

41

47

23

32

% Advanced

22

14

12

12

Number of students tested

59

51

58

61

60

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced

63

88

57

50

69

% Advanced

38

50

43

33

31

Number of students tested

12

13

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

46

29

45

17

22

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13

14

20

23

18

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

55

39

47

29

34

% Advanced

25

12

10

16

Number of students tested

44

33

49

56

50

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 57 57 50 20 50
% Advanced 14 43 25 25
Number of students tested 7 7 4 5 12

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA
All Students Tested/Grade: 4

Publisher: Educational Testing Services

Test: STAR

Edition/Publication Year:

2013

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-2011

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

May

May

May

May

May

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 69

67

41

56

50

% Advanced

39

35

24

21

21

Number of students tested

54

63

71

70

56

Percent of total students tested

100

98

100

100

100

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

65

64

38

53

48

% Advanced

37

32

22

19

19

Number of students tested

49

56

64

59

52

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced

82

67

55

46

50

% Advanced

46

50

37

31

17

Number of students tested

11

11

13

12

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

79

68

43

22

27

% Advanced

36

18

24

11

Number of students tested

14

22

21

18

15

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

66

65

44

52

53

% Advanced

40

33

26

24

17

Number of students tested

35

48

55

50

36

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 50 75 25 71 50
% Advanced 50 75 25 29 33
Number of students tested 4 4 4 7 12

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA
All Students Tested/Grade: 5

Publisher: Educational Testing Services

Test: STAR

Edition/Publication Year:

2013

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-2011

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

May

May

May

May

May

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 63

a7

51

53

49

% Advanced

32

24

27

14

16

Number of students tested

68

68

59

57

71

Percent of total students tested

100

100

100

100

0 10

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

0

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

57

47

50

51

50

% Advanced

29

23

24

11

15

Number of students tested

58

60

50

55

62

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced

90

56

80

55

33

% Advanced

90

40

60

27

20

Number of students tested

10

18

10

11

15

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

68

53

42

42

44

% Advanced

36

11

16

17

Number of students tested

22

19

19

12

23

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

58

52

52

55

51

% Advanced

26

30

28

13

17

Number of students tested

50

54

46

40

53

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 80 25 60 56 44
% Advanced 40 40 33 11
Number of students tested 5 4 5 9 9

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA
All Students Tested/Grade: 6

Publisher: Educational Testing Services

Test: STAR

Edition/Publication Year:

2013

School Year

2012-2013

2011-2012

2010-2011

2009-20

12008-2009

Testing month

May

May

May

May

May

SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 64

68

48

49

a7

% Advanced

29

32

19

13

11

Number of students tested

66

69

63

76

53

Percent of total students tested

100

100

100

100

0 10

Number of students tested wi
alternative assessment

(0]

% of students tested with
alternative assessment

0

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

63

64

43

48

45

% Advanced

32

29

19

13

Number of students tested

59

58

53

64

47

2. Students receiving Special
Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced

50

90

54

31

13

% Advanced

38

80

39

Number of students tested

16

10

13

16

3. English Language Learner
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

60

62

36

39

21

% Advanced

27

33

11

Number of students tested

15

21

14

18

14

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

62

69

50

53

49

% Advanced

29

37

18

12

11

Number of students tested

52

54

44

51

37

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced |
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 83 36 57 50
% Advanced 25 33 27 21 25
Number of students tested 4 6 11 14 4

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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