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September 18, 2006

To: Members of the Board
From: Tom Bishop
Subject: Articles of Interest

Attached is the following article of interest:

11.1 - “Rankings show progress” — San Diego Union-Tribune, September 1, 2006

11.2 “Back to school” — Los Angeles Times, September 5, 2006

RECOMMENDED: For Information Only.
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68% of S.D. county

schools hit annual federal benchmarks

By Sherry Saavedra -

STAFF WRITER =~

an Diego County schools

- %y, made progress last year

A/ toward meeting state and
federal academic goals, which
will help them avoid severe

; sanctions.

- Sixty-eight percent of San

Diego County schools met their

annual federal academic bench-

-marks, while only 47 percent

met their statewide targets, ac-
cording to an annual report card
releaséd yesterday by the Cali-
fornia Department of Educa-
tion. . '

By comparison, 65 percent of
schools statewide met their fed-

eral goals, and 52 percent hit

their state marks. i
The state education depart-

ment released the reports to

“show how California’s more

than 9,500 public schools stack
up against one another, and to
hold them accountable for
meeting certain academic objec-
tives each year. - _

The state and federal ac-

countability systems are two dif- -

ferent ways of looking at the
same student test scores. The

* dual systems produce seeming-

ly contradictory results that
show schools in some instances
meeting one set of benchmarks,

B 14%

How they scored

‘Percent of schools at or above

the performance target of 800

-according to the most recent
. Academic Performance Index:

BB san Diego County

ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL

45%
35%

HIGH ALL
SCHOOL

4%

" Note: Academic Performance Index ass@ns

schools a numerical valué based on .
performance on statewide tests. The number - .
ranges from 200 to 1,000 with 800 as the
target for all schools. ’

SOURCE: Cafifornia Department of Education

. AARON STECKELBERG / Union-Tribune,

For ﬁmr e information: To view school scores onfine, go to www.unibntrib.-c'om-/more/api20_Q6 - 111
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but simultaneously falling short
of another. -
- ‘That’s because the state’s an-
‘nual targets call on schools to
show improvement from one
year to the next, while the fed-
- eral system under the No Child
Left Behind law demands that
all schools reach a minimum
goal regardless of their starting
point. . L
“We hope that some time in
- the future the state and federal
programs will be one and the
same,” said Jim Peabody, direc-

tor of accountability for the San-

~Diego Gounty Office of Educa-
Hon. -
~. The state program involves
an Academic Performance In-
dex, which assigns a single nu-
merical value to schools from

200 to 1,000 based on perfor-
mance on statewide tests, The
-state has a goal.of 800 for all
schools, and expects progress
toward that target on an annual
‘basis. ’

.. While 30 percent of schools
statewide hit or surpassed the
800 mark, 38.5 percent county-
wide met the goal, up'21.5 per-

- centage points since 1999, the-

first year the state calculated
APL Locally, 45 percent of ele-
mentaries have met the state
goal, but only 14 percent of

‘high schools have achieved it,

according to an analysis by The
San Diego Union-Tribune.

In the federal program, the
benchimarks will rise nearly ev-
ery year until 2014 when ali
students will be expected to
demonstrate mastery of grade-
level language arts and math.

. However, meeting the feder-
.al benchmarks this year is not
-an indicator of stellar achieve-
“mént, Schools’ were: only re-
-quired to show 20.9 percent to
26.5 percent of students were
proficient in language arts and
math, depending on the subject
and grade, R et
" Schools that met their feder-
al benchmarks but didn’t per-
form far beyond them could be
in for trouble in two years, Pea-
body said, when the targets
climb by about 10 percent.

~ “It may mean you're on the
right track, but if you don’t start

moving you're going to get run:

'over by a train,” -he Peabody
said. “You have'to deal with the
other 75 percent of students
who aren’t proficient,”

Bar unchanged

This year the federal bar
didn’t rise, making it easier for
more, schools to make' their
bénchmarks. Countywide, 68
percent of the schools met fed-
eral fargets, a 4 -percentage-
point gain, . .

Of the state’s large urban dis-

“tricts, only San Diego and Sac-

ramento met their districtwide
federal goals.’ ’ _

In San Diego Unified, 65.5
percent of district schools met

“‘their federal academic bench-

marks, while 42 percent met all
their state goals. Thirty-one
percent of the schools’ met or
surpassed the state’s 800. tar-
get, a percentage that has near
Iy triped since 1999.

“There - are sanctions for
schools that don’t'meet their
federal targets but only for
those that receive federal fund-.
ing for serving poor and minori-
ty students. .

Of those county schools, 143
are on the federal troubled

“schools list for falling short of

their goals, up from 105 last
school year. That’s the highest
number of campuses to make’
the list since No Child Left Be-

" hind became federal law in

2002. . :
- Schools land on the list when
they miss féderal targets for
two consecutiveyears in the
' chool districts”
ts fromi those

schools ‘another, cam-
pus andp > the transporta-
fion: R
The i get progres-
i in “the second

ist, schools must
udents free tutoring
from a state-approved provider.
Chronic under-performance
mieans aggressive. school re-
forms , including-a‘new admin-
istration, conversion to a char-
ter, or a breakup of a school
into several smaller campuses.

Schools must meet all their
federal targets for two consecu-
tive years to get off the list, a
difficult task for many.

.Fﬁnding success

. Keiller Leadership Academy
in San Diego’s Jamacha neigh-
borhood has been racking up
sanctions on the list for years;
but for the first time met every
state'and federal benchmark.’

“I'm so excited I'm coming
out of my chair,” said director

Pafricia Ladd of her school, :

where 86 percent of th stu-
dents are low income and one
in five is in a foster home..
“We've been in the gutter for
years.” : :

- To improve, the middle-

_School converted to an indepen-.
dent.public charter last school

year, freeing it from the bureau-
cracy of San, Diego Unified,
Ladd said. - o

As a charter, Ladd was ablé
to hand-select her teachers,
and 60 percent of the instruc-
tional staff was replaced. - ,

She also outsourced custodi-
al services, saving her school
$18,000, which' then went to--

- ward educating students. And,

the academy adopted a more

- challenging math and science
-Curriculum, a shift’ that would -

“have been slowed by red tape if -

" she’'d needed district approval, -

Ladd said. S

“We were in complete con-
trol of our budget now, our cur-
riculum and our hiring - and
look what happened,” Ladd
said. .~

San Diego Unified's superin-
tendent, Carl. Cohn, said he’s

‘happy for Keiller and is taking

Ladd’s comments seriously.

“If in fact district bureaucra-
¢y is impeding progress, I'look
at this as an. opportunity to
learn;” Cohn said. v
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Federal focus

~The federal benchmarks
measure four key areas — pro-
ficiency in language arts and
" math, graduation rates, partici-
Zpation on statewide tests and-
" performance in the state’s ac-
-countability program.
A key feature of No Chﬂd
Left Behind is that studerits
-must meet these benchmarks
- not only schoolwide but also in
- various subgroups, including
those that chronically under-
perform, such as English learn-
ers and special education and
. low-income students. The law’s
intention is to force schools to
adopt the mantra that they
aren’t successful unless all their
-students are making academlc
strides.
This year, the percentage of
. county schools meeting all of
‘their state growth targets drop-
" ped 21 percentage points to 52
" percent. The reason for the de-
. cline is that the state changed
- its criteria.
Schools were asked to show
“gains in two new subgroups,
-English learners and special ed-
- ucation, which involves stu-
dents who are historically low
achieving. That brought down
the number of schools meeting
-~ their targets: - :
State Supermtendent of Pub-
hc Instruction Jack O’Connell

achlevement of some minori-
Cfies,

1 remam concerned about

the achievement gap in Califor-

) ma, spec1ﬁcally as it relates to
African-American students and.
English learners,” he said. “Im-
‘proving their progress willbe a
partlcular focus of mme in the.

) cormng years

1
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Local schools on federal fist

San Diego County has 143 schools that fanded-on a federal list of schools
in need of improvement. School districts must give parents the option of
sending their chitdren to a schoof not on the fist. Schools that persistently .
miss targets face other consequences that could include replacing
instructional staff, hiring new administrators or breaking into smaller
schools with different principals. _
To land on the list, a school must have missed at least one federal target
for two consecutive years in math or English, or one of the other
categories, including high school graduation rates or performancein the ‘
state’s accountability system. Some schools only fell short on the
percentage of students taking statewide tests. .

- To get off the fist, a school must meet aif of its goals for two consecutive

_years. R .
This list has no relation fo whether schools met their state benchmarks.
Bonsall Union King SOHSCIMA ~ ~

Sulfivan A Lincoln  SDHS Media/Arts ~
Barrego Springs Unified ~ {oeoh SDHs sy e
Borrego Springs Middle : . Taft
Cajop Valley Union 'P%valaszmﬁe‘d . Tubman Charter
Cajon Valley Middle o . Twain Junior/Senior
Cuyamaca Ramona Unified -Wangenheim -
" Greenfield Middle Peirce : Washington
Johinson . Ramona Elementary . Whitman .
lexington County Education Wilson
Montgf:mery Middle " Juvenite Hall . SairMarcos Unified.
Cia::al V:/s_t? Etemel.ltarv Summit Schools - San Marcos Elementary
ula Vista Learning. _ . San Marcos Middle.
Harborside San Diego Unified Woodland Park
Hilitop Drive ALBA. (Alt) o
, p-Ur Adams San Ysidre,
Juarez-Lincoln " Beyer .
Lauderbach - Baker la
otay Balboa : La Mirada’ L
Parkview . Bayview Terrace San¥s ole
: - Bell Smyth
Silver Wing ! ;
Vista Square Brooklyn Willow
Enciitas Uni Carson South Bay Union -
Rcinit gs nion Clairemont Bayside”
Ecke entrgl Clark Berry
Escondido Union Correia Central
Farr Avenue .CPMA . Mendoza
Glen View Crawford CHAMPS Nestor
Grant Dana Nicoloff
Juniper Edison Oneonta
Lincoln Primary .Emerson/Bandini Pence .
Pioneer Encanto Sunnyslope .
R°Se, . gag’_ ” Sweetwater Union High
Falibrgok Union Ga leld cont Castle Park High
Ellis arfield (Cont) Castle Park Middle
Frazier gomper s MAAC Charter
Potter _ Hg?tver Mar Vista High
- Gressmont Union High -K'eillgp Mar Vista Middle
Chaparral (Cont) - Kimbrouh ~Southwest Jr High
Gateway West Kroc Mi d?ﬂe Southwest Senior High
La Mesa-Spring Valley Language Sweetwater
Bancroft . . tewis . . - Valley Center-Pauma -
_Kempton Logan -Pauma o
La Presa Middle Madison * Valley Center Lower
Spring Valley Elementary - Mann _ Vista Unified. .
. Lemon Grove Marston LI Beaumont-
" Golden Avenue Memorial Academy Bobier
Lemon Grove Montgomery Crestview o
. PR Morse Foothill Oak Eleméntary
. Mountain Empire Unified " Muir (Aft) Education Grapevine - RN
.. Hillside Jrfsr (Att), New Hannalei Element
Mountain Enipire Jr. High e Dawn Janalei Elementa
Potrere . . . 0 qurell o Lincoln
o “Pacific Beach Middlé - - Monte Vista
National R Paiks . 7 - Ofive =~ -
. Central .. L “Perkins Temple Heights Efem.
Oceanside Unified " Pershing Vista Academy ‘
. Ditmar Rooseveit *Washington

SOURCE: Catifornia-Department of Education
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: ODAY IS THE FIRST DAY of school for 418 OOO students in the Los Angelcs

“Unified School District, who will be-expected to put the. serapes and slights of .

A summer behind them and focus on learning. The same. expectation applies to thc
adults in the aftermath of the pohtlcal ﬁght over Mayor Antonio Vlllaralgosa splanto

: assume some control overthe Los Angeles schools

- That fight is over, with his victory last week in Sac—,

ramento. The leglslatron creatmg a power-sharmg ar-

o . rangement among him, the school board and the dis- -

" " trict superintendent is about to ‘become law -— the
governor is expected to sign it any day now — and will

- takeeffect Jan. 1. The priority nowis how to make this -

- new system work. We have not always agreed w1th the
mayor’s approach, though we. support ‘his ultimate

- ambition of assuming responsibility for educatlon in-

. this city. We wish him well in his endeavor .
Yes, h1s plan raises nnportant const1tut10na1 is-

sues that may need judicial resolutlon But our main .
. obJectlon to the legislatlon was that it promlsed too
. little mayoral control, not too much. Whatever the
o courts decide, we are not among those. hoplng thata -
. legal setback will defeat the cause of mayoral control.

~ ‘Onthe contrary. Itis both desirable and 1neV1tab1e
o 'for b1g-c1ty mayors, as the most representat e local g

- elected officials, to assume control over pubhc educa—' ~
. tion and to be held accountable for. the performance
- of schools Just asthey are held accountable for pubhc 2
" safety and other vital services. Vlllaralgosa s laW after:. .
" 'he negotiated its details with teachers unions hostile -

- tothe concept of mayoral ¢ontrol;isan lmperfect ﬁrst

’ - step toward the. goal of true mayoral controk B_ut itis _ g
R " in everyone’s’ mterest that th1s expenment become} ', ST
. justthat: afirst step, not'a disappointing'dead end. '_
. ) The mayor’s undeniable pohtlcal skills coul help o
.~ - minimize the plan’s flaws. It is: essent1a1 in comlng'
D -.,.weeks that he and the school board set aSIde thelr Te-.

h presents a danger.and an opportumty

portumty should take and focus o

cent animosity, and- any ammos1ty stemrmng from _"
htlgatlon when it comes to choosmg anew superm—
tendent. The mayor’ formally w111 have no ‘say in the :
matter until January, but it is in the best.interest of .
the district to have:a supenntendent backed and re-
spected by both the board.and the mayor. . . s
Collaboratlon and trust between the mayor and
the board also will.be cru01a1 in smoothing out some 1
of the law’s rough edges — areas in which amblgulty

For mstance the law’ pays an alarmmg amount of

vhp servme to the notion: of: empowermg the commu-

' mtyon school constructlon dec1s1ons and local ‘teach- -

) ers on currrculum chmce Commumty mput isa laud—

able. goal ‘but it Would be a setback to Supt Roy
Romers legacy. if constructlon decwlons became -
overly pohtlmzed On curriculum: matters the refer-

- ence to empowermg teachers need not be mterpreted

There Wlll be less amblgu_l
comes to the cluster of low e
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