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SUBJECT:
Report on Academic Progress for the Santa Barbara School Districts

Background
All of the State and Federal reports for the Santa Barbara School Districts are split into the Elementary District Reports and the Secondary District Reports. There are two main reports, the Federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) report (also called the Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) report) and the California Academic Performance Index (API) report. Both reports derive their data form the California STAR tests and the California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE). 

The federal report (NCLB) is based on the percent of students that are deemed to be proficient at each grade level according to grade level standards. All grade levels are added up for a summary percent proficient for the entire school or district and for subgroups of students. In Santa Barbara, the only ethnic subgroups that consistently have enough students in them to be reported are the Latino and the White subgroups. The other subgroups are Socio-Economically-Disadvantaged (SED), English Learners (EL), and Students with Disabilities. For the high schools, only the CAHSEE taken in grade ten is used to determine scores and school status. For the secondary district, the California Standards Test of the STAR scores from the Junior Highs and the CAHSEE from the high schools is combined to form the federal report. In addition, if a school does not meet the federal targets for any subgroup in either the English or the Math portions that are reported, the school or the District can be marked with the Program Improvement (PI) designation. Schools or Districts with this designation are often labeled as “failed” schools or districts. So far, only the Elementary District is in PI status, although we have schools in both districts in PI status.

For the California report (API), many more tests are used and combined to form a single score that can range from 200 to 1000. Scores that are above 800 are considered to be very good scores and 800 is the target for all subgroups, schools, and districts to reach. California now reports on all the same subgroups that the federal government has established. Besides the target of 800, California has growth targets and if a school has met its growth target, then it is considered successful. There are no growth targets for districts, although going up in API can always be considered as a mark to meet.

Results

In the following are tables and charts, first for the Elementary District and then the Secondary District that present how the two districts are progressing on federal and state goals. These charts are current as of February 10, 2009 and are based on tests taken during spring 2008.

In general, one can notice from these charts that both districts are making continual progress on improving academic success for all subgroups. Although occasionally falling back, the trends are obviously upward. Unfortunately, federal targets are rising faster than the two districts are making progress; and, as is happening throughout the nation, more and more of our schools are being labeled as failing when they are still making progress on their goals. The rate of this progress has not been as fast as the district or the schools would like. Efforts to increase our scores have been and continue to be a major focus for the districts and the schools. 
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