Monitoring Report
E-2: Academic Achievement

| hereby present the monitoring report on Ends Policy, Academic Achievement, according to the
schedule set by the Board of School Trustees. | certify that the information contained in this report
is true and in compliance with Board policy.

Date: December 11, 2008 Signed:

Walt Rulffes
Superintendent

Clark County School District students have the knowledge, skills, attitudes, and values necessary
to achieve academically, prosper economically, and participate in democracy.

l. Students meet state and federal guidelines as well as appropriate benchmarks for academic
proficiency in all areas and all grade levels and pass the High School Proficiency Exam
(HSPE).

A. Language Arts
1. Foreign Language
2. Oral and Written communication
3. Proficiency in English
4. Reading Fluency and Comprehension
B. Mathematics
1. Algebra and Functions
2. Data Analysis, Statistics and Probability
3. Measurement and Geometry
4. Numbers and Number Sense
C. Science
1. Earth and Space Science
2. Life Science
3. Nature of Science
4. Physical Science
D. Social Studies
1. Civics
2. Economics
3. Geography
4. History

Il. Students meet state and district guidelines in the following areas:
A. Arts
1. Music
2. Theater
3. Visual Arts
Walt Rulffes
December 11, 2008
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B. Career & Technical Education

C. Physical Education and Lifelong Wellness
1. Dance
2. Fitness

lll. Students demonstrate personal and workplace skills which are integrated throughout the
curriculum and include:

Creativity and Innovation
Critical Thinking

Goal Setting

Initiative

Interpersonal Skills
Leadership

Organization

Personal Finances

Problem Solving

Team Building and Collaboration
Technology

AETIOMMOO D>

IV. Students demonstrate positive character traits which are integrated throughout the
curriculum and include:

Citizenship

Courtesy and Respect

Good Sportsmanship

Honesty and Trustworthiness

Kindness and Caring

Responsibility

mmMoow>»

Superintendent’s Interpretation

The Board of School Trustees’ governance commitment states, “The purpose of the Board, on behalf of the people of
Clark County, is to ensure that the Clark County School District achieves appropriate results for students (Ends —
desired outcomes or results) at a cost comparable to like school districts and avoids unacceptable actions and
situations (Executive Limitations — unacceptable procedures and behaviors in executing the means or the day-to-day
practices, activities and programs undertaken to achieve the Ends).” The Board is charged with monitoring the
Superintendent’s performance in direct relation to the Ends and Executive Limitations as identified in Governance
Policy 3, Board Responsibilities. This monitoring is further delineated in B/SL 5 (Board & Superintendent Linkage):
Monitoring Superintendent Performance.

In order to effectively move the Clark County School District to achieve the desired results or Ends, all within the
system must be well versed not only on the desired outcomes but, as importantly, on the indicators or data-driven
results that identify progress towards reaching stated Ends. The Quality Assurance Framework (QAF) has been
developed for the sole purpose of ensuring that a common vision is shared by all as to the discrete indicators that
directly align to the Ends associated with academic achievement (E-2: Academic Achievement). The QAF is
focused on E-2, defined by indicators and targeted at the school, region/division, and district levels. The QAF
provides each school with its own data targeting the desired outcomes as reflected in E-2: Academic Achievement.
Subsequently, each region/division is presented with its own data targeting the desired outcomes as reflected in E-2:
Academic Achievement. The Quality Assurance Framework becomes the means by which growth towards desired
outcomes targeting the academic achievement of Clark County School District's students is reflected.
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Indicators contained in the QAF are subject to ongoing review and evaluation. As an example, notations have been
made with the addition of targets (i.e., average daily attendance reported by level of school — elementary, middle, and
high school and first time pass rate for the high school proficiency examination in science). Indicators relative to the
common mathematics assessments in PreAlgebra, Algebra I, Geometry, and Algebra Il will be incorporated into the
QAF as of the 2009-10 school year.

For the 2008 Monitoring Report, 77% of the indicators in the QAF showed improvement or remained constant.
Further breakdown evidences the following: 49% of the indicators reflect growth by meeting or exceeding the
identified target ranges for improvement; 28% of the indicators evidenced growth less than the identified targets or
remained constant; and 23% of the indicators declined.

To summarize, all levels in a school district system (classroom level, school level, region level and district level) must
be able to identify the desired outcomes for our students along with the data or indicators that demonstrate progress
towards these outcomes. The Quality Assurance Framework presents both the goals and accompanying indicators
providing us with a comprehensive profile of each school, region, and the district as a whole as we look to fulfill the
Ends.

Supporting Data/lnformation

See pages 4 through 28
Monitoring Report
E-2: Academic Achievement
Quality Assurance Framework
Indicator 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08
General Information
Demographics
Total Enroliment 291,510 302,763 308,783
Enrollment American Indian 0.8% 0.8% 0.8%
Enrollment Asian Pacific 8.5% 8.9% 9.3%
Enrollment Hispanic 37.0% 38.8% 39.9%
Enroliment Black 14.3% 14.0% 13.9%
Enrollment White 39.3% 37.5% 36.1%
Special Education
Total special education enroliment by year 31,715 32,606 31,588
e e o1 SPecial | wa | on | 7w
The number of students receiving LEP. 50,758 56,272 60,593
The number of students receiving FRL. 133,832 121,648 131,272
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Monitoring Report - E-2: Academic Achievement
Quality Assurance Framework

Clark County School District students have the knowledge, skills, attitudes, and values necessary to achieve academically, prosper
economically, and participate in democracy.

I Results I Targets
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate Superior Status Quality Assurance
I 2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 I Growth Growth Growth
MIDDLE SCHOOL
® Saturday/Summer Schools
* After/Before School Tutorials
® Double Classes .
Decrease the percent of middle 'E%%Lésson Individual Learing
Lei"ﬁ'ts(;‘)‘ie“ts “:)tas'"jfo'"ggrade 27% | 3.8% 3.4% 2.5% 2.3% 2.1% - fiendance Incentives
9 y o5 9.9, y <:> ® Individual Academic Plans
percentage points by 2009. * SNPRC -Southern Nevada
Regional Planning Committee
®Back on Track
® Focus on Standards
HIGH SCHOOL
Graduation Rate: Increase the [ &1° century Course of Study
Graduation Rate by 3, 6, or 9 e RPDP-Tutoring Program
percentage points by 2008. (as 63.5% 63.0% NA 65.5% 67.5% 69.5% :galrleer &GT?ﬁhg%C?tl rducation
reported in 2009) « College Ed (70 grade)
* GEAR UP Program
* Advancement Via Individual
Determination (AVID)
Dropout Rate: Decrease the > Data Analysis
dropout rate by 2 or3 o Bro_ out tL_JI_d?nt.Phone Survey
) 4 * Proficiency Tutorin
percentage points by 2008. (as 5.9% 6.0% e i SAEl S . [g%srmarg ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂ%@ima"er
reported in 2009) * Keep Ygur Eye on the CAP
* Summer School
* Credit Retrieval
* Recruiting Kiosks
Increase the number of high school * CPDD
students participating and receiving * Dual Credit Program
a passing grade in dual credit NA NA 439* NA NA NA . NEX*{ESt%O'EbOra“O”
courses by 3, 6, or 9 percentage * STEP UP Program
points by 2009. First year that data is reported
* Block Scheduling
Reduce the percent of 2 year high :ﬁ]\é!adual Academic Plan
school students that are credit o o o o o a » Transitional Planning Guide
. * Credit Retrieval Funding
points by 2009. * Smaller Learning Communities
* Freshman Academy
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Results Targets
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior Status Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
Non-Return Students: Reduce the
percentage of non-return students 47.8% 46.8% NA 49.8% 51.8% 53.8%
by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by ) ’ ’ ’ :
2009.
AYP
» Data Driven Decision-Making
District Elementary School AYP: * Focus on the Standards
Increase the percentage of district o % o o o . Eg:%mélﬂggsg}ﬁgﬂgs's
o, o °
elementary schools making AYP by 63.0% 75.7% 49.0% 65.0% 67.0% 69.0% e Curriculum Alignment
, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. i %tgjg(tngegT'geacher Planning
. PFEEféessional Learning Community
District Middle School AYP: " Backwards Assessment Model
Increase the percentage of district o o D 0 o o * School/Region Improvement
middle schools making AYP by 3, 6, 36.6% 43.1% 51.3% 38.6% 40.6% 42.6% . EL%%eﬁﬁsgsig%nstmcﬁon RT
or 9 percentage points by 2009. * Inclusive Schools Process (ISP)
» Language Acquisition Models
e Title | and Title Il A Funds
* Freshman Academies/Smaller
Learning Communities
District High School AYP: Increase Cbrofency Funda |
the percentage of district high 50.8% 47 5% 66.7%" 52.8% 54.8% 56.8% = Proficiency Math Camps
schools making AYP by 3, 6, or 9 07 e -1 -0 70 070 A i Pe.e rPTrStfcl)CrliﬁnCy Tutoring
percentage points by 2009. » Region Funds - Transportation
and Staffing
» Articulation Sessions & Activities
*Increase in PAC Rate Targets
ATTENDANCE
Increase the average daily
attendance at the elementary o e G 0 0
school level by .03, .06, or .09 95.1% 95.0% 95.3% 95.5% 95.7%
percentage points by 2009. e Parent Link
Increase the average daily :/T\ﬁla”dcy Tracking ve P
attendance at the middle school 93.3% 93.7% 93.5% 93.7% 93.9% . Co%]mﬁrr]]icte ggretrq;\r/sehiprsogram
level by .03, .06, or .09 percentage o R e e = :gr?tptulri?g Est,Hﬁt%afTS
points by 2009, iculation Activities
Increase the average daily attendance
at the high school level by .03, .06, or 91.7% 90.9% 91.9% 92.1% 92.3%

.09 percentage points by 2009.
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I Results I Targets )
INDICATOR I I Adequate | Moderate | Superior I Status | Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
SCHOLARSHIPS
Scholarships: Increase the amount X 80”999 Board Plan
: » Counselor Connection with
of scholarship awards to students Community
attending post-secondary $112,102,178$126,062,571 $142,390,722 $114,344,220 | $116,586,265 J $118,828,309 * PSAT for all Sophomores
institutions by 3%, 6%, or 9% by f College Counselor Praf. Dev.
2009.
* GEAR UP Program .
National Merit: Increase the number II\;an”uS;E'%Qj;g'ﬁ{;’;'g S\,lggeof
of National Merit Semifinalists by 3, 39 40 34 41 43 45 Servi}%e Vour E he CAP
* Keep Your Eye on the
6, or 9 students by 2009. R %1St| o 2mﬂry ° Ourtgg of Study
* Early Assessment Program -
; ; . Maﬂ}; & English/Langugge Arts
Millennium Scholarship: Increase * Post Secondary Education
the percentage of Millennium 46.0% | 45.0%* | 45.0% 48.0% 50.0% 52.0% , Initiative
Scholarship recipients by 3, 6, or 9 A o
; Change in Millennium
percentage points by 2009. Requirements
POST SECONDARY
Post Secondary: Increase the :gareer % Tetchnical Education
percentage of students reporting - Gommunity Partnerships
their intention to enter the 14% 11% 17.8% 16% 18% 20% . IP?ybachk_
= Internsni
wquforce by 3, 6, or 9 percentage = Industry % ertification
points by 2009. *As % of students attending 2 &
4 year post-secondary
institutions increases, military
Post Secondary: Increase the ﬁnd \Aé)rﬁforc%wm defre%%-

. » New College Counselor
percentage of students reporting * PSAT for all 10t grade
their intention to attend a post- 73.0% | 74.0% | 73.0% 75.0% 77.0% 79.0% - College Board Plan of Action
secondary institution by 3, 6, or 9 * Individual Academic Plans

i * AGLS (Counselors
percentage points by 2009. Do Crogi 0 porthities
* 21t Century Course of Study
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I. Students meet state and federal guidelines as well as appropriate benchmarks for academic proficiency in all areas and all grade levels
and pass the High School Proficiency Exam.

I Results Targets
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior | Status | Quality Assurance
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
A. Language Arts
a. Criterion Referenced Tests (CRT)
Criterion Reference Tests: Increase * Targeted School Improvement
th% percent orff stuc!entstv;llithin each DS iven Decision. Making
subgroup performing at the
ro |cieng gnd excee%s levels on the 49.0% 58.0% 58.0% 51.0% 53.0% 55.0% *Data Avallablllty & AnaIyS|s
P * Focus on Standards
state grade 3 reading CRTs by 3, 6, e STPT/PLC/BAM
or 9 percentage points by 2009. . CF:ormat||ve A:lsessmepts
Criterion Reference Tests: Increase o St“ar;'é’;‘rﬁ?Ba'é’Qde?Q ort Card
th% percent orff stucjentstvmthin each |SB|RC Eslerr?er}tag Cth00| (ES)
subgrou errorming a e ® INCIUSIVe SCNhOOIS Fractice
pro |cieng gnd excee%s levels on the 51.0% 56.0% 56.0% 53.0% 55.0% 57.0% *Read 180 Program
state grade 4 reading CRTSs by 3, 6, :%ﬁgeltj&!n'lt?tlrgﬁlntAlon Literacy
or 9 percentage points by 2009. * Literacy Specialists & Strategists
C;‘riterion Reft:.eren%e Tests: anreasg X '\R/'ggé?rzz %Ig?%?rg%?
the percent of students within eac .
subgroup performing at the Eggllﬁgtg(rsscmm Project
roficient and exceeds levels on the 37.0% 50.0% 46.0% 39.0% 41.0% 43.0%
p : « Differentiated Instruction
staée gradet5 readlr_lgt CET%) ~ 6, o _||I_OS|_t dV\I/DalkahrougT
or 9 percentage points by . » Targeted Professiona
Devel F
Criterion Reference Tests: Increase o S?Kgoﬁ%me’;ﬁm“”ds
theb percent or]:‘ studentstv%/'i]thin each RPDIE’?
subgroup performing at the .
profi C|enq gnd excee%s levels on the 47.0% 53.0% 56.0% 49.0% 51.0% 53.0% I = SSSD
state grade 6 reading CRTs by 3, 6, * High Quahtz/ Sheltered
or & percentage points by 2009 e cton Toxt
. * Voyager Program
Criterion Reference Tests: Increase . Cu)r/ngulumllr?strucnon Reviews
theb percent or]:‘ studentstv%lrl]thln each » Thinking Maps
subgroup performing at the o
profi C|enq gnd excee%s levels on the 4900/0 6300/0 63.0% 51 OOA) 53.0% 55.0% I ErLTJ]epShtlaOSr;SS on A3and C3
state grade 7 reading CRTs by 3, 6, * Remediation Funds
or 9 percentage points by 2009. * Region Tutoring Funds
* Response to Instruction

Criterion Reference Tests: Increase * Universal Practices
th% percent orff studentstvmthin each
subgroup performing at the
pro |cien€ gnd excee%s levels on the 46.0% 54.0% 52.0% 48.0% 50.0% 52.0% I
state grade 8 reading CRTs by 3, 6,
or 9 percentage points by 2009.
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Results I I Targets .
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior Status Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
b. Writing Proficiency Exam
Writing Proficiency: Increase the -E{EBB
h o
percentage of 5" grade students 428% | 47.6% | 44.2% 448% | 46.8% | 48.8% « Artculated School-wide Witing
passing the writing assessment by Program
, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. * Writing Across the Curriculum
» Step-Up to Writin
Writing Proficiency: Increase the * Articulation with ES
percentage of 81 grade students | 5680, | 55.8% | 54.5% 60.8% | 62.8% | 64.8%  Colaboratie Seotng
passing the writing assessment by o7 o o o i S e Targeted Writing Models
, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. » Criterion On-line Assessment
c. High School Proficiency Exam (HSPE)
X é\éll,‘?R UPP
HSPE Proficiency: Increase the * Proficiency Fra%asm
percentage of 12t grade credit- ¢ Freshman Academic Plan
sufficient students passing the 95.4% | 95.4% | 97.0% 97.4% | 99.4% 100% | <) [ Sollege and Career Transiional
reading portion of the HSPE by 3, 6, o ;argﬁted Progcisencr)]/ Tutoring
. ® -resnman ana sopnomore
or 9 percentage points by 2009. Academies/SmaIIepr Learning
Communities (SLC)
L],
HSPE Proficiency: Increase the * AVID
percentage of 12th grade credit- » Freshman and Sophomore
sufficient students passing the 96.1% | 95.1% 95.8% 98.1% 100% 100% | o) L poademissiSLe  on Funds
writing portion of the HSPE by 3, 6, * Region Funds =
or 9 percentage points by 2009. i Prgflré%rlecg Tutoring
= RPDP
First Time Pass Rate HSPE: « Read 180 Program
Increase the percent of 10t grade :'I‘:\Ctlor? P|a/ﬂSS wghm SIPs
students passing the reading 77.3% 76.6% 77.3% 79.3% 81.3% 83.3% <:> Academies/Smaller L saring
portion of the HSPE by 3, 6, or 9 Communities
percentage points by 2009. * AVID
* AVID
First Time Pass Rate HSPE: » Block Scheduling
Increase the percent of 11t grade X ﬁeQanl 180 Program
students passing the writing 84.6% 84.9% 86.9% 86.6% 88.6% 90.6% s Inclusive Schools Practice
portion of the HSPE by 3, 6, or 9 » Academic Support Courses
percentage points by 2009. i KE%%herpna}géSophomore
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Results I I Targets )
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior Status Quality Assurance
I 2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 I I Growth Growth Growth I
d. Norm-Referenced Tests (NRT)
lowa Test of Basic Skills: Increase
the national percentile rank (NPR)
of 4th-grade students on the 49 49 49 51 52 53 <:> » Targeted School Improvement
reading portion of the ITBS by 3, 6, Plans
. ® Focus on Standards
or 9 percentage points by 2009. e STPT/PLC/BAM
g%rg{nétiVESAssessments
lowa Tgst of Basic S.kI||S: Increase e nolusive Schools Practice
the national percentile rank (NPR) » Read 180 Program
of 4th-grade students on the 55 57 54 57 58 59 ;HﬁgeldFllr};%g/ention-Literacy
language arts portion of the ITBS by » Literacy Specialist & Strategists
3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. * Mentors & Coaches
e Reading First Grant
lowa Test of Basic Skills: Increase :Bie é?gntig?échni?ﬂgﬁgﬂrs
the national percentile rank (NPR) * FOSL — Walk Through
of 7th-grade students on the 38 38 37 40 41 42 " argeted Professional
. . pment Funds
reading portion of the ITBS by 3, 6, * School Su[?port
or 9 percentage points by 2009. = CPD
. RPD[F)’
lowa Test of Basic Skills: Increase o HQS|SSS
the national percentile rank (NPR) *» Emphasis on Non-fiction Text
of 7th-grade students on the 43 43 43 45 46 47 (:::} " Voyager Program
language arts portion of the ITBS by
3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009.
lowa Test of Educational ;ﬁ%ﬁg%’}%ﬁeddeﬁtgi?nhﬁgp,
Development: Increase the national {_hEP, and FRL stgtus tgan in
percentile rank (NPR) of 10th-grade . O o e o O
students on the reading portion of 39 39 39 41 42 = <:> ﬁoRm saar'éogegign%é] ?gTa%rkO“p'
the ITED by 3, 6, or 9 percentage s{ugengs. TIPFrI?%)rF half gfhthl?
. stuaents wiil 1all below ana ha
points by 2009. will fall above the NPR.
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Results I I Targets ]
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior I Status | Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 | 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth

e. Achievement Gap: This figure indicates the

difference between the percentage of p

roficient white students and the percentage

of proficient students in the cited group.
Decrease t.he p erce|.1t difference * Targeted School Improvement
between district white percent Plans
proficient and the percent proficient | -37.9% -40.5% -37.7% -35.9% -34.9% -33.9% <:> » Data Driven Decision-Making
» Data Availability & Analysis

elementary IEP students by 3, 6, or e Foous on Standards
9 percentage points by 2009 in ELA. » STPT/PLC/BAM

) * Formative Assessments
Decrease the percent difference * Curriculum Alignment
between district white percent :%‘%RC -ES | .
profcien and the percent proficient | 1 -, , : \ : ;  Diferentated nencion
middle school IEP students by 3, 6, -50.3% -52.3% -43.8% -48.3% -47.3% -46.3% N Ptle Id I

. - o n
E[ 2 percentage points by 2009 in X é?crgsslrt]oeggr?egl Egond
. urricuium

Decrease the percent difference :%352613 gg'g?o'\él%d,ﬁl (15P)
between district white percent o Vogaﬁer Program
proficient and the percent proficient | -46.9% -42.6% -34.8% -44.9% -43.9% -42.9% I D on betieen Regular &
high school IEP students by 3, 6, or Special Education
9 percentage points by 2009 in ELA.
Decrease the percent difference
between district white percent X HQSI b
proficient and the percent proficient | -31.5% | -32.6% -31.1% -29.5% -28.5% -27.5% <:> - Dual Language Programs
elementary LEP students by 3, 6, or » After School Tutoring
9 percentage points by 2009 in ELA. :Eommqn Assessments

. ormative Assessments
Decrease the percent difference « Differentiated Instruction
between district white percent X Eamn){ g/l?:th &|L|tSeracyrl;l|ghts
proficient and the percent proficient -30.1% -31.0% -20.4% 28.1% 27.1% 26.1% <:> : Fggﬁg - Sa;;nr:élarélgpo
middle school LEP students by 3, 6, ) ) ’ ) ’ : . lglu|}jc.ulturaIEEdurg:ati.on/Cultural

H H roriciency cmpnasis
E[i percentage points by 2009 in . ELL Prct)/f(%siongl Development
. upport/ resources

Decrease the percent difference ) E?Jﬁseted School Improvement
between district white percent e HQSI
proficient and the percent proficient | -16.8% -15.9% -15.3% -14.8% -13.8% -12.8% <:> * Thinking Maps
high school LEP students by 3, 6, or * New Teacher Mentors
9 percentage points by 2009 in ELA.
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Results Targets _
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior | Status | Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
Decrease the percent difference
between district white percent proficient
and the percent proficient elementary -26.9% -26.5% -25.1% -24.9% -23.9% -22.9% <:>
FRL students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage e Targeted School
points by 2009 in ELA. Improvement Plans
. » Data Driven Decision-
Decrease the percent difference Making
between district white percent proficient * Data Availability &
and the percent proficient middle -27.0% -27.1% -25.6% -25.0% -24.0% -23.0% <::> -égngJysSgn Standards
school FRL students by 3, 6, or 9 * STPT/PLC/BAM
percentage points by 2009 in ELA. E?ng}'l‘lﬂ% A/flisge:%fgﬁpts
Decrease the percent difference *SBRC - ES
between district white percent proficient t :ﬁgtﬁlrt%ihLoglrg?%ams
and the percent proficient high school -15.7% -13.7% -12.3% -13.7% -12.7% -11.7% * 21t Century Grant
FRL students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage : Em‘ggd%gggf”arten
points by 2009 in ELA. . Individuyalized Data -
Decrease the percent difference R g?t?gbsl;?gn?g%%sedﬂg\sgt
between district white percent proficient o Title |
101 o o 0, o 0, 0, °
illpd the percent proficient elementary -25.3% -24.7% -23.7% -23.3% -22.3% -21.3% <:> : anrﬁlly Math & Literacy
ispanic students by 3, 6, or 9 Nights
percentage points by 2009 in ELA. -A\?ID
* SNRPC

Decrease the percent difference . CO_mmgnFi{ty F(’jartnerships
between district white percent proficient = Kids tgaKi?js
and the percent proficient middle -25.8% -25.8% -24.8% 23.8% -22.8% -21.8% <:> = Reading Counts
school Hispanic students by 3, 6, or 9 = APPLE Partnership

= Communities In
percentage points by 2009 in ELA. Schools

= NV Partners
Decrease the percent difference = Public Education
between district white percent proficient Foundation (PEF)
and the percent proficient high school -“12.1% -10.4% -10.2% -10.1% -9.1% -8.1% <:>

Hispanic students by 3, 6, or 9
percentage points by 2009 in ELA.
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Results Targets _
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior Status | Quality Assurance
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
Decrease the percent difference between Taraeted School
district white percent proficient and the o& 20 04 EO 54 69 52 a0 59 a0 54 20 * largeted 5choo
Eergegt prgficient etlement§ t b;acgoztgufjeg’fA 25.3% 24.5% 24.6% 23.3% 22.3% 21.3% i :?r%%ogﬁyeennggléaigison_
, 6, or 9 percentage points in . akin
d P e d * Data Aq_vailability &
Decrease the percent difference between .éQSL’QS?n Standards
district white percent proficient and the e STPT/PLC/BAM
percent proficient middle school black -24.7% -26.1% -25.8% -22.7% -21.7% -20.7% <:> « Formative Assessments
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by * Curriculum Alignment
2009 in ELA - School Support
. * School Support for
Parents
Decrease the percent difference between .ﬁ]::itelrtsécLthl Programs
district white percent proficient and the 19 20 10 RO [P e 40 n 50 L%
percent proficient high school black students 12.3% 10.6% 1oL (e hiie S . Pre-%ﬁ%tggaﬁfnm
by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009 in ELA. . r%” Dday Finge[r)gegrten
* Individualized Data -
glect:r.eatse l:!:e percen: diff:.rgnc:z be;v:ﬁen o %%Fgfﬁ;?%,;%r%}d&t&g
istrict white percent proficient and the o o o o Title | and Title
percent proficient elementary Asian students 1.0% 1.0% 1.1% NA NA NA <:> :Flz?ni‘ Math & Literac
by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009 in ELA. Ni htg y
* AVID
Decrease the percent difference between * Community Partnerships
district white percent proficient and the . %S' Rtea}g%
percent proficient middle school Asian 2.5% 2.1% 3.1% NA NA NA <:> . Rleasdi%g ICgunts
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by = APPLE Partnership
2009 in ELA. . Csior?wmlunity In
chools
glect:r.eatse l:!:e percen: diff:.re.nc:z be;v:ﬁen . gh/bﬁg ré%%rgation
istrict white percent proficient and the 3.3% -0.9% 1.9% 1.3% -0.3% 0% 1 . ,El?_luggatuon (PEF)

percent proficient high school Asian students
by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009 in ELA.
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I Results I I Targets ]
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior | Status | Quality Assurance
I 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 I I Growth Growth Growth I
f. Other
Increase the percent of middle school
students enrolled in accelerated English o o o o o
; 20.0% 22.7% 22.0% 24.0% 26.0%
courses by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by
2009.
PSAT: Increase the reading mean score on ° asrl:g“g“kéi‘ﬁg ?gé,r&ssv;/ers
the 10th grade PSAT by 3, 6, or 9 points by 37.5 38.2 37.9 39.5 40.5 41.5 Professional
2009. Development (PD)
PSAT: Increase the writing mean score on IE;?uArﬁaSy“%To?{a'gsftgP tes
the 10th grade PSAT by 3, 6, or 9 points by 40.5 36.1 36.9 42.5 43.5 44.5 <:> SAT
2009. : (P)%A& r1:8; gg 10t Graders
PSAT: Increase the number of 11th graders :R{/l%rentiated Instruction
participating in the PSAT by 3, 6, or 9 2,726 3,505 4,378 2,781 2,836 2,891 '  College Board Plan of
percent of students by 2009. é%tflg PP
SAT: Increase the verball/critical reading o District—wider}g frTnfor
mean score on the SAT by 3, 6, or 9 points 491 491 489 501 511 521 10t graders
by 2009 » Saturday Classes for
= 314 Century Course of
) * 21st Century Course 0
ACT: Increase the English score on the ACT Stud
by 0.3, 0.6, or 0.9 points by 2009. 20.6 20.5 20.2 20.8 21.0 21.2 1 . Elrgﬁ man Academic
» College & Career
Transitional Planning
ACT: Increase the Reading score on the 1 ’ S[)eshorrrhagr:n
ACT by 0.3, 0.6, or 0.9 points by 2009. 21.9 21.7 il 22y e R Academies/Smaller
Learning Communities
® Increase in ACT
participation
AP: Increase the number of students ° %lsijp(;e”tury Course of
enrolling in language arts Advanced ' * AP Professional
Placement courses by 3, 6, or 9 percentage 2,781 3,070 2,837 2,865 2,921 Development — RPDP
points by 2009. (2nd semester) -él;ulgéznded Study
» PSAT Early Identification
AP: Increase the percent of students . égplfgtgntifal Spftwlare
. I . rofessiona
passing the Ianguag_e arts Advanced 47.6% 41.5% 53.4% 49.6% 50.6% 51.6% Development
Placement Exams with a 3 or better by 3, 6,
or 9 percentage points by 2009. SR&'E'NUED ON NEXT
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Results Targets _
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior Status | Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
Increase the percent of high school - Block Scheduling
students passing level lll or IV foreign o o o o o o * Virtual High School
anguace soureen by 3.6, o8 poreentage | 93:2% | 92.8% | 93.9% 95.2% | 97.2% 909.2% | ()i A
points by 2009. Assoc
= AP Fee Waiver
AP: Increase the number of students . giﬂ%lé?sge Immersion
enrolling in foreign language Advanced 354 582 361 368 376 o AP Summer Institutes for
Placement courses by 3, 6, or 9 percentage Teachers
points by 2009. (2nd semester) » Saturday Classes for
AP: Incre;s? the pelrcent of st:gents ) I%&E&%?ﬁ;g% @'?ongram
passing the foreign language Advance o o o o o o . ,
Placement exams with a 3 or better by 3, 6, 61.5% 53.7% 60.0% 63.5% 65.5% 67.5% <:> AP Scholarships
or 9 percentage points by 2009.
Increase the percentage of ELL students ) Eé?ﬁé%%ﬁﬁ%%?;ns
that make at least one level progress on the o o o o o o * Uata Driven Decision-
ELPA with language acquisition by 3, 6, or 9 31.2% 61.3% SR st Szl S . ’I\J/lgtgnﬁqvailability &
percentage points by 2009. Analysis
® Focus on Standards
* STPT/PLC/BAM
Increase the percentage of ELL students E?jrrrrfl‘glj'l‘(ﬁnp‘/fllsgsrsn”;ﬁt”ts
that make 2 levels or more progress on the 11.5% 39.6% 13.0% 12.5% 13.5% 14.5% e SBRC - ES
ELPA with language acquisition by 3, 6, or 9 ' ) : ) : : :I';IQS&, ;
percentage points by 2009. P{gérgnmergarten
Full Day Kindergarten
ﬁwusl LAS Assiessment
Increase the percentage of ELL students B]Strl(ufﬁgﬁ?nse °
that move from level 4 to level 5 on the ° ° o 5 o 5 ®Dual Language
ELPA by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 14.5% 17.2% 13.4% 15.5% 16.5% 17.5% -ﬁé‘%‘%ﬁﬁ’ér programs
2009. (attainment) ® Language Acquisition
Program
® Family/Community
Increase the percent of ELL students that E{gg&g{gsc ﬁ‘aﬁggg%ryshlps
are eligible to exit the ELL program within NA 8.8%" 13.2%* 10.8% 12.8% 14.8% I NDOE so indicator

three years by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points
by 2009.

targets were also

adjusted
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I Results I I Targets
2005-06 | 2006-07 | 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
B. Mathematics
a. Criterion-Referenced Tests (CRT)

Criterion Reference Tests: Increase the i rnﬁggg\t/%%%ﬁ?%?;ns
percent _of students wi_tr!in each subgroup * Data Driven Decision-
performing at the proficient and exceeds 49.4% 55.0% 60.0% 50.4% 51.4% 52.4% Making
levels on the state grade 3 mathematics ‘Rg;? éi\ga”abl“ty &
CRTs by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. . Focuys on Standards

* STPT/PLC/BAM
Criterion Reference Tests: Increase the :Eormatllve A:|$essments
percent of students within each subgroup : SBRO- S ignment
performing at the proficient and exceeds 55.0% 64.0% 66.0% 56.0% 57.0% 58.0% * RPDP-Math Certificate-
levels on the state grade 4 mathematics Middle Level Teacher
CRTs by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. * Guide for Aligning

Mathematics Program
GAP) Resource

Criterion Reference Tests: Increase the :Path. DP "
percent of students within each subgroup X CE)auCrtsI%eSer(?ulgll']e(:%C%lor
performing at the proficient and exceeds 53.0% 58.0% 62.0% 54.0% 55.0% 56.0% High School & 21st
levels on the state grade 5 mathematics Century Course Study
CRTs by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. . 'F’,ggtsifg’ee Schools
Criterion Reference Tests: Increase the I%%?SJ%?JJ@%{%”Q
percent of students within each subgroup * Title | Funds & Title I1A
performing at the proficient and exceeds 50.0% 57.0% 60.0% 51.0% 52.0% 53.0% S, ecialists &
levels on the state grade 6 mathematics Starlateg?s?gla ISts
CRTs by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. e Mentors & Coaches

* Region & School-Project
Criterion Reference Tests: Increase the  Faciitators © struction
percent of students within each subgroup s FOSL — Walk Through
performing at the proficient and exceeds 49.0% 57.0% 57.0% 50.0% 51.0% 52.0% Zga{?eﬁeg PD Fr;mds
levels on the state grade 7 mathematics S ngp%)po
CRTs by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. . gggg

* HQSI
Criterion Reference Tests: Increase the :Eg;%gﬁggm ester
percent of students within each subgroup Exams
performing at the proficient and/or exceeds 47.0% 51.0% 50.0% 48.0% 49.0% 50.0% » Benchmark Calendar
levels on the state grade 8 mathematics . Eleglon Math Success
CRTs by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. . New Teacher Mentors

* Expert Math Committee
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INDICATOR

Results

Targets

2005-06

2006-07

2007-08

Adequate
Growth

Moderate
Growth

Superior
Growth

Status

Quality Assurance

b. High School Proficiency Exam (HSPE)

HSPE Proficiency: Increase the percentage
of 12t grade credit-sufficient students
passing the math portion of the HSPE by 3,
6, or 9 percentage points by 2009.

88.4%

87.9%

89.9%

89.4%

90.4%

91.4%

* Student Math Camps

* Common Assessments

 District Formative
Assessments

* Practice Proficiency

* Tutorials

First Time Pass Rate HSPE: Increase the
percent of 10t grade students passing the
math portion of the HSPE by 3, 6, or 9
percentage points by 2009.

45.0%

47.8%

45.6%

46.0%

47.0%

48.0%

Academic Support

Courses

* Math Applications Course

* Block Scheduling

* RPDP Support

® Proficiency Support to
Regions

° Freshman/Sophomore
Academies/Smaller
Learning Communities

* RPDP Math Certificate HS
level teacher

*AVID

* CTE Academic Integration

c. Norm-Referenced Tests (NRT)

lowa Test of Basic Skills: Increase the
national percentile rank of 4th-grade
students on the mathematics portions of the
ITBS by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009.

55

55

55

56

57

58

» Targeted School
Improvement Plans

® Data Driven Decision-
Making

* Data Availability &
Analysis

* Focus on Standards

* STPT/PLC/BAM

* Formative Assessments

° Curriculum Alignment

*SBRC - ES

lowa Test of Basic Skills: Increase the
national percentile rank of 7th-grade
students on the mathematics portions of the
ITBS by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009

44

44

44

45

46

47

* Inclusive Schools
Practices

* Tiered Intervention

° Title | & Title Il A Funds

* Math Specialists

* Mentors & Coaches

* Region & School-Project
Facilitators

* Differentiated Instruction

* FOSL — Walk Through

* Targeted PD Funds

CONTINUED ON NEXT
PAGE
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Results Targets _
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior | Status |Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
e School Su[?port
lowa Test of Educational Development: . %EBP
Increase the national percentile rank of 10th- = SSSD
grade students on mathematics portions of 41 40 39 42 43 44 > HQS

the ITED by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by
2009.

§

e Common Semester
Exams
e RPDP Math Certificate HS

Level Teacher

d. Achievement Gap: This figure indicates the difference between the percentage of proficient white students and the percentage of
proficient students in the cited group.

Decrease the percent difference between
district white percent proficient and the

* Targeted School
Improvement Plans

* Data Driven Decision-
Maki

Special Education

percent proficient elementary IEP students -38.0% -37.0% -33.5% -37.0% -36.0% -35.0% I . Datanﬁgvailability &
by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009 in énalySis Standard
i ® Focus on Standards
mathematics. - STPT/PLC/BAM
. * Formative Assessments
Decrease the percent difference between * Curriculum Alignment
district white percent proficient and the :g%‘z%r']t%?e 4 Instruction
percent proficient middle school IEP -49.5% -51.7% -42.1% -48.5% -47.5% -46.5% * RTI (Response to
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by Instruction
2009 in mathematics. i g‘ggﬁg’ees chools
e Title | & Title [IA Funds
* Tiered Intervention
Decrease the percent difference between » Access to General Ed.
district white percent proficient and the R 83%‘;’&% Model
percent proficient high school IEP students -59.5% -54.1% -51.9% -58.5% -57.5% -56.5% » Articulation Regular &

by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009 in
mathematics.

» Proficiency Tutorin
* AIMS Web for all [EP
students
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Results Targets _
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior | Status |Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
Decrease the percent difference between
district white percent proficient and the
percent proficient elementary LEP students -26.9% -25.2% -21.6% -25.9% -24.9% -23.9% .
by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009 in . k/laon Juage Acquisition
mathematics. o HQSI
Decrease the percent difference between X Bﬁgcfé?&ggégﬁﬁg‘gs‘rams
district white percent proficient and the e Technology .
percent proficient middle school LEP -28.7% -30.6% -27.3% -27.7% -26.7% -25.7% I » After School Tutoring
: » Common Assessments
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by e Formative Assessments
2009 in mathematics. . ﬁarrrl]itly Math & Literacy
s
Decrease the percent difference between . P;gren; & Family Support
district white percent proficient and the » Proficiency Tutoring
percent proficient high school LEP students | -26.5% -30.0% -26.2% -25.5% -24.5% -23.5% <::>
by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009 in
mathematics.
Decrease the percent difference between " largeted School
district white percent proficient and the . DaFt)q Driven Decision-
percent proficient elementary FRL students -26.2% -23.1% -20.6% -25.2% -24.2% -23.2% Makmg o
by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009 in 'Rﬁ;‘]‘ysi"sa”ab'“ty &
mathematics. » Focus on Standards
Decrease the percent difference between Elmgﬁbf Liéﬁ"ssmems
district white percent proficient and the * Curriculum Alignment
percent proficient middle school FRL -28.2% -28.1% -25.8% -27.2% -26.2% -25.2% :chr%%I-S%Spport for
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by P?rensts
i i * After School Programs
2009 in mathematics. At ELL Proas gms
» 21st Century Grant
Program
* Pre-Kindergarten
Decrease the percent difference between :EU” Day Kindergarten
district white percent proficient and the . |n%?\2§u2ﬂ%énpr§tsaogmes
percent proficient high school FRL students | -28.3% -28.3% -25.6% -27.3% -26.3% -25.3% consistent across district

by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009 in
mathematics.

* Articulation-Grade Level
e Title | - Targeted School
Improvement

CONTINUED ON NEXT
PAGE
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Results Targets _
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior Status | Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
Decrease the percent difference between CHASL o & Literac
district white percent proficient and the Nightg y
percent proficient elementary Hispanic -23.4% -20.7% -18.3% -22.4% -21.4% -20.4% ' * Community Partnerships
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by . Kﬁthgak’%s
2009 in mathematics. = Reading Counts
Decrease the percent difference between . éﬁ,ﬁ’ﬁuﬁﬁy” lnnershlp
district white percent proficient and the Schools
percent proficient middle school Hispanic | -27.1% | -27.1% | -24.6% -261% | -251% | -241% I - R artners
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by = NHSE
2009 in mathematics. = SNPRC
= Multicultural
Decrease the percent difference between Education/Cultural
district white percent proficient and the Proficiency
percent proficient high school Hispanic -24.0% -25.9% -22.1% -23.0% -22.0% -21.0% I
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by
2009 in mathematics.
Decrease the percent difference between
district white percent proficient and the
percent proficient elementary black -30.0% -27.7% -27.0% -29.0% -28.0% -27.0% I
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by
2009 in mathematics.
Decrease the percent difference between
district white percent proficient and the
percent proficient middle school black -28.6% -30.5% -30.4% -27.6% -26.6% -25.6% <:>
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by
2009 in mathematics.
Decrease the percent difference between
district white percent proficient and the
percent proficient high school black -32.7% -32.4% -29.7% -31.7% -30.7% -29.7% '
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by
2009 in mathematics.
Decrease the percent difference between
district white percent proficient and the
percent proficient elementary Asian 3.0% NA NA NA NA NA

students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by
2009 in mathematics.
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Results Targets .
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior Status |Quality Assurance
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
Decrease the percent difference between
district white percent proficient and the
percent proficient middle school Asian 6.3% NA NA NA NA NA
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by
2009 in mathematics. SAME AS PREVIOUS
Decrease the percent difference between INDICATORS
district white percent proficient and the
percent proficient high school Asian 1.7% NA -1.8% -6.7% -5.7% -4.7%
students by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by
2009 in mathematics.
e. Other
» Algebra Initiative
® Interim Assessments
Increase the percent of middle school z(S:omm?n I\//\Iathematicst
students passing Algebra | Honors (and 0 0 o 0 o o Isdivabissnasichion
Algebra | beginning 2007) by 3, 6, or 9 95.4% 93.2% 94.1% 96.4% 97.4% 98.4% <:> knn(g\?v?:c? gac er conten
: nAn * RPDP Middle School Math
percentage points by 2009. ("C" or better) Cerification Program
» STPT
® Intervention strategies
* CRT Math CAMP
Increase the percent of middle school . ngels/%P Workshops
students enrolled in accelerated ma.th 31.2% 43.5% 33.29% 35.2% 37.29% . Differentiated Instruction
courses by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by *FOS
2009. *AVID
* Region Math Success
Plans
*AVID
* College Board Plan of
Action
* GEAR UP Program
21st Cetntury fCotu:jse :)f tStltlldy:flncrease th? i gfgﬂgtr}]"gfeesp AT for
percentage of students taking four years o 37.39 41.6% 60.6% 38.3% 39.3% 40.3% » Saturday Classes for SAT

math by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by
2009.

» Course sequence for HS
and 21st Century Course
of Study

* TOSS: Teachers of
Struggling Students
Training
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Results Targets
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior Status | Quality Assurance
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
PSAT: Increase the math mean score on the
PSAT by 3, 6, or 9 points by 2009. 38.8 39.0 38.3 39.8 40.8 41.8 l
PSAT: Increase the number of 11th graders » After School Tutoring
participating in the PSAT by 3, 6, or 9 points 2,726 3,505 4,378 2,753 2,780 2,807 :ggr’:“nrggceA:gse:SSgﬂrﬁggﬁs
by 2009. o ﬁgrﬂitly Math & Literacy
ights
. . * Parent & Family Support
SAT: Increase the mathematics mean score « Proficiency Tutorin
on the SAT by 3, 6, or 9 points by 2009. 504 499 497 513 516 ST 1 - Saurday asses for
SAT/AC
ACT: Increase the mathematics score on
the ACT by 0.3, 0.6, or 0.9 points by 2009. 21.6 21.3 R 21.7 B 21.9 1
* AP Professional
Development - RPDP
AP: Increase the number of students I Zf\gﬁteﬁﬂéédg{ﬁl{? aton
enrolling in mathematics Advanced Courses
Placement courses by 3, 6, or 9 percentage 1,537 1,502 RS e gt el :égllgogeggr 4 Plan of
points by 2009. (2nd semester) Actior%
* AP Waivers
* SOAS Professional
Development
AP: Increase the percent of students :El\(/’%( cheduling
passing the mathematics Advanced o o o 0 o Q » Virtual High School
Placement exams with a 3 or better by 3, 6, 55.7% 53.8% 51.5% 56.7% 57.7% 58.7% 1 . xgnl(__)gglw ;)i://g;nors

or 9 percentage points by 2009.

* AP Summer Institutes for
Teachers
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I Results I I Targets ]
INDICATOR I I I Adequate | Moderate | Superior I Status | Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
C. Science
a. Criterion Referenced Tests (CRT)
Criterion Reference Tests: Increase the . %Etd Century Course of
percent of students within each subgroup » Non-fiction Literacy &
performing at the proficient and exceeds 46.0% 48.0% 51.0% 47.0% 48.0% 49.0% ,\évcrl'grqge Vocabulary
levels on the state grade 5 science CRTs by Emphasis
3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. * HQSI
» Elementary Science
Specialists
* Revised MS Curriculum
Criterion Reference Tests: Increase the . g;'ézggr of 7 grade
percent of students within each subgroup o Interim Assessments
performing at the proficient and/or exceeds 50.0% 54.0% 55.0% 51.0% 52.0% 53.0% * Science Notebooks
levels on the state grade 8 science CRTs by :ggﬁé%rl‘ gmepnocrtta Plans
3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. . CPDE?
= RPDP
= SSSD
b. High School Proficiency
HSPE Proficiency: Increase the percentage
of 12th grade credit-sufficient students i deCentury Course
passing the science portion of the HSPE by NA NA NA NA NA NA o Inter|¥n Assessments
3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. (data . Egﬁcrnsn;rg%n%%% grﬁlenﬁ%
available in 2009-10) - Pofency utor,ng
School Su I:g)port
First Time Pass Rate HSPE: Increase the = CPD
percent of 10t grade students passing the . gggg
science portion of the HSPE by 3, 6, or 9 NA NA 56.8%* NA NA NA *First year that data is
percentage points by 2009. (data available in reported
2007-08)

Page 22 of 28




I Results I I Targets
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
c. Norm-Referenced Tests (NRT)
» Targeted School
Improvement Plans
lowa Test of Basic Skills: Increase the * Inclusive Schools
national percentile rank of 4th-grade 2 4 4 I o E;aacélﬁ%so Program
students on science portions of the ITBS by 5 53 8 e 2 & * Tiered Intervention
3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. i Eﬁ'ﬁdlsF“”dS & Title lIA
» Mentors & Coaches
* Region& School Project
Facilitators
» Focus on Standards
lowa Test of Basic Skills: Increase the ‘ETPT ive A t
national percentile rank of 7th-grade s SBRG . Eg oosments
students on science portions of the ITBS by 43 43 s = i g <:> » Differentiated Instruction
i * FOSL — Walk Through
3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. - Targeted Profession% |
Development Funds
* School Su[?port
lowa Test of Educational Development: . gEBP
Increase the national percentile rank of 10th- = SSSD
grade students on science portions of the 39 38 el Al L = 1 *HQSI o
ITED by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. i %gft’has's on Non-fiction
d. Other
e 21st Century Course of
21st Century Course of Study: Increase the gtudy S .

P ® Lourse sequencin
percentage of students taking three years of | - o5 4o | gg oo, | 77.4% 64.4% | 65.4% 66.4% : Teacher Professional
science by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by Development
2009. e Full year of 7t grade

sclence
AP: Increase the number of students "SP Professional
. . evelopment - RPDP

enrolling in science Advanced Placement 1.260 1.341 1.358 1.273 1.285 1.298 » College Board Plan of
courses by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ﬁlgtlgntended Stud
2009. (2nd semester) Cour;(es -

* AP Potential

* SOAS Professional Dev
AP: Increase the percent of students -/Eil\c/)%( Scheduling
passing the science Advanced Placement o o o o o o :V' tual Hiah School
exams with a 3 or better by 3, 6, or 9 49.0% 39.3% 40.2% 50.0% 51.0% 52.0% <:> X Elmgﬂasilgon Icabo\(/)vork

i * AP Grants
percentage points by 2009. N Govermnors
= Fee Waiver
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Results Targets _
INDICATOR | | | Adequate | Moderate | Superior | Status | Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
D. Social Studies
AP: Increase the number of students APS .

.. . . o ummer Institutes for
enrolling in social studies Advanced 4.689 5706 4.736 4.783 4.830 Teachers
Placement courses by 3, 6, or 9 percentage ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
points by 2009.

AP: Increase the percent of students
passing the social studies Advanced
Placement exams with a 3 or better by 3, 6, 46.4% 44.2% 41.1% 47.4% 48.4% 49.4%
or 9 percentage points by 2009. (2nd
semester)
Increase the percent of middle school
students passing ("C" or better) US/Nevada * Middle school

: - 69.3% 70.9% 72.4% 70.3% 71.3% 72.3%
History by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by ¢ 0 o ¢ ° ? é?g%ﬁ{gﬁr}fvifgéd as of
2009. 008/09
Increase the percent of middle school [P)re?/fglzsp;cr)r?grllt
students passing ("C" or better) World o o o o o o ® Thinking Maps
Geography by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points 70.2% 70.8% 71.1% 71.2% 72.2% 73.2% <:>
by 2009.
Increase the percent of high school o %E Std Cer{/t\llj'l?/ Coq&se of
students passing ("C" or better) World 0 o 0 o 0 o s With oation of
History by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 64.5% 62.9% e e AL L %%ﬁl%nlt-lﬁsv{clntry%et\l/(\)lgr?d
2009. Geography
Increase the percent of high school e Block Scheduling
students passing ("C" or better) U.S. History 71.1% 68.1% 69.2% 721% 73.1% 74.1% <:> «AVID
by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. . ng%ﬂ%‘gt
Increase the percent of high school . l\EAéJlIJtic%Liié%r/%l:ulture
students passing ("C" or better) U.S. 80.0% | 80.4% | 80.3% 81.0% | 82.0% | 83.0% Proficiency
Government by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points ) ) : ) : :
by 2009.
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Il. Students meet state and district guidelines in the following areas:

I Results I I Targets
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior | Status | Quality Assurance
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
A. Arts
Increase the percent of middle school ; National Recognition
students participating in fine and 20.4° 36.2° 1.6° 21.49 292 4° 23.49 . D:ig}‘gte 5‘f§ﬁ,ﬁtgs
performing arts by 3, 6, or 9 percentage A% 2% S 4% 4% 3.4% °(E)>I<?c|<:agegt Elementary
f rograms
points by 2009. ® Inclusive Sgchools
Increase the percent of high school Practice
students participating in fine and 50.3% 54.8% 52.1% 51.3% 52 39 53.3Y% :Eg:tr'éaﬂfeeting
performing arts by 3, 6, or 9 percentage e o7 e =70 270 =0 K%ﬁOGn}ar&css
H ® Articulated FPrograms
points by 2009. « Block Scheduiing
AP: Increase the number of students :I\Pﬂagn?tl Programs t
enrolling in fine arts Advanced Placement 314 433 317 o 323 ' .Agr%r:ofgggigﬁgen
courses by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by Development — RPDP
2009 * PSAT Early Identification
: * AP Extended Study
Courses
e e e R
[) 0, 0, 0, 0, ) estiva
exams with a 3 or better by 3, 6, or 9 41.0% 54.8% 63.6% 42.0% 43.0% 44.0%  Block Schedule
. ® Multicultural
percentage points by 2009. Education/Culture
Proficiency
B. Career & Technical Education
* 21t Century Course of
Increase the percentage of students gtu?y hos Busi N
. . . . . ® Farinersnips, business
participating in career and technical 42,202 | 61,751 | 85,694 42,624 | 43,046 | 43,468 Community
education and career related activities by 3, * Industry Certification
6, or 9 percentage points by 2009. . Bi'l'llEorI%r;dorsement on
» CTE Student Activities
* Focus on Careers at
Middle Level
Increase the percentage of students * College Board Plan of
participating in 2 + 2 tech prep courses by 3, 4.7% 5.0% 4.9% 5.7% 6.7% 7.7% <:> Action
6, or 9 percentage points by 2009.
CONTINUED ON NEXT
PAGE
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Results Targets _
INDICATOR Adequate | Moderate | Superior | Status |Quality Assurance
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
Increase the number of students attending . 8TE Stucatlent
i rganization
magnet schools and career technical 12,370 | 12,340 | 12,571 12,617 | 12,865 13,110 | <) ¢ Work based student
academies by 3, 6, or 9 percentage points by ﬁg}onunmes
* HS Career Fair
2009, CTE Professional Dev
Post Secondary: Increase the percentage of e CCSD/CSN Articulation
students reporting their intention to attend :88151 (1 geTar ohnly) |
trade school post-secondary institutions or | 10.0% 8.0% 10.0% 12.0% 14.0% 16.0% <:> pagorane echnica
enlist in the military by 3, 6, or 9 percentage . QSHEtABrticu?}ion .
points by 2009. ® Froject-based learning
e 21st Century Course of
Study
* Partnerships, Business &
Community
* Industry Certifications
» CTE Endorsement on
Diploma
- * Student Activities
Increase the number of students receiving <:> « Focus at Middle Level on
industry competency certificates by 3, 6, or NA 3,145 3,156 3,208 3,271 3,334 Increased Opportunities
9 percentage points by 2009. _fg%&tgﬂzgt:t
organizations
* HS Career Fair
» CTE Professional Dev
* CCSD/CSN articulation
* SB151 (1 year only)
» Career and Technical
Academies
C. Physical Education and Life-Long Wellness
Increase the percent of students in o F%:;rg r%n one fitness
;e_lementary schools participating in physical 70.0% 75.4% 82.0% 71.0% 72.0% 73.0% « District-wide in-services
itness programs by 3, 6, and 9 percentage . Incrfeased |r?structor
i rofessiona
points by 2009. gevelopment |
Increase the percent of schools at the . R%\Qgévu?ééepomng
secondary level participating in physical 89.0% 93.0% 95.0% 91.0% 93.0% 95.0%  National and district-wide

fitness programs by 1 percentage point by
2009.

=

emphasis on fitness
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IV. Students demonstrate positive character traits which are integrated throughout the curriculum and include:

Results Targets ]
2005-06 | 2006-07 2007-08 Growth Growth Growth
» Positive Behavioral
lSu;thort'ts | Academi
® Instructonal Acaaemic
Decrease the percent of students Elﬁn ter Educat
suspended, referred to alternative schools, o o o o o 0 t [ prenaeer Bducation
or expelled by 0.3, 0.6, or 0.9 percentage 2.8% 2.4% A e 2R RS . girg%;gm%tﬁ% Inﬁtrurcttion
i * Lapturing Kias nearts
points by 2009. . STRRon rogram Pilot
» Progressive Discipline
Plans
Increase the percentage of elementary :ggg;tggar data is
school "0" and "S" citizenship grades by e e K-12 Counselors
.03, .06, or .09 percentage points by 2009. NA <L . B o » Character Education
(Data available at end of year 2007-08) \ E;gg;g?s?ve Discipline
Increase the percentage of middle school i Elant 0 Kids Heart
"0" and "S" citizenship grades by 3, 6, or 9 87.5% 87.4% 88.5% 89.5% 90.5% 1 apiuring fids Hearts
percentage points by 2009.
Increase the percentage of high school "0"
and "S" citizenship grades by 3, 6, or 9 82.2% 82.4% 83.2% 84.2% 85.2% <:>
percentage points by 2009.
Treatment of staff, students, and parents:
Increase the percent of students reporting ) Ke@_&ﬁ?ur Eye on the
overall satisfaction with the school based o o o o o e ,
on the district-wide survey by 3, 6, or9 81.0% 88.0% 78.0% 82.0% 83.0% 84.0% o B(r)]?(radgg%‘mon?‘ll#ggy(:h
percentage points by 2009. . Bartentt Oﬁjtreach& Sehool
® DISTrICL, Region Cchoo
Increase the percent of staff reporting A Eg\rCeInFt’m/k Os
overall satisfaction with the school based 0 o 8 5 8 5 e CCSD Website
on the district-wide survey by 3, 6, or 9 83.0% 89.2% 78.9% 84.0% 85.0% 86.0% 1 * District/School
percentage points by 2009. ,\F;gbg‘;agggsl
°gt|s rgct '/RS ion/School
rategic Flans
Increase the percent of parents reporting °gud e% Crigis .
overall satisfaction with the school based 80.0% 87.3% 80.3% 81.0% 82.0% 83.0% Ditates Do e
on the district-wide survey by 3, 6, or 9 . ) : ) ' : * Professional
percentage points by 2009. Development for
Customer Service
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Clark County School District

Monitoring Report - E-2: Academic Achievement
Quality Assurance Framework

Board Governance Policy
E-2: Academic Achievement

a In Compliance
o Out of Compliance
o  With Exception

o With Commendation
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