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View Reporis

# of Students Tested 46 49 a7 N/A NIA N/A N/A 132

# of Students With Scores 46 49 37 N/A N/A N/A NIA 132

Mean Scale Score 2488.6 26456.4 2581.8 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 52 % 83 % 54 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 57 %
Standard Met; Level 3 26 % 18 % 35% NIA N/A N/A N/A 26 %
Standard Nearly Met: Leve| 2 15 % 16 % 1% NIA NIA N/A N/A 14 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 7 % 2% 0% N/A NIA N/A NIA 3%

Enalish Language Ars/Literacy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance cn the overall assessment. The resulls
in these key areas for each subject are reporled using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 61 % 69 % 62 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 64 %
Near Standard 30 % 27 % 35 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0%
Below Standard 9% 4% 3% N/A N/A N/A N/A 5%

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

" Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 33 % 45 % 54 % NIA N/A N/A NIA 43%
Near Standard 61 % 51 % 43 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 52 %
Below Standard 1% 4% 3% NIA NiA N/A N/A 5%

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

y Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
2

Above Standard 35 % 43 % 32 % N/A N/A N/A NIA 37 %
Near Standard 61 % 55 % 65 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 80 %
Below Standard 4% 2% 3% N/A N/A N/A N/A 3%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How weli can students find and present information about a topic?

@‘ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 46 % 53 % 62 % N/A N/A NIA NIA 53 %

Near Standard 54 % 47 % 35 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 46 %

hitp://eaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReport ?ps=truedlstTest Year=201 6&IstTestType=B&lsiGronp=1&I1stCounty=43 &1stDistrict=69393-000&Is1School=01 06005



8/26/2016 View Reports

Below Standard 0% 0% 3% NIA N/A N/A N/A 1%

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % . " -
; 4 t
| I
75 % i i j &
| | 8
50 % '{ - e
25%
0% ' ; i " : . I
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 ® Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2 B Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Matt fics Achi | C s
All Students (accessible data)

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade i All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 48 49 37 N/A N/A N/A N/A 134
# of Students Tested 46 49 37 N/A N/A N/A N/A 132
# of Students With Scores 46 49 37 N/A N/A N/A N/A 132
Mean Scale Score 2468.5 2649.2 2682.3 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Leve| 4 33 % 55 % 57 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 48 %
Standard Met: Level 3 41 % 24 % 22 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 30 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 20 % 16 % 19 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 18 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 7% 4% 3% N/A N/A N/A N/A 5%

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed ook at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al
] Above Standard 48 % 65 % 65 % N/A NIA N/A N/A  50%

http:ffcaaspp.cdc.ca.gDv!stOlWiewkcpoﬂ?psmruc&lsl'l'esl‘/car=201G&ISITcslTymzl-l&lslGroup=1&IalCnunty=43&l st District=69393-000&Is1School=0106005 344
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8/26/2016 View Reports

Near Standard 35 % 27 % 24 % N/A NIA NIA NIA  28%

Below Standard 17 % 8% 11 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 12%

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 43 % 63 % 51% N/A N/A N/A NIA 53 %
Near Standard 48 % 27 % 43 % N/A NIA N/A NIA 39%
Below Standard 9% 10 % 5% N/A N/A N/A N/IA 8%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 50 % 61 % 49 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 54 %

Ne.ar Siandard. | 43 % 3?; % | 43 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 39%

| Below Standard 7% | 6 % .. 8% N/A N/A NIA NIA 7%
Matt i ; it Leval Dascript

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewRepor?ps=true&lsiTestY ear=2016&1stTest Ty pe=B &lstGroup=18&lstCounty=d3&1st District=69393-000&stSchool=01 06005
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District Comparisons
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Epi-reau

Dingnostic & Instrustion

Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year: 2015-2018 Show: W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
Jject: Math Compare: W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016
vefine "On Level": Standard View

Use this report to view student performance and progress on the Diagnostic Assessment by school and grade.

All Schools

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

] ]
} Student Placement Distribution (%) |
| !

| Baow Average  Numberof = Number
Grade i % Students On or Above Level ' OnLevel Above Scale Students of Total
Level (Includes Level
Emerging) Score Assessed Students
100% = 0% 0% 340 | 1| 1ae
Grade K aabo = : ,J
100% 0% 0% 312 1| 145
55% = 45% @ <1% 398 | 550 797
Grade 1 f—— f — ——
85% 14% <1% 372 550 778
49% 50% «1% 430 757 | 833
Grade 2 e i ' - P2 o
77% 23% 0% 402 | 757 812
47% 1% @ 1% 449 | 809 849
Grade 3 _ ! s -
74% 26% <1% 425 809 827
40% | S56% | 3% | 489 8w 839
Grade 4 : £ SREE S5 e !
©67% | 33% <1% 448 807 . 824
a7% 51% 2% a2 781 801
Grade 5 - e ~— i =
64%  35% <1% 466 781 . 7889
47% 51% 2% - 4@2 | 737 | 769
Grade 6 - - —i— — e
61% 38% <1% 480 | 787 | 759
63% 36% 2% 4% | T2 757
Grade 7 SecOXTN T :
73% 26% <% | 488 | T2 741
55% = 43% 3% 511 | 65 | 708
Grade 8 I ———i— —
65% 33% 1% 501 | 645 | 699

Pemmakr - B el b e A === sfmlas ¥

L‘ Curriculum Associates Date: 8/30/2016 | Page: 10l 9

(s
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Diagnoaiie & Instrustion

Performance by School and Grade Heport

Academic year: 2015-2016 Show: W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
dject: Reading Compare: W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016

vefine "On Level": Standard View

Use this report to view student performance and progress on the Diagnostic Assessment by school and grade.

All Schools

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

i Student Placement Distribution (%) |

‘ i Average Number of
% Students On or Above Level Above
Grade e (Includes On Level Level Scale Students
‘ Emerging) Score | Assessed
! C100% @ 0% 0% | a1 | 1
Grade K X i 1 ;
100% 0% 0% 304 | 1
48% 46% 6% 439 185
Grade 1 = MRS LR (R
72% 27% <1% 404 185
4% 48% 1% | 495 } 790
Grade 2 S— = o S .
69% 29% 2% 458 790
7% 57% 6% 525 | 815
Grade 3 - . I L1
- 84% 43% 2% 501 815
0% @ 44% 8% 547 | 809
Grade 4 e RN, - e o e e e -
| 8%% 29% 2% | 526 | 809
56% 33% 1% 570 = 75
Grade 5 L B | SN B
67% | 2T% 6% | 52 | 7115
5% | 34%  14% 589 i 736
Grade 6 = : o [
64% 28% 8% | 571 | 736
56% 33% 1% 507 725
Grade 7 | : |
64% 30% 6% 585 | 725
 53% 7% | 10% 604 661
Grade 8 — ] : S Vi - !
L 81% 32% 8% | 599 | 661

;Kcurrlculum Ammclates Date: 8/30/2016 | Page: 10of9
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Number
of Total
Students
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707
778
833
812
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9/12/2016 View Reports

» Back to Search
int Test Results | Get Research Files
Test Results for:

Campbell Union District

CDS Code; 43-89393-0000000
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

SUMIMAZY 7m0 CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Selact Gruup!Subgroupi
2016 *  Parent Education v Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Resulls.

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (") will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores,

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)
esults by Parent Education

Not a High School Graduata

Achievement Level Distribution

100% | & . . — a
.- ke .L ,_— g .
- -“ -
50% -
25%
0% 7 —i- - ‘ —— ¢ - :
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
® Standard Not Met: Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 B Standard Mel: Level 3 + Standard Exceeded: Level 4
li i igvemen |

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 91 71 73 76 81 83 N/A 475

hup:ffcaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewRepon?ps=tnuedstTestY car=2016& st Test Ty pe=B&IstGroup=9&1s1County=43&stDistrici=69303-000& Ist School=0000000
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5/12/2016 View Reports

# of Students Tested B9 70 71 74 80 78 N/A 482

# of Students With Scores 89 70 71 74 79 78 N/A 481

Mean Scale Score 23741 2407.4 24611 2459.2 2489.4 2603.5 N/iA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 9% 6 % 6 % 3% 4% 4% N/A 5%
Standard Met: Leve| 3 16 % 14 % 25% 20 % 15 % 23 % N/A 19 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 28 % 26 % 21% 30% 23% 31 % N/A 26 %
Standard Not Met; Level 1 47 % 54 % 48 % 47 % 58 % 42 % NIA 49 %

English Lanauage Arls/Literacy Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students’ performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above

standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

E Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 6% 7% 8% 4 % 6 % 6 % N/A 6 %
Near Standard 43 % 36 % 37 % 42 % 2% 49 % N/A 40 %
Below Standard 52% 57 % 55 % 54 % 62 % 45 % N/A 54 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

f / : Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8ih Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 12 % 6 % 17 % 7% 1% 9 % N/A 10 %
Near Standard 39 % 43 % 35% 36 % 35 % 47 % N/A 39 %
Below Standard 48 % 51 % 48 % 57 % 53 % 44 % NIA 50 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

f__gjc Area Performance Level 3rd Grade dth Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
2

Above Standard 7 % 7% 1% 3% 8 % 6% N/A 6 %
Near Standard 56 % B4 % 63 % 61 % 48 % 64 % N/A 59 %
Below Standard 7% 29 % 34 % 6% 44 % 29 % N/A 35 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Er::’x_ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 12 % 4 % 21% 9% 6 % 10 % N/A 11 %
Near Standard 42 % 56 % 51% 58 % 44 % 40 % NJA 48 %
Below Standard 46 % 40 % 28 % 32% 49 % 50 % N/A 41 %

hup:/lcaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=truedlsiTestY ear=2016& s Test Type=B &I st Group=0&I1stCounty=43&1st District=69393-000&15tSchool=0000000
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9112/2016 View Reports

a i 2]

High $chool Graduate
Achievement Level Distribution

100 %

- -5 ] i i | gty | E

E & 38 3 =
75 % _ - - 5
R . . . .
0% : : ' T z

3rd Grade dth Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

W Standard Not Met: Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2 W Standard Met: Leval 3 % Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade e All
Grade

# of Students Enrolled 181 174 183 168 162 163 N/A 1,031
# of Students Tested 175 169 177 164 159 161 N/A 1,005
# of Students With Scores 175 169 177 164 159 161 N/A 1.005
Mean Scale Score 23821 2423.8 2468.6 2465.7 2497.6 2627.86 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 10 % 2% 10 % 4 % 4% 8% N/A 8 %
Standard Met: Level 3 18 % 20% 29% 21 % 25% 26 % N/A 23 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 28 % 21% 18 % 27 % 28% 34 % N/A 26 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 44 % 49 % 43 % 48 % 44 % 2% N/A 43 %

English Lanquage Arts/Literacy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard, The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

H Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 8% 7% 1% 5% 6% 14 % NIA 9%
Near Standard 41 % 41 % 44 % 38 % 48 % 45 % N/A 43 %
Below Standard 51% 52 % 45 % 57 % 47 % 41 % N/A 49 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

hitp:/feaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport ps=true&isiTestY ear=2016& st Test Type=R&lsG roup=9&IstCounty=43&1stDistrict=69393- 000421518 chool=0000000

(Ew]
1l

39



e R e T e O . T ol B i T i T e O e R e O e Y i T

o

P B e T e T i

—

9/12/2016

View Reports

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade 11th Grade All

}.‘ F & ",;t
g

ELEES S Above Standard 13 % 12 % 16 % 12 % 11 % 14 % N/A 13 %
Near Standard 42 % 46 % 47 % 38 % 53 % 56 % N/A 47 %
Below Standard 46 % 43 % 37 % 51% 6% 30% N/A 40 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

fJ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

¥’

2 Above Standard 8% 8% 9% 7 % 8% 1% N/A 9%
Near Standard 58 % 72 % 65 % 63 % 60 % 62 % N/A 64 %
Below Standard 33 % 20 % 27T % 29% 31% 27 % N/A 28 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

[_} Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 14 % 14 % 17 % 12% 12 % 15% N/A 14 %
Near Standard 49 % 50 % 60 % 55 % 48 % 52 % N/A 53 %
Below Standard a7 % 36 % 23 % 34 % 40 % I3 % N/A B%

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % . ; - - : e = __}
- | f : -
50 % =
25%

0% . . ST — -_..,_ p— v =S
3rd Grade 4th Grade 6th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3 ' Standard Exceeded: Level 4
icv n

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8ih Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 156 145 152 125 154 133 N/A B65

hup:/eanspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=trucdelsi Test Year=2016&Ist Test Ty pe=B&la1Group=9&1s1County=43& st District=69393 -00082 1515 chool = 0000000

ml
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9/12/2016 View Reports

# of Students Tested 148 143 147 123 153 132 NIA 846

# of Students With Scores 148 143 147 123 153 132 N/A 846

Mean Scale Score 24248 24483 2496.7 2606.6 2531.56 2667.5 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 24 % 16 % 18 % 11 % 8% 6 % NIA 14 %
Standard Met: Level 3 20% 25% 30 % 28 % 36 % 47 % N/A 31 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2  29% 25% 25 % 32% 27 % 27 % N/A 28 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 26 % 34 % 27 % 29 % 29 % 20 % N/A 28 %

English Language Ars/Literacy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students’ performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above

standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 22% 15 % 21% 11 % 14 % 20 % NIA 17 %
Near Standard 45 % 47 % 47 % 51 % 52 % 49 % NIA 48 %
Below Standard 34 % 38 % 32 % 38 % 34 % 0% NIA 34 %
WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?
) Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
| Above Standard 24 % 16 % 27 % 22% 20 % 20% N/A 21 %
Near Standard 48 % 55 % 48 % 41 % 52% 58 % NIA 50 %
Below Standard 30 % 29 % 26 % 37 % 28% 21% N/A 29 %
LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?
ﬂ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
¢ Above Standard 20 % 19 % 10 % 8% 16 % 11% N/A 14 %
Near Standard 66 % 63 % 73% 70 % 62 % 70 % N/A 67 %
Below Standard 14 % 18 % 16 % 21% 22% 18 % N/A 18 %
RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?
Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 22% 13 % 24 % 18 % 22% 23% NIA 21 %
Near Standard 67 % 64 % 61 % 62 % 58 % 55 % N/A 59 %
Below Standard 20% 23 % 15 % 20 % 21% 22% N/A 20 %

hitp/icaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&isiTestY car=2016& st Tes( Ty pe=B&IstGroup=9&IstCounty=43&ls1 District=69393-000& 1515 chool =(000000

5/9
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9/12/2016 View Reporls

College Graduate

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %
75 %
50 %
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
H Standard Not Met: Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 2 Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade i All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 228 243 218 241 219 193 NIA 1,342
# of Students Tested 224 238 212 225 215 187 N/A 1,301
# of Students With Scores 223 238 21 225 215 186 N/A 1,298
Mean Scale Score 2458.7 2489.7 26843.3 254%.0 2588.6 2694.7 NIA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 39 % 42 % 36 % 23 % 27 % 21% N/A 32%
Standard Met: Level 3 26 % 24 % 33 % 41 % 39 % 46 % NIA 34 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 17 % 15% 19 % 19 % 21% 20 % N/A 19 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 17 % 20 % 12 % 17 % 12 % 13% N/A 15 %

English Language Arts/Literacy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5ih Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 33% 39 % 36% 24 % 36 % 38% N/A 34 %
Near Standard 47 % 37 % 43 % 52 % 45 % 42 % N/A 44 %
Below Standard 20% 24 % 21 % 24 % 19% 19 % N/A 21%

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

hitp://canspp.cde.ca.govisb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lsiTestY ear=20 1 6&1stTest Ty pe=B&1siGroup=0&1stCounty=43&IstDistrici=69393-000&151 5 chool=0000000



9/12/2016

hitp:ficanspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewRepor?ps=truc&lsi TestY eur=2016&Is1 Test Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=0& IstCounty =43 &1s1 Districi=69393-000& st School 0000000

View Reports

( | Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
5
|

= Above Standard 36 % 5% 47 % 7% 47 % 33 % N/A 39 %
Near Standard 45 % 49 % 40 % 42 % 41 % 55 % N/A 45 %
Below Standard 18 % 16 % 13 % 20 % 12 % 12 % N/A 16 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

y(J Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
(7.

Above Standard 26 % 28 % 24 % 19 % 27 % 26% N/A 25%
Near Standard 64 % 63 % 68 % 70 % 66 % 62 % N/A 66 %
Below Standard 10 % 9% 8% 1% 7% 12 % N/A 9%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8ih Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 36 % 34 % 54 % 37 % 38B% 34 % N/A 39 %
Near Standard 48 % 53 % 40 % 52 % 49 % 51 % N/A 49 %
Below Standard 15 % 13 % 6 % 1% 13 % 15 % N/A 12%

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % B o)
5% | | 4
.
50 % = i
oy | NN - i
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade Eth Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
| Standard Not Met; Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3  Standard Excaeded: Level 4
nt Level

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 211 208 182 163 114 124 NIA 1,002

719
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View Reports

# of Students Tested 201 205 176 160 110 121 N/A 873
# of Students With Scores 201 205 176 160 110 121 N/A 973
Mean Scale Score 2496.9 2519.5 2661.9 2598.5 2611.0 2633.9 N/A NFA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 56 % 49 % 53 % 52 % 40 % 40% N/A 50 %
Standard Met: Level 3 26 % 26 % 18 % 28 % 35% 39 % N/A 27 %
Standard Nearly Met; Level2 12 % 14 % 13% 12 % 15 % 16 % N/A 13 9%
Standard Not Met: Lavel 1 6 % 1% 16 % B % 9% 6 % N/A 10 %
Enalish | ArtsL Scale S R
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment, The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 52 % 47 % 49 % 44 % 45 % 55 % N/A 49 %
Near Standard 3B % 38 % 31 % 42 % 40 % 36 % N/A 37 %
Below Standard 10% 15% 19 % 14 % 15 % 10 % N/A 14 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

v : : Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade B8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 55% 41 % 59 % 56 % 56 % 49 % N/A 52 %
Near Standard 36 % 48 % 25% 34 % 32% 44 % N/A 37 %
Below Standard 9% 10 % 16 % 9% 12 % 7% N/A 11 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

:’_//” Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
¢

Above Standard 43 % 32 % 41 % 39 % 43 % 34 % N/A 39 %
Near Standard 52 % 61 % 48 % 56 % 52 % 60 % NIA 55 %
Below Standard 5% 7% 1% 5% 5% 7% NIA 7%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

I—& Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 51 % 45 % 60 % 59 % 45 % 45 % N/A 51 %
Near Standard 43% 45 % 28% 38% 45 % 47 % N/A 41 %
Below Standard 6 % 10 % 11 % 4% 9% 7 % N/A 8%

http:/fcanspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReporl?ps=truc&lsiTestYear=2016&1stTest Ty pe=B&l st Group=9&1s1County=43&Ist Disirict=69393-000&151School=0000000

8/9



122016 View Reports

d ion == dt
Not a High School Graduate
High School Graduate
Some College (includes AA Degree)
Collage Graduate
Graduate School/Post Graduate
d on --

htip:ffeanspp.cde.ca. govlsb2016/ViewReport?ps=lrucdelst Test Year=201 6&1s( Test Ty pe=R&IstGroup=9&IstCounty=43& |5t District=69393-000&151School = 0000000

9/9
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9/12/2016 View Reports

« Back lo Search
int Test Resulls | Get Research Files
Test Results for:

Campbell Union District

CDS Code: 43-69393-0000000
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

SURANL Y Fol =020 CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥  Parent Education v Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Results.

in order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (%) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet lest results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)
esults by Parent Education

Achievement Level Distribution

hup:leanspp.cde.en. gov/sh2016/ViewRepor ps=true&lstTestY car=20 168 Ist Tes Ty pe= B&ISIG roup=9&1stCounty=43& st District=69303-000& st School=0000000 118



9/12/2016 View Reporls

100 % Daaaam 2 E——ss goeraca [T
50 %
N .
0% ; ; . . ‘ e : 3=
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 H Standard Met: Level 3 % Slandard Exceeded: Level 4
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6&th Grade T7th Grade B8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 91 71 73 76 81 83 N/A 475
# of Students Tested 91 71 71 75 81 78 N/A 467
# of Students With Scores 91 71 71 75 79 75 NIA 462
Mean Scale Score 23936 24127 2446.6 2464.6 24409 24779 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded; Level 4 7% 1% 4% 4% 3% 4% N/A 4%
Standard Met: Level 3 22 % 15 % 7% 12 % 10 % 9% N/A 13 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2  29% 38 % 37 % 31 % 25% 24 % N/A 30 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 43 % 45 9% 52 % 53 % 62 % 63 % NIA 53 %
Mathematics Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' parformance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due ta rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 16 % 7% 7% 7 % 5% 5 % N/A 8%
Near Standard 32 % 30 % N % 25 % 25% 28 % N/A 29%
Below Standard 52 % 63 % 62 % 68 % 70 % 67 % N/A 63 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 11 % 3% 4% 5% 4% 8% NIA 6%

Near Standard 45 % 49 % 35% 36 % 30 % 45 % N/A 40 %

hup:/feanspp.cde.ci gov/sh2016/ViewRepon?ps=truedelstTest Year=2016& 18t Test Ty pe=B&IstGroup=0&IstCounty =43 &I st Distric1=69393-000& 1stSchool = 0000000
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Below Standard 44 % 48 % 61% 59 % 66 % 47 % NIA  54%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 15 % 3% 4% 3% 8% 5% NIA 7%
Near Standard 56 % 42 % 39% 55 % 38 % 44 % N/A 46 %
Below Standard 29 % 55 % 56 % 43 % 54 % 51 % N/A 47 %

i ieveme I i

High School Graduate

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % - e T —_ = - — ~—

| TR T | R £ &5
75 % g 3
50 nh .

!
25%
0% ; —y ' -y : i
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

B Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 = Standard Met: Level 3 % Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Matl lics Achi ! Descriot
Overall Achievement
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade i All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 181 174 183 168 162 163 N/A 1,031
# of Students Tested 178 170 180 164 160 161 N/A 1,013
# of Students With Scores 178 169 179 164 160 160 N/A 1,010
Mean Scale Score 2397.8 24404 2462.2 2486.8 24701 2487.3 N/A NIA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 12 % 7 % 8% 10 % 4 % 9% NfA 8%
Standard Met: Level 3 19 % 20% 12 % 15 % 12% 15 % N/A 15 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 28 % 38 % 34 % 26 % MN% 22% NIA 30 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 40 % 36 % 48 % 49 % 53 % 54 % N/A 46 %
Mathematics Scale Score Ranaes

Areas
Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at studenls' performance on the overall assessment. The results

htip://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=trucélsiTestY car=20164&1sTest Ty pe=B &l siGronp=9&IstCounty=43&Ist District=69393-000&15tSchool = 0000000 3/8
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in these key areas for each subject are reported using the fallowing three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above

standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 16 % 15 % 12 % 15 % 8 % 1% N/A 13 %
Near Standard 37 % 33 % 26% 25% 27 % 28% N/A 29 %
Below Standard 48 % 51 % 62 % 60 % 66 % 62 % N/A 58 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 19 % 11 % 6% 1% 6% 11 % N/A 1%
Near Standard 44 % 54 % 39% 34 % 43 % 44 % N/A 43 %
Below Standard 38 % 36 % 55 % 55% 51% 45 % N/A 46 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 15 % 8% 6% 10 % 8% 8% N/A 9%
Near Standard 57 % 52 % 45 % 45 % 48 % 55 % NIA 50 %
Befow Standard 29 % 40 % 49 % 45 % 44 % 38 % MNIA 41 9%

M i A Ao vl bt

Some College (includes AA Dearee)
Achievement Level Distribution

100 %

75 %

50 %

25%

D%

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade

B Standard Not Met: Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Level 4

: lics Achi Ll D

Overall Achievement

1

g |

All

hitp:/feaaspp.ede.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=iruedlstTestYear=20 1 6& st Test Ty pe=B& st Group=9&IsiCounty=43& st Districi=69393-000& st Sehool = 0000000
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11th

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 156 145 152 125 154 133 NIA 865
# of Students Tested 150 144 147 123 153 133 NIA 850
# of Students With Scores 150 143 147 122 153 133 N/A 848
Mean Scale Score 2436.4 2466.1 2483.9 2494.8 2614.8 2536.6 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 20% 13 % 16 % 12 % 13 % 15 % N/A 15 %
Standard Met: Level 3 34 % 22% 15 % 16 % 19 % 17 % N/A 21 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 25 % 37 % 30 % 35% 29 % 30 % N/A 31 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 21 % 28 % 39% 37 % 39 % 38 % N/A 33 %
i &

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptars provide a more detailed look at students' perfarmance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

. Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 33 % 20% 19 % 18 % 17 % 20 % N/A 21%
Near Standard 30% 39 % 3% 33% 3% 38 % NIA 36 %
Below Standard 29 % 41 % 48 % 45 % 50 % 41 % NIA 43 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5ih Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 32 % 19 % 14 % 16 % 18 % 18 % N/A 20%
Near Standard 40 % 49 % 41 % 42 % 41 % 56 % N/A 45 %
Below Standard 28 % 32 % 44 % 43 % 41 % 26 % N/A 35 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 29 % 20 % 13 % 14 % 18 % 17 % N/A 19 %
Near Standard 55 % 46 % 47 % 48 % 51 % 48 % N/A 49 %
Below Standard 15% 34 % 40 % 38 % 31 % 5% N/A 32%

Mat o A i { Level Descri

hup:/icaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sh2016/ViewReporIps=true&lstTestY ear=2016&1s1 Test Ty pe=Bé&1stGroup=9&1stCounty=43&]siDistrici=69393-000& st School=0000000
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College Graduate

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %
5%
50 %
25 %
0% — - - 1 "
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
| Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3 “ Standard Exceeded: Level 4

t i i |

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade e All
Grade
# of Students Enralled 227 243 217 241 220 193 N/A 1,341
# of Students Tested 223 238 211 230 218 188 NIA 1,308
# of Students With Scores 223 238 AR 230 217 187 N/A 1,308
Mean Scale Score 24625 2514.6 26424 2546.9 2574.0 2697.9 N/A NIA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 33 % 37 % 35% 28 % 33 % 40 % N/A 34 %
Standard Met: Level 3 7% 30 % 24 % 23 % 22 % 17 % NIA 26 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 15 % 23% 23% 26 % 24 % 23% N/A 2%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 15 % 11 % 18 % 23% 21% 21 % NIA 18 %

Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achlevement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard, The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding,

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

@ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 49 % 48 % 45 % 2% 41 % 44 % NIA 43 %
Near Standard 34 % 33 % 3% 38 % 31 % 32 % N/A 33 %
Below Standard 17 % 19 % 24% 30 % 28 % 24 % NIA 24 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

hup:/eanspp.ede.ca. gov/sh2016/ViewRepori?ps=trucdst TestY ear=20 1 6& st Test Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=9&Is1County=43&1s1 District=69393-000& st School=0000000
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Above Standard 45 % 41 % 37 % 29 % 37 % 7% NIA
Near Standard 35 % 42 % 41 % 48 % 42 % 48 % NIA
Below Standard 20 % 18 % 21 % 23% 21 % 15 % N/A

38 %

42 %

20 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in

order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 44 % 44 % 31 % 33% 38 % 40 % N/A 3B %
Near Standard 45 % 40 % 48 % 47 % 47 % 44 % N/A 45 %
Below Standard 1% 16 % 21% 21% 15% 17 % N/A 17 %
Mathematics Area Achievement Level Descriptors
Graduate School/Post Graduate
Achievement Level Distribution
100 % ;- = 1) E : [ ] f = ; - _" t &
i | - | | " -
5% (| = ’ B [ | AL o i r
] o I i ] 1
’ | | E : ’ i ' 4 ! -
P l‘ ] a3
50% | | 4 g ___] £ _ S E 3 £ i
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade Eth Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade
B Standard Not Met; Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Leve| 2 B Standard Met: Level 3 ¢ Standard Exceeded: Level 4
M ics Ach 10 .
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 211 208 182 163 114 124 N/A 1,002
# of Students Tested 207 207 178 159 110 121 NIA 982
# of Students With Scores 207 207 178 159 110 121 N/A 982
Mean Scale Score 2604.8 2536.0 2666.6 2598.6 2607.0 2666.1 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 54 % 48 % 54 % 52 % 49% 58 % N/A 52 %
Standard Met: Level 3 0% 29 % 14 % 21 % 19% 17 % NIA 23 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2  10% 18 % 16 % 16 % 17 % 16 % N/A 15 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 5% 7% 16 % 1% 156 % 9% N/A 10 %

htp:ficaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh20 16/ViewReport? ps=truclstTestY ear=2016& st Test Ty pe=B&I1siG roup=9&1stCounty=43 &Is1District=69393-000& 1515 chool= 0000000
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Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors pravide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add fo 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

.|| Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 66 % 58 % 59 % 55% 57 % 63 % N/A 60 %
Near Standard 26 % 29 % 21% 28 % 23% 23% N/A 25 %
Below Standard 8% 13 % 20 % 16 % 20 % 14 % N/A 15 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 60 % 51% 52 % 50 % 50 % 65 % N/A 55%
Near Standard 33% 39 % 29 % 36 % 35% 26 % N/A 33%
Below Standard 6% 10 % 19 % 14 % 15 % 8% N/A 12%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 64 % 50 % 47 % 50 % 47 % 55 % NIA 53%
Near Standard 2% 42 % 36 % 8% 38 % 35% N/A 7%
Below Standard 4% 9% 17 % 12 % 15 % 10 % NIA 10 %
Mathematics Area Achievement Level Descriptors
ion -- Dacline

hup:ficanspp.cde.ca.govisb2016/ViewReponTps=truedlstlestY car=2016&lst Test Ty pe=B& s roup=9&IstCounty=43& s District=69393-000& 15 School=0000000
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- Back to Search
int Test Resulls | Get Research Files

Test Results for:

Campbell Union District

CDS Code: 43-69393-0000000
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

SUMMARY REPORT CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥ - Ethnicity v Apply Selections

To learn more about the resuits displayed below, please visit Underslanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Results,

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instaad of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)
esults by Ethnicity
ENGHESH LANGUAGT AR HLITERACY
Black or African American.

Achievement Level Distribution

100% | l
! f
=l
T5% | 3 -
50 %
25 %
0% : : L= y . 2,
3rd Grade 4th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
W Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Neary Met: Level 2 M Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Level 4
i
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 28 43 27 38 29 19 NIA 184

 ha Jr:ffcanspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewRepori?ps=truc&ilstTest Y ear=2016& st Test Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=5&IsiCounty=43 &l stDistrict=69393-000& 1s1Scheol=0000000
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# of Students Tested 25 41 25 38 29 19 N/A 177

# of Students With Scores 25 41 25 38 29 19 N/A 177

Mean Scale Score 2435.5 2425.0 2510.2 2604.8 2626.2 2683.1 NIA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 24% 5% 24 % 11 % 10 % 21 % N/A 14 %
Standard Met: Level 3 24 % 22% 32% 34 % 24 % 37 % N/A 28 %
Standard Nearly Met; Level 2 28% 27 % 8% 26 % 31 % 21% N/A 24 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 24 % 48 % 36 % 29 % 34 % 21 % N/A 33 %

English Language Ars/Literacy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 24 % 10 % 40 % 5% 17 % 32% NIA 19 %
Near Standard 40 % 51% 32% 54 % 55 % 47 % N/A 48 %
Below Standard 36 % 39 % 28 % 41 % 28 % 21 % NIA 34 %
WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?
‘ Y | Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
| —T Above Standard 20 % 7 Y% 32% 22% 24 % 37 % NIA 22 %
Near Standard 44 % 59 % 44 % 46 % 38 % 42 % NIA 47 %
Below Standard 6% 34 % 24% 32% 38 % 21% N/A 32 %
LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?
y Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
¢ Above Standard 20 % 7% 16 % 1% 17 % 21% N/A 14 %
Near Standard 60 % 71 % 72% 78% 45 % 53 % N/A 65 %
Below Standard 20% 22 % 12% 11% 38 % 26 % N/A 21 %
RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?
Elk Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al
Above Standard 28 % 10 % 20 % 24 % 17 % 26 % N/A 20%
Near Standard 64 % 59 % 76 % 55 % 62 % 47 % N/A 60 %
Below Standard 8% 2% 4 % 21% 21% 26 % N/A 20 %

hup:/icaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sh2016/ViewReport ?ps=truc&lstTestY car=2016&1s(Test Ty pe=B &lsl Group=S5&lsiCounty=43 &IstDisirict=69393-000&1s1School=0000000
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i iter i t el Descri
Amerigan Indian or Alaska Native
Achievement Level Distribution
100 % W

Bl
75 %
50 %
25%

D % T - T ¥ o 1 " ¥ = E -
3rd Grade 4th Grade * 5th Grade * 6th Grade * 7th Grade * 8th Grade * 11th Grade All
B Standard Mot Met: Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3 '~ Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Enalish Language Arts/Literacy Achievement Level Descriptors

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade &th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade o All
Grade

# of Students Enrolled N/A 4 3 4 2 1 N/A 14

# of Students Tested N/A 4 3 4 2 0 N/A 13

# of Students With Scores N/A 4 3 4 2 0 N/A 13
Mean Scale Score N/A 4 * . * * NIA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 NIA * g i g . N/A B %
Standard Met: Level 3 N/A : : ¥ ' 3 N/A 23 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 NIA . ’ i A E N/A N %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 N/A 2 * d " " N/A 38 %

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievernent level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

E Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard N/A * " * " - N/A 8 %
Near Standard N/A b 4 ¥ L * N/A 54 %
Below Standard N/A # * » * % N/A 3B %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

hitp://canspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lsiTestY ear=2016&1st Test Ty pe=B&ls1Group=5&IstCounty=43&IstDistrict=69393-000&1stSchool=0000000
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\ " Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8lh Grade 11th Grade All

rd |
ol

" Above Standard N/A . . . . " NA  23%
Near Standard NIA ¥ * ¥ L i N/A 46 %
Below Standard N/A w * d * " N/A 3%

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

% Area Performance Leve! 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

2
Above Standard N/A " - * 4 ] NIA 15 %
Near Standard NIA ' ¥ . ' ¥ N/A 69 %
Below Standard N/A ' " » . " N/A 15 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard N/A . A A ¥ " N/A 8%
Mear Standard N/A * ¥ i % % N/A 54 %
Below Standard N/A " " % & " NIA 38%

Asian

Achievement Level Distribution

100% , — . = e VSRR 3 e - s ‘ =

* | i i ! : | r:‘J |
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0% | | : ] ! -
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¥
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0o | E— ETEmm 00 [T

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
W Standard Nat Met: Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 ~ Standard Exceeded:; Level 4

iler. i
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade Al
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 119 119 108 101 a7 93 N/A 827

http://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=trucdelsi Test Year=2016& st Test Ty pe=B&1stGroup=5&IsiCounty=43& 15t District=69393-000& 515 chool=0000000
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# of Students Tested 111 117 103 98 B85 93 N/A 607
# of Students With Scores 111 117 103 98 85 93 N/A 607
Mean Scale Score 2604.2 2529.9 2570.9 2687.1 2600.7 2633.3 N/A N/IA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 59 % 53 % 50 % 42 % 35% 40 % N/A 47 %
Standard Met: Level 3 24 % 26 % 30 % 38 % 3B% 43 % N/A A%
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 12 % 15% 13 % 8 % 13 % 12% N/A 12 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 5% 6 % 8% 12% 14 % 5% N/A 8 %

Enalish Language Ans/Literacy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed |look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicatars: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievernent level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

E Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Abcve Standard 52 % 44 % 50 % 43 % 40 % 51 % N/A 47 %
Near Standard 43 % 44 % 35 % 41 % 42 % 40 % N/A 41 %
Below Standard 5% 12 % 16 % 16 % 18 % 10 % N/A 12 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

!
|

| AreaPerformance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Ahove Standard 57 % 46 % 58 % 58 % 55 % 48 % NIA 54 %
Near Standard 34 % 50 % 34 % 28 % 3% 47 % N/A 38 %
Below Standard 9% 4% 8% 14 % 14 % 4% N/A 9%

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

y Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
T

Above Standard 41 % 28 % M % 33% 34 % 34 % N/A 35 %
Near Standard 55 % 66 % 52 % 61 % 59 % 60 % N/A 59 %
Below Standard 4 % 6% 7% 6 % 7% 5% N/A 6%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

B Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 52 % 46 % 68 % 56 % 46 % 48 % N/A 53%
Near Standard 42 % 45 % 27 % 37 % 40 % 48 % N/A 40 %
Below Standard 5% 9% 5% 7% 14 % 3% N/A 7%

http://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lsiTest Y car=2016&L st Test Type=B &I stGroup=5&1stCounty=43 &I st District=69393 -000& 51 School =0000000 5113
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Eilipino.

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %

| | 4 e

} sl J]

75% = |
i AL i

£ ." ‘Ii

0% _- ] ¥ ) . Che ] i
3rd Grade dth Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 W Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 | Standard Met: Level 3 © Standard Exceeded: Level 4
i i Vi i

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade B All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 24 25 20 26 29 17 NIA 141
# of Students Tested 24 24 18 26 28 17 N/A 138
# of Students With Scores 24 24 19 26 28 17 NIA 138
Mean Scale Score 2459.6 2518.0 26128 2566.1 26456.0 2604.9 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 46 % 50 % 16 % 15% 1% 24 % N/A 27%
Standard Met: Level 3 17 % 25 % 42 % 50 % 36 % 47 % N/A 36 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 17 % 4% 32% M % 29 % 12 % NIA 21 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 21% 21 % 11 % 4% 25% 18 % NIA 17 %

Enalish Language Ads/Lileracy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students’ perfarmance on the overall assessment. The resulls
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 25% 46 % 16 % B% 11 % 47 % N/A 24 %
Near Standard 63 % 33% 63 % 77 % 46 % 29 % NIA 53 %
Below Standard 13 % 21% 21% 15 % 43 % 24 % N/A 23%

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

hup:/fcaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReport ?ps=truedelsiTestYear=2016&1st Test Ty pe=B &lsiGroup=5&IstCounty=43&1stDistricl=69393-000& 15t School = 0000000
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| Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Ahove Standard 46 % 42 % 37 % 3% 36 % 47 % N/A KRR
Near Standard 3B % 42 % 47 % 62 % 48 % 24 % N/A 44 %
Below Standard 17 % 17 % 16 % B % 18 % 29% N/A 17 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

:’__/} Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
2

Above Standard 25% 29 % 1% 15% 11 % 24 % N/A 19 %
Near Standard 67 % 63 % 79 % 73 % 75 % 59 % NIA 70%
Below Standard 8% 8% 1% 12% 14 % 18 % N/A 12%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 42 % 46 % 32% 31 % 21 % 41% NIA 35%
Near Standard 50 % 46 % 58 % 65 % 57 % 47 % NFA 54 %
Below Standard 8% 8% 1% 4% 21 % 12 % NIA 1%

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % - -
|
4;;
75%
50 %
25%
0% ! . = e - . - i
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Leval 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3 i Standard Exceeded: Level 4

iev 1

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 440 376 398 370 370 365 N/A 2,319

hilpificanspp.cde.ca.gav/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lstTestY car=20 1 6&1s(Test Ty pe=B&lstGroup=5&IsiCounty=43&1st District=69393- 0004 st $chool=0000000
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# of Students Tested 431 369 391 356 362 355 NIA 2,264

# of Students With Scores 430 369 390 356 361 355 N/A 2,261

Mean Scale Score 2391.7 2427.2 2470.8 2477.0 2501.3 2626.9 NIA N/IA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 14 % 12 % 10 % 7% 6 % 6 % N/A 9%
Standard Mel: Level 3 20% 20 % 26 % 23 % 24 % 29 % N/A 24%
Standard Nearly Mat: Level2 25 % 21 % 24 % 26 % 28 % 31% N/A 26 %
Standard Not Met; Level 1 41 % 47 % 40 % 44 % 42 % 34 % N/A 41 %

English Lanquage Ars/Literacy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement |level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade S5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 11 % 12 % 12% 6% 9% 13 % N/A 11 %
Near Standard 42% 38 % 42 % 42 % 44 % 46 % NIA 42 %
Below Standard 47 % 50 % 46 % 51 % 47 % 40 % N/A 47 %
WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?
‘ S Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade Sth Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bih Grade 11th Grade Al
| Above Standard 15 % 12 % 17 % 14 % 13 % 14 % NIA 14 %
Near Standard 43 % 44 % 45 % 38% 49 % 53 % N/A 45 %
Below Standard 42 % 44 % 37 % 48 % 38 % 33 % NIA 41 %
LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?
:’_J/ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 1% 12 % 8% 7% 1% 10 % N/A 10 %
Near Standard 60 % 65 % 66 % 63 % 59 % 63 % N/IA 63 %
Below Standard 29 % 23 % 26% 30 % 30 % 27% N/A 28 %
RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?
m, Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 17 % 11 % 20% 15% 14 % 17 % N/A 16 %
Near Standard 48 % 57 % 59 % 56 % 48 % 47 % NIA 52 %
Below Standard 35% 32% 21% 29 % 38 % 36 % N/A 32%

hitp:/feanspp.ede.ca,gov/sb2016/ViewRepor?ps=true&lsiTestY car=2016&1st Test Ty pe=B &lstGroup=5&IstCounty=43&1st District=69393-000&1s1School=0000000
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Enalish | AL — el Daica

ian o ific Isl

Achievement Level Distribution

100% | f

! A

L
75 %
50 %
25 %

0 % - ¥ ! - L] nin 1 ¥ . T T
3rd Grade * 4th Grade " 5th Grade * 6th Grade * 7th Grade * 8th Grade * 11th Grade
B Standard Not Met: Leve| 1 ® Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3 i Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Engii AL Achi i Meics

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5ih Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade b All
Grade

# of Students Enrolled 2 5 5 6 6 6 N/A 30

# of Students Tested 1 5 4 5 6 6 N/A 27

# of Students With Scores 1 5 4 5 6 8 N/A 27
Mean Scale Score : . . ¥ . i NIA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 i ’ : g ' ¥ N/A 15 %
Standard Met; Level 3 » b 2 ke " F N/A 37 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 » . . b . " N/A 15 %
Standard Not Met: Leval 1 ' * i ¥ # ¥ N/A 33%

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at studenls’ performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard A 2 ’ * o " NIA 22 %
Near Standard i ¥ . » . » N/A 37 %
Below Standard . 1 . 8 ‘ * N/A 41 %
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WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

< Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4ih Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

I3
i
| ™4
1

=l Above Standard ¥ " * id x ¥ N/A 22%
Near Standard . g * * L " NIA 56 %
Below Standard * * # " ¥ ¥ N/A 22 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

g Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

&)
4 Above Standard % o » ¢ * # NIA 4 %
Near Standard % s ® ¥ * " NIA 74 %
Below Standard " * i ¥ * % NIA 22%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

E{q Area Performance Leve! 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard - i L o iy * N/A 30%
MNear Standard * ¥ * " " % N/A 48 %
Below Standard ¢ * * " " " N/A 22%

Whita

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % ' =
75 % L
- .

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
® Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Lavel 4
uage iteracy Achievement Level riptor

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 190 223 216 217 221 182 N/A 1,248

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport? ps=trucd&lsiTesY car=2016&1sTes Ty pe=B&lstGroup=5&IstCounty=43&1st District=69393-000&1st5chool=0000000  10/13
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# of Students Tested 180 221 206 208 217 177 N/A 1,209

# of Students With Scores 180 221 206 208 217 177 N/A 1,209

Mean Scale Score 2480.0 25111 2661.1 2576.0 2691.7 2805.6 NIA NIA
Standard Exceeded: Lavel 4 49 % 45 % 43 % 37 % 30 % 23 % NIA 38 %
Standard Met: Level 3 23% 24 % 26 % 32% 40 % 47 % N/A 32 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 20 % 20% 16 % 22 % 18 % 24 % N/A 20 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 8% 12% 15 % 9% 12 % 7 % N/A 11 %

Engiish | AsiLit Scale S R
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assassment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard. and zbove
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

H Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 44 % 44 % 42 % 36 % 40 % 44 % N/A 41%
Near Standard 44 % 37 % 38 % 45 % 41 % 41 % NiA 41 %
Below Standard 12 % 18 % 19 % 18 % 19 % 16 % N/A 18 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

* Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4ih Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 47 % 38% 52 % 45 % 46 % 35% NIA 44 %
Near Standard 42 % 50 % 32 % 41 % 42 % 57 % NIA 44 %
Below Standard 11 % 12 % 16 % 14 % 12 % 8% NIA 12 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

y Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8ih Grade 11th Grade All
(7

Above Standard 36 % 34 % 30 % 30 % 34 % 24 % NIA 31%
Near Standard 61 % 62 % 63 % 63 % 58 % 69 % N/A 62 %
Below Standard 4% 5% 7% 7 % 8% 7% N/A 6 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

B\ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5lh Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8ith Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 42 % 38 % 53% 44 % 41 % 32% N/A 42 %
Near Standard 48 % 51 % 36 % 49 % 48 % 58 % N/A 48 %
Below Standard 9% 11 % 11 % 8 % 1% 10 % N/A 10 %

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lsi TestY car=2016&ls(Test Type=B &lstGroup=5&I1siCounty=43&Is(District=69393-000&IstSchool=0000000  11/13



T S

e

F e T

TN TN TN TN SN N e e,

9/13/2016

View Reports

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % = o o
E 3 | =3
75 % F 4 L : ':.":
ES b s
259, - _
oo | N - ;

3rd Grade 11th Grade All

« Standard Exceeded: Level 4

4th Grade
B Standard Not Met: Level 1

5th Grade
B Standard Nearly Metl: Level 2

6th Grade

7th Grade
® Standard Met: Level 3

Bth Grade

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade i All
Grade

# of Students Enrolled 58 56 44 19 17 18 N/A 212
# of Students Tested 58 53 43 19 17 18 N/A 208
# of Students With Scores 58 53 43 19 17 17 NIA 207
Mean Scale Score 2479.0 2503.0 2646.3 2625.7 2659.6 2669.8 NIA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 43 % 45 % 47 % 21% 18 % 24 % N/A 9%
Standard Met: Level 3 28 % 23 % 26 % 42 % 41 % B% N/A 29 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 19 % 8% 19 % 16 % 24 % 24 % N/A 16 %
Standard Not Met; Level 1 9% 25% 8% 21% 18 % 18 % NIA 15 %

English | Ats/Lit Scale § Ran
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level parcentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 47 % 38 % 42 % 21% 18 % 35% NIA 3B %
Near Standard 38 % 40 % 33 % 53 % 65 % 41 % NIA 41 %
Below Standard 16 % 23% 26 % 26 % 18 % 24 % N/A 21%

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

http://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport ?ps=truedlst TeslY ear=2016&1st Test Ty pe=B&lstGroup=5&IsiCounty=43 &1stDistrict=69393-000& 15 $chool=0000000
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| /| AreaPerformance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

/
| .

Above Standard 45 % 34 % 58 % 268% 41 % 29 % N/A 42 %
Near Standard 43 % 55 % 30 % 47 % 41 % 53 % N/A 44 %
Below Standard 12 % 1% 12% 26% 18 % 18 % N/A 14 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

_y Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al
(73

Abova Standard 34 % 30 % 26 % 16 % 12% 24 % N/A 27 %
Near Standard 60 % 57 % 65 % 68 % 71 % 59 % NIA 62 %
Below Standar 5% 13% 9% 16 % 18 % 18 % NIA 11 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Abave Standard 41% 42 % 60 % 32% 24 % 41 % NIA 43 %
Near Standard 50 % 43 % 26 % 63 % 53 % 38 % NIA 43 %
Below Standard 9% 15 % 14 % 5% 24 % 24 % N/A 14 %

Black or African American

ril Indi v
Asian
Eilipino
Hispanic or Latino
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
White
Ethnicity -- Two or More Races

hup:fcanspp.ede.ca.govisb2016/ViewRepor?ps=trucdlsiTestY car=20 1 6&|stTest Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=3&IstCounty=43&1st Disl ic1=69393-000&1s1S chool=0000000
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- Back to Search
ot Test Results | Get Research Files
Test Resulis for:

Campbell Union District

CDS Code: 43-89393-0000000
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

HUMIBIAIY U RORT CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 T Ethnicity r Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Resulls.

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students

had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)
esults by Ethnicity

Hispanic or Latino

hitp:/icaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lstTestY ear=2016&IstTest T'y pe=B&IstGroup=5&IsiCounty=43&IstDistrict=65393-000d&1s1School =0000000
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Achievement Level Distribution

View Reports

100% | » ' Cems
:-’ i g 'l ‘ ‘Efd
) i ) L
( 50 %
(
( 259%
( -
( 0% - ‘.

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade Tth Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
( B Standard Not Met: Level 1 ® Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 = Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Level 4
( hematics Achi t scriptor
( Overall Achievement
( 11th
( 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade All
Grade

(' # of Students Enralled 28 43 27 3s 29 19 N/A 184
(
( # of Students Tested 25 41 26 38 29 19 N/A 178
(5 # of Students With Scores 25 41 26 37 29 17 N/A 175

Mean Scale Score 24348 2446.2 2478.6 2509.9 2603.4 2681.8 NIA N/A
] Standard Exceeded: Level 4 28 % 5% 23% 16 % 14 % 29% N/A 17 %
( Standard Met: Level 3 24 % 17 % 12% 19 % 24 % 24 % N/A 18 %
i Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 28 % 51 % 15% 32 % 17 % 29 % N/A 31%
( Standard Not Met: Level 1 20 % 27 % 50 % 32% 45 % 18 % N/A B%
( Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
( Areas
( Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
. in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
L standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.
;
\ CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?
"
> Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
> Above Standard 8%  10%  27%  22% 7%  41% NA  22%
L
p Near Standard 40 % 41 % 15 % 35% 31% 18 % N/A 2%
¥
f Below Standard 2% 49 % 58 % 43 % 52 % 41 % N/A 46 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
: their problem solving skills?
; Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 40 % 12 % 27 % 19 % 14 % 29% N/A 22%

3 hup:ficaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport! ps=truedlstTestY car=2016&I5 Test Ty pe=B&Ist Group=5&1stCounty=43&stDistrict=69393-000& IstSchool =0000000 2/12
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Near Standard 40% 46 % 15 % 38% 48 % 59 % NA  41%

Below Standard 20% M % 58 % 43 % 38 % 12 % N/A 38 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5ih Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 40 % 7% 19 % 14 % 21% 18 % N/A 18 %
Near Standard 40 % 59 % 42 % 54 % 41 % 71% N/A 51 %
Below Standard 20 % 34 % 38 % 32% 38 % 12% NIA 31%

dian o

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % i
75%
50 %
25%
0% = = e , i s F=s s S §
3rd Grade 4th Grade * 5th Grade * 6th Grade * 7th Grade * 8th Grade * 11th Grade
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 W Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 * Standard Exceeded: Lavel 4
Overall Achievement
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade e All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled N/A 4 3 4 2 1 N/A 14
# of Students Tested N/A 4 3 3 2 0 N/A 12
# of Students With Scores N/A 4 3 3 2 0 N/A 12
Mean Scale Score N/A 2 i T 2 # NIA N/IA
Standard Exceeded; Level 4 N/A ¥ : g # 8 N/A 0%
Standard Met: Level 3 N/A " * % ¥ * N/A 25 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 N/A B " * " * N/A 33%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 N/A * . y e " N/A 42 %

Areas

Al

- http:/feanspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lstTestY car=2016&lst Test Ty pe=R&lst Group=5&1st County=43&IstDistrict=69393-000& st School=0000000
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Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard NIA * * i ¥ o N/A 8%
Near Standard N/A G " ¥ " ¥ N/A 42 %
Below Standard N/A i g * * " N/A 50 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard N/A * * . i % N/A 0%
Near Standard N/A X " E ¥ * NIA 50 %
Below Standard N/A » o ki * i N/A 50 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard N/A " L ¥ * x NIA 0%

Near Standard N/A n A * ¥ * N/A 67 %

Below Standard N/A . E * = e N/A 3%
" Achi | 0 int

Asgian

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % = - =
] il

ke "

75 % ! i e
] 8

| -

50 % L___J
25% K, - E

i : o s BN B0 :
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 ® Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 H Standard Met: Level 3 ‘I Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Mathematics Achievement Level Descriplors

Overall Achievement

htlp:lfcaas;:p.cd&ca.guvfshZU1GNiewRepen?ps=tmc&lstTclecam201G&ISITcslTyp-::B&ls!Group:S&tstCounLy=43&lleislricl=69393-000&lstSchml:0000()()0 4/12
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3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade e All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 119 119 108 101 a7 93 N/A 627
# of Sludents Tested 117 119 104 98 85 93 NIA 6186
# of Studenls With Scores 117 119 104 o8 85 93 N/A 616
Mean Scale Score 2520.8 2549.2 2684.0 2608.4 2616.6 2667.8 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 62 % 49 % 59 % 53 % 53 % 65 % N/A 56 %
Standard Met: Level 3 26 % 3B % 19 % 24 % 20% 15 % N/A 24 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 10 % 16 % 15 % 16 % 19 % 13 % N/A 15 %
Standard Not Met: Leve| 1 2% 3% 7% 6 % 8% 8% NIA 5%
Mathematics Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievement Lavel Descriptors provide a more detailed lock at students' performance an the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

2 Above Standard 75 % 65 % 68 % 59 % 61 % 67 % N/A 66 %
Near Standard 22 % 30 % 22% 32% 26 % 25 % N/A 26 %
Below Standard 3% 5% 10 % 9% 13% 9% NIA 8%

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Lavel 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 65 % 53 % 57 % 56 % 54 % 65 % N/A 58 %
Near Standard 31 % 40 % 30 % 35 % 33% 28% N/A 33 %
Below Standard 4% 7% 13% 9% 13% 8 % N/A 9%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 1% 60 % 54 % 57 % 55 % 61 % N/A 60 %

Near Standard 27 % 33 % 34 % 33 % 33 % 3N% N/A 32 %

Below Standard 2% 8% 13 % 10 % 12 % 8% N/A 8 %
Matt ics A Achi T —

hup:/feaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewRepor?ps=true&lst Test Year=2016&1sTes Type=B&lsiGroup=5&I1stCounty=43 &Ist Districl=69303-000& |5t School =0000000
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Eilipino_

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % : nE
'_ i

L

5% |
- -
B .

0% -~ : - v .
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
| Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 /¢ Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Mal ics Achi ! Level Descri

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade b5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade ik All
Grade

# of Students Enrolled 24 25 20 26 29 17 N/A 141
# of Students Tested 24 24 19 26 29 17 NIA 139
# of Students With Scores 24 24 19 26 29 17 NIA 139
Mean Scale Score 2473.0 2526.7 2601.7 2670.3 2637.3 2669.7 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 3% 42 % 1% 35% 17 % 29% N/A 28%
Standard Met: Level 3 46 % 33% 26 % 27 % 21% 12 % N/A 28 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 13% 13 % 42 % 23 % 28% 24 % N/A 23 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 8% 13 % 21% 15 % 34% 5% N/A 21%

Mathemalics Scale Score Ranges
Areas
Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Ahaove Standard 58 % 58 % 11 % 46 % 28 % 35% N/A 40 %
Near Standard 33 % 25% 53 % 35 % 24 % 29% N/A 32%
Below Standard 8% 17 % 37 % 19 % 48 % 35% N/A 27 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

i hup:/icaaspp.cde.ca. govisb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lsiTestY car=201 6& st lest Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=35&1s1County=43& 181 District=69393-000& IstSchool 0000000
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View Reports

50% 54 % 16 % 35% 21% 35% NIA 35 %
Near Standard 42 % 33% 53 % 54 % 45 % 41 % NiA 45 %
Below Standard 8% 13% 2% 12 % 34 % 24 % N/A 20%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in

order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5ih Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8ih Grade 14th Grade Al

Ahkove Standard 54 % 46 % 5% 38% 31% 29% N/A 359

Near Standard 42 % B% 58 % 46 % 45 % 47 % NIA 45 %

Below Standard 4% 17 % 37 % 15 % 24 % 24 % NIA 19 %

Mathematics Area Achievement Level Descriptors
Hispanic or Latino
Achievement Level Distribution
100 % ; .
75 % =
- .
o% : 7 e — - -y
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

| Standard Not Met: Level 1

B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2

® Standard Mel: Level 3

" Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Mathematics Achjevement Level Descriptors
Overall Achievement
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade i All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 438 376 397 370 a7 365 N/A 2318
# of Students Tested 435 372 391 360 366 355 N/A 2,279
i# of Students With Scores 435 371 390 360 363 353 N/A 2,272
Mean Scale Score 2406.0 2435.4 24641 2486.5 2473.0 2601.7 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 1% 7% 8% 9 % B % 10 % N/A 8%
Standard Met: Level 3 26 % 19% 13 % 13 % 11 % 12 % N/A 16 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 27 % 36 % 33% 28 % 31% 26 % N/A 30 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 36 % 38 % 46 % 50 % 53 % 52 % N/A 45 %

hutp://caaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReportTps=truc&lstTestY car=2016&lstTest Ty pe=B&lst Group=5&IstCounty=43&lstDistrict=69393-000&151School =0000000
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Mathem. e re Range:
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

. Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 19 % 14 % 12 % 13 % 8% 13 % N/A 13 %
Near Standard 38 % 32 % 28 % 26 % 27 % 29% NIA 0%
Below Standard 43 % 54 % 59 % 681 % 65 % 58 % NIA 56 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bih Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 19 % 12 % 7% 9% 7% 13 % N/A 12 %
Near Standard 43 % 49 % 39 % 36 % 40 % 47 % N/A 42 %
Below Standard 3B % 39 % 53 % 56 % 53 % 39% N/A 46 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Abave Standard 18 % 10 % 7% 9% 9 % 10 % N/A 11 %
Near Standard 57 % 48 % 46 % 46 % 48 % 50 % N/A 49 %
Below Standard 26 % 42 % 47 % 45 % 42% 41 % N/A 40 %

ci |

Achievement Level Distribution

hup:ficanspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReportps=true&isiTestY car=201 68 st Test Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=5& 15t ounty=43&1s1Disiicl=69393-000& IstSchool =0000000
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100 %
75 %
50 %
25%
0% : — PR e - ; S a
3rd Grade * 4th Grade * 5th Grade * 6th Grade * 7th Grade * 8th Grade * 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3 < Standard Exceeded: Level 4
M ics Achi | D "
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 2 5 5 6 6 6 N/A 30
# of Students Tested 1 5 4 3] 8 6 N/A 28
# of Students With Scores 1 5 4 6 8 8 N/A 28
Mean Scale Scora * * % : " s NIA NIA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 . . ¥ ¥ iy o NIA 14 %
Standard Met: Level 3 : * " * ’ * NIA 25 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ¥ * . ¥ r * N/A 18 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 ® J a * ¥ x N/A 43 %

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8ih Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard » i ¥ * ’ L N/A 21 %
Near Standard " * % ¥ ¥ * N/A 29 %
Below Standard % % * * * . N/A 50 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard * * ¥ " * # N/A 25%

Near Standard * * " g ud . N/A 36 %

hutp://eaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lsiTestY ear=201 6&1st Test Ty pe=B&lstGroup=5&IstCounty=43&]stDistrict=69393-000&51School=0000000
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Below Standard y & s 2 * * N/A 39 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8lh Grade 11th Grade  All

Above Standard " . . * " ¥ N/A 25 %

Near Standard Ll » * ¥ " * N/A 43 %

Below Standard * * * g * o N/A 32 %
1 A S|

White

Achievement Level Distribution

100% , .
A i
el
I §oy
75% | | 1[
| |
e 2
50 % -
Y
oo | N -

3rd Grade 4th Grade 6th Grade 6th Grade Tth Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade

B Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 B Standard Met: Level 3 “ Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Mathematics Achievement Level Descriptors

Overall Achievement

11th

J

T —
|

LTy

-
—_—

All

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade Al
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 190 223 215 217 221 182 N/A 1,248
# of Students Tested 183 222 208 209 217 178 NiA 1.217
# of Students With Scares 183 222 208 209 217 178 NIA 1,217
Mean Scale Score 24819 26271 2648.8 2672.6 26746 2806.4 N/A NIA
Standard Exceeded: Level4 44 % 43 % 44 % 36 % 34 % 9% N/A 40 %
Standard Met: Level 3 32% 29 % 16 % 26 % 22% 20% N/A 24 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 14 % 23 % 24 % 23% 22% 22% NIA 21%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 10 % 5% 16 % 14 % 22% 19 % NIA 14 %
Mathemalics Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' parformance on the overall assessment. The results

* hup:/feaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/V iewReport?ps=truc&lstTestY car=2016&1st Test Ty pe=Bé&isi Group=5&IstCounty=43&]stDistrict=69393-000&stSchool=0000000  10/12
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in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above

standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 58 % 54 % 50 % 38 % 42 % 44 % N/A 48 %
Near Standard 27 % 33 % 28 % 38 % 28 % 33% N/A 31%
Below Standard 14 % 14 % 23 % 23% 29 % 23% N/A 21%

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 55 % 44 % 43 % 7% 40 % 41 % N/A 43 %
Near Standard 32% 45 % 7% 48 % 37 % 45 % NIA 41 %
Below Standard 13 % 10 % 21 % 15 % 23% 14 % N/A 16 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade Gth Grade 7th Grade 8ih Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 52 % 49 % 3B % 39% 38 % 42 % N/A 42 %
Near Standard 42 % 42 % 45 % 46 % 43 % 44 % NIA 44 %
Below Standard 6% 9% 21 % 14 % 18 % 15 % NIA 14 %
Mall lics A Achi D 3
== 0 or

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % . S ' i . a

f | | ‘ | 1 Jl 4 | [ |

E B B B B

- 4 | | g 0%

75% E : . rag I-____ = L
4 | 3 ]

f L=l EoE E
50 %
E—==m
B -
U % ¥ -- ' e = +
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade Tth Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
B Standard Net Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Mel: Level 3 ' Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Mall ics Achi | |0 it

Overall Achievement

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca, gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lsiTestY car=2016&1st Test Ty pe= B&lstGroup=5&IstCounty=43&1si District=69393-000& 15t School=0000000
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11th

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade

# of Students Enrolled 58 56 44 19 17 18 N/A 212
# of Students Tested 58 53 43 19 17 18 N/A 208
# of Students With Scores 58 52 43 19 17 17 N/A 208
Mean Scale Score 2479.4 2619.2 2643.0 268321 2666.8 2664.9 NIA NIA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 43 % 40 % 40 % 32 % 29% 24 % N/A 8%
Standard Met: Level 3 38 % 25% 18 % 11 % 24 % 35% N/A 21%
Standard Nearly Met: Level2  10% 23% 23% 37 % 29 % 6% N/A 20 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 9% 12 % 19 % 21 % 18 % 5% N/A 16 %

ati I =]
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students’ performance on the overall assessment, The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may nol add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade Bth Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
et

- Above Standard 55 % 54 % 49 % 37 % 24 % 29% NIA 47 %
Near Standard 31 % 31 % 23% 37 % 53 % 35% N/A 32 %
Below Standard 14 % 15 % 28 % 26 % 24 % 35 % NIA 21%

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade  All

Above Standard 50 % 44 % 5% 7% 29 % 29 % N/A 41 %
Near Standard 40 % 42 % 49 % 42 % 59 % 41% N/A 44 %
Below Standard 10 % 13 % 16 % 21% 12 % 29% NIA 15%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade  All

Abcve Standard 53 % 5% 40 % 16 % 20 % 24 % N/A 3B %

Near Standard 40 % 46 % 37 % 74 % 47 % 47 % N/A 45 %

Below Standard 7% 19 % 23 % 11% 24 % 29% N/A 17 %
M lics A Achi ! D ipt

o http://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReportIps=true&lstTestY ear=2016&IstTes! Ty pe=B&IstGroup=5&1stCounty=43&1stDisirict=69393-000&1stSchool=0000000
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" Back to Search
nt Test Resulls | Get Research Files

Test Results for:

Campbell Union District

CDS Code: 43-69393-0000000
Camphbell Union District

Santa Clara County

SURMIANAT Y fIE O CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
20186 ¥  Economic Status v Apply Selections

Ta learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Resulls.

In arder to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test resuits where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)
esults by Economic Status

Economically Disadvantaged

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % r -
1 % _._,_.:
!
|
75%
50 % -
N .
0% - = : ‘ !
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 ® Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 = Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Leve| 4
i el cri
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 408 387 380 351 351 320 N/A 2,207

htip:licaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=trucddsiTestY car=2016& st Test Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=3&1stCounty=43&Ist Districi=69393-0008& 1515 choal =0000000

177
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# of Students Tested 402 378 382 342 345 309 N/A 2,158

# of Students With Scores 401 378 381 342 344 309 N/A 2,185

Mean Scale Score 23874 2421.0 2466.6 24721 24841 2624.3 N/A NIA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 12% 10 % 10 % 6 % 5% 6 % N/A 8%
Standard Met: Level 3 19 % 20% 25% 21 % 23 % 28% N/A 23%
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 26 % 21% 23 % 29 % 26 % 31 % N/A 26 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 43 % 49 % 43 % 44 % 46 % 34 % NIA 43 %

English Lanquage Arts/Literacy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and ahove

standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 10 % 8% 12 % 6 % 8 % 12% NIA 9%
Near Standard 43 % 40 % 41% 40 % 43 % 45 % N/A 42 %
Below Standard 47 % 52 % 47 % 54 % 49 % 43 % NIA 49 %
WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?
| #4 - ' Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
| Above Standard 14 % 10 % 17 % 12% 14 % 12 % N/A 13 %
Near Standard 40 % 46 % 44 % 38 % 45 % 53 % N/A 44 %
Below Standard 45 % 44 % 38 % 50 % 41% 34 % NIA 42 %
LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?
# Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade 11th Grade Al
Above Standard 9% 11 % 7% 7% 10 % 10 % NIA 9%
Near Standard 61 % 65 % 68 % 64 % 57 % 64 % N/A 63 %
Below Standard 30 % 24 % 25 % 29 % 34 % 26% N/A 28 %
RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?
‘3‘ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 81h Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 15 % 11 % 19 % 13 % 14 % 16 % N/A 15 %
Near Standard 47 % 55 % 58 % 56 % 46 % 48 % N/A 52 %
Below Standard 38 % 34 % 23% 30% 40 % 37 % N/A 34 %

htp://canspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=trucdelstTest Year=2016& st Test Type=B &1stGroup=3 &IstCounty=43 &Ist District=69393-000& 151 School =0000000
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Achievement Level Distribution

100% , & s
| B .
. A
[ £ =]
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75% {(r ::_5
| 5
N -
o -
oo | NI

3rd Grade Ath Grade 5th Grade Bth Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
B Standard Not Met: Leve| 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 | Standard Met: Level 3 # Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade e All
Grade
# of Students Enrolied 476 479 450 443 420 393 NIA 2,661
# of Students Tested 451 470 431 423 410 386 N/A 2571
# of Students With Scores 451 470 431 423 410 385 NIA 2,570
Mean Scale Score 24787 2611.6 2661.8 2666.4 2683.9 2601.0 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 48 % 45 % 42 % 33% 27 % 24 % N/A 37 %
Standard Met: Level 3 25% 25% 29 % 36 % 38 % 44 % N/A 32%
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 18 % 16 % 16 % 17 % 21 % 21% N/A 18 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 10 % 14 % 12% 14 % 14 % 11 % N/A 12 %

English L Ars/Lit Scale Score R
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' perfarmance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three Indicators; below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level parcentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Abave Standard 42 % 43 % 41 % 31% 34 % 41 % NIA 39%
Near Standard 43 % 39 % 40 % 50 % 45 % 43 % N/A 43 %
Below Standard 15 % 18 % 18 % 20 % 21% 16 % N/A 18 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

B hip:/feaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sh2016/ViewRepon?ps=true&lsiTestY ear=2016&1s(Test Ty pe=BédstGroup=3&IstCounty=43&stDistrict=69393-0008& st School=0000000

3



o~ — —

I e, —

F o T i B e B e

e I

9/12/2016 View Reports

e/ : ' Area Perfarmance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 45 % 38 % 51% 45 % 43 % 35% N/A 43 %
Near Standard 43 % 50 % 35% 39 % 43 % 53 % N/A 44 %
Below Standard 12 % 12% 13% 17 % 15 % 12 % N/A 13 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

._J__‘I} Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8lh Grade 11th Grade Al
2

Above Standard 35 % 30 % 31% 26 % 29% 25% NIA 29 %
Near Standard 59 % 64 % 59 % 64 % 61 % 63 % N/A G2 %
Below Standard 6 % 6 % 10 % 9% 10 % 12 % N/A 9%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Iﬁ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11ith Grade All

Above Standard 43 % 38 % 55 % 43 % 38 % 35% NIA 42 %
Near Standard 49 % 50 % 38 % 48 % 51 % 52 % N/A 48 %
Below Standard 8% 11 % B % 9% 13 % 13 % N/A 10%

cally Disacv. 8

Achievement Level Distribution

100% | n ]
! |-

75 %

50 %

25%

0% ‘ e — : ‘
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
H Standard Not Met: Laval 1 @ Standard Nearly Mel: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3 @ Standard Exceeded: Leval 4
atics Achi scriptor:

Overall Achievement

11th
drd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All

Grade

hup:lieanspp.cde.ca. gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&IsTestY ear=20164& s Uest Iy pe=B&IstG roup=3 & st ounty=4381s1 District=69393-000&1s1School=0000000
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# of Students Enrolled 407 387 389 351 351 320 N/A 2,205

# of Students Tested 404 382 383 345 347 310 NIA 2171

# of Students With Scores 404 380 383 345 345 308 N/A 2,163

Mean Seale Score 2404.2 24328 2461.2 2468.7 2468.9 24396.8 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 1% G % 7 % 8% 5% 9% N/A 8 %
Standard Met: Level 3 24 % 17 % 12% 13 % 12% 1% N/A 15 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 28 % 38 % 33% 31 % 28 % 27 % N/A M %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 37 % 39 % 48 % 48 % 54 % 53 % NIA 46 %

Mathemalics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The resulls
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

| Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

— Above Standard 19 % 12% 1% 13 % 9% 10 % NIA 13 %
Near Standard 35 % 3% 31% 27 % 25% 29 % N/A 30 %
Below Standard 46 % 54 % 58 % 60 % 66 % 60 % N/A 57 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Abave Standard 19% 11 % 7% 9% 7% 1M1% N/A 11 %
Near Standard 42 % 47 % 37 % 38% 40 % 48 % N/A 42 %
Below Standard 39 % 42 % 56 % 54 % 54 % 41 % N/A 47 %

COM&JﬁJNlCATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4ih Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ith Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 17 % 2% 6 % 9 % 9% 8% NIA 10 %
Near Standard 56 % 48 % 46 % 48 % 47 % 499 N/A 49 %
Below Standard 27 % 43 % 48 % 43 % 44 % 43 % NIA 41 %
M los Afsa Acki Level Deserl
Not Economically Disadvantaged

Achievement Level Distribution

hutp:/fcaaspp.cde.ca, gov/sh2016/ViewReporitps=true&lstTestY ear=2016& st Test Ty pe= B&lstGroup=3 &lstCounty=43 &lst Districi=69393-000&s1S chool=0000000
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100 %

75%
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0% | s o ;

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade Tth Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 | Standard Met: Level 3  Standard Exceeded; Level 4
Matt ics Achi Lasl0 i
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5ih Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade Alj
Grade

# of Students Enrolled 478 479 450 443 421 393 N/A 2,662

# of Students Tested 462 472 434 425 413 387 N/A 2,593

# of Students With Scores 462 472 433 424 412 386 N/A 2,589

Mean Scale Score 2482.9 2625.8 2650.0 2664.7 25711 2604.5 N/IA NIA

Standard Exceeded: Level 4 44 % 41 % 43 % 7% 3% 40 % N/A 40 %

Standard Met: Level 3 34 % 31 % 19 % 23% 20 % 19 % NIA 25 %

Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 13 % 21% 21 % 21% 24 % 20 % N/A 20%

Standard Not Met: Level 1 10 % 7 % 17 % 19 % 22% 21% N/A 16 %

Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptars provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The resulis
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 57 % 54 % 51 % 41 % 40 % 45 % N/A 48 %
Near Standard 31 % 32% 25% 4% 30% 31 % N/A 30 %
Below Standard 12% 15 % 24 % 25% 30% 24 % N/A 21%

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 53 % 45 % 42 % 38 % 37 % 43 % N/A 43 %

Near Standard 35% 44 % 37 % 42 % 39 % 41 % N/A 40 %

litp:/feanspp.ede.ca.govisb2016/ViewReport ?ps=truc&lstTestY car=201 6815t Test Ty pe=B&IstG roup=3&IsiCounty=43& [stDistrict=69393-000& st5 chool = 000000



TN T TN TN T T L e e e e

o,

e T ]

R e Y N i T e T s

9/12/2016

View Reports
Below Standard 12 % 11 % 20% 21% 24 % 16 % NA 1T %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express thelir thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade Bth Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 54 % 47 % 38 % 8% 37 % 40 % NIA 43 %

Near Standard 40 % 41 % 41 % 44 % 44 % 44 % NA  42%

Below Standard 6 % 12% 21 % 18 % 18 % 16 % N/A 15 %
Mall T Lastinl e

hup:ffeanspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=trucklstTestY car=2016& st Test Ty pe=B&IsiG roup=3&IsiCounty =43 &5t Disirici=69393-000& Ist Sehool =0000000
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Back to Search
int Test Results | Get Research Files

Test Results for:

Campbell Union District

CDS Code: 43-68393-0000000
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

HURMNAS LY [ PORT CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup;
2015 ¥  Economic Status A Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Results.

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2015)
esults by Economic Status

Economically Disadvantaged

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % .'

k

75 % P

50% |

25%

0% - r— . -
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
® Standard Not Met: Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3  Standard Exceeded: Level 4
iler i |
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade All
Grade

Number of Students Enrolled 883 867 843 794 720 773 N/A 4,880

hup:/feanspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truedilstlestY ear=201 5&IstTes(Ty pe=B&lsiGroup=3&1stCounty=43&1aDistrict=69393-000& IstSchool=0000000
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Number of Students Tested 407 414 377 384 333 344 N/A 2,259

Number of Students Wilh Scores 407 412 375 380 328 341 NIA 2,243

Mean Scale Score 23834 2419.2 2443.9 2472.8 2512.8 2600.8 N/A NIA
Standard Exceeded: Leval 4 8% 8% 6 % 4 % 5 % 3% N/A 6 %
Standard Met: Level 3 18 % 18 % 18 % 20 % 29% 18 % N/A 20%
Standard Nearly Met: Level2  30% 26 % 23% 33% 33 % 33 % NIA 30 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 44 % 48 % 53% 43 % 33 % 46 % N/A 45 %

Enalish Language Arts/Literacy Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievemnent Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding,

Reading: Demonstrating understanding of literary and non-fictional texts

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard
At or Near Standard

Below Standard

Writing: Producing clear and purposeful writing

10 % 6% 10 % 4% 11 % 8 % N/A 8%
38 % 46 % 32 % 38 % 47 % 41 % N/A 40 %
51 % 48 % 58 % 58 % 42 % 51 % NIA 52 %

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard
At or Near Standard

Below Standard

9%

47 %

44 %

8%

47 %

45 %

10 % 9%
40 % 46 %
50 % 44 %

Listening: Demonstrating effective communication skills

15 %

53 %

33 %

2%
46 %

49 %

N/A

NIA

N/A

9%

46 %

45 %

‘_-,’Jﬂ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard

At or Near Standard

Below Standard

10 %

64 %

26 %

9%

61 %

30 %

7% 7%

55 % 62 %

37 % 3%

8 %

68 %

25%

Research/inquiry: Investigating, analyzing, and presenting information

3%
58 %

39 %

N/A

N/A

N/A

7%

61%

3%

E.I" Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard
Al or Near Standard

Below Standard

htip://canspp.cde.ca, gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lstTestY car=2015&IstTest Ty pe=B&]siGroup=3&IstCount y=43&151District=69393-000& IstSchaol=0000000

9%

54 %

37 %

9%

52 %

39 %

14 % 10 %
56 % 59 %
30 % 30 %

16 %
57 %

27 %

8 %
26 %

36 %

N/A

N/A

N/A

1%

56 %

33%

217
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Achievement Level Distribution

100 %

E® 3 ] e EE Wi

FoA 8 | o B [
e L L ;o
NIl
s B B B B B [ 8

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade ' 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3 “ Standard Exceeded: Lavel 4

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade i All
Grade
Number of Students Enrclled 883 867 843 794 720 773 N/A 4,880
Number of Students Tested 460 435 439 391 368 404 NiA 2497
Number of Students With Scores 460 435 439 388 367 402 N/A 2491
Mean Scale Score 2489.0 2605.5 2649.6 2662.1 26842 2696.8 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 40 % 42 % 40 % 26 % 24 % 22% N/A 33%
Standard Met: Level 3 32% 25% 34 % 35% 44 % 44 % NIA 35 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 17 % 18 % 14 % 26 % 18 % 23% N/A 19 %
Standard Not Meat: Levei 1 11 % 14 % 12 % 13 % 13% 12 % NIA 13 %

Endlish | Ads/Li Scale § R
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The resuits
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievemnent level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

Reading: Demonstrating understanding of literary and non-fictional texts

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 40 % 36 % 41 % 26% 2% 0% N/A 34 %
At or Near Standard 46 % 48 % 40 % 50 % 48 % 52 % N/A 47 %
Below Standard 14 % 16 % 18 % 25% 20 % 19% N/A 18 %

Writing: Producing clear and purposeful writing

http://caaspp.cie.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=trucistTest Y ear=201 5& st Test Type=B&lsiGroup=3 &lstCounty=43 &1 s{Distfict=69393-000&1s1School 0060000
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l; / Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

o Above Standard 38 % 40 % 48 % 32% 47 % 6% N/A  40%
At or Near Standard 50 % 46 % 39 % 51 % 40 % 51 % N/A 46 %
Below Standard 13% 14 % 15 % 17 % 13 % 13 % NIA 14 %

Listening: Demonstrating effective communication skills

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade S5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
f?. :

Above Standard 33% 30 % 28% 21% 20 % 21% N/A 26 %
At or Near Standard 60 % 60 % 62 % 70% B7 % 66 % N/A 64 %
Below Standard 7% 10 % 10 % 9% 13% 13 % N/A 10 %

Research/Inquiry: Investigating, analyzing, and presenting information

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 41 % 32% 49 % 39 % 38 % B % N/A 39 %
At or Near Standard 50 % 54 % 45 % 50 % 51 % 54 % N/A 51%
Below Standard B% 13 % 7% 11 % 10% 10% NIA 10 %

Economically Disadvantagad

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %

75 %

50 %

25 %

0%

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
m Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Level 4

emati vel Descript

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade G All
rade

hupi/eaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lsiTestY car=201 5&Ist Test 'y pe=B&lstGroup=3&IstCounty=43& s Districi=69393- 000& 1515 chool= 0000000
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Number of Students Enrolled 883 867 843 794 720 773 N/A 4880
Number of Students Testad 409 416 378 382 330 346 N/A 2,261
Number of Students With Scores 409 415 377 379 329 337 N/A 2,246
Mean Scale Score 2400.5 2428.5 2446.8 2468.2 2488.6 2468.6 N/A NIA
Standard Exceedad: Level 4 7% 4 % 7% 6% 6% 2% N/A 5%
Standard Met: Level 3 25% 17 % 11 % 11 % 18 % 9% N/A 15 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 31 % 38 % 26 % 34 % 29 % 26 % NIA 3 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 38 % 41 % 56 % 49 % 48 % 63 % N/A 48 %
Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment, The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators; below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: Applying mathematical concepts and procedures

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 15% 12 % 10 % 8% 12 % 3% N/A 10 %
At or Near Standard 40 % 27 % 24 % 26 % 30 % 27 % N/A 29 %
Below Standard 44 % 62 % 67 % 66 % 59 % 70 % N/A 61 %

PROBLEM SOLVING & MODELING/DATA ANALYSIS: Using appropriate tools and strategies to solve
real world and mathematical problems

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5ih Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 13% 7% B % 7% 9% 5% N/A 8%
At or Near Standard 47 % 46 % 32% 42 % 54 % 51% N/A 45 %
Below Standard 40 % 47 % 61% 51 % 37 % 44 % N/A 47 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: Demonstrating ability to support mathematical conclusions

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 14 % 1% 7 % 7% B % 2% N/A 8%
Al or Near Standard 54 % 40 % 41 % 47 % 69 % 44 % N/A 49 %
Below Standard 32 % 48 % 52 % 46 % 23 % 54 % N/A 43 %

thematics Area Achiev n ipt

Not Economically Disadvantaded

Achievement Level Distribution

. hup://eaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lstTestY ear=201 5&1stTest Ty pe=B&|stGroup=3 &IstCounty=43& st District=69393-000&15tSchool =0000000
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100% . , " . —— - - =
B =3 . J [ -
z ¢ i 3 3 1 - ".:
75% | | g P : j 3 Y 4 | ;
‘:. “. 18 — =t ‘ ﬂ L l___"
50% 5
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 ® Standard Nearly Met: Leve| 2 ® Standard Mat: Level 3 # Standard Exceeded: Level 4
M ics Achi I 0 iot
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade All
Grade
Number of Students Enrolled B&3 867 843 794 720 773 N/A 4,880
Number of Students Tested 460 440 439 394 369 401 N/A 2,503
Number of Students With Scores 460 440 439 3g2 368 389 N/A 2,498
Mean Scale Score 24809 2509.5 26621 2562.3 2683.0 2692.9 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Lavel 4 43 % 31% 41 % 28 % 36 % 32% N/A 35 %
Standard Met: Level 3 1% 32% 24 % 24 % 25% 23 % N/A 27 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 18 % 26 % 23 % 29% 20 % 23 % N/A 23%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 9% 11 % 12 % 19 % 19 % 23% NIA 15 %

Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed ook at students’ performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas far each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement leve! percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: Applying mathematical concepts and procedures

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade Sth Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 56 % 46 % 47 % 34 % 45 % 41 % N/A 45 %
At or Near Standard 30 % 32 % 32 % 35 % 30% 3% N/A 32 %
Below Standard 14 % 28% 21% 31 % 24 % 27 % N/A 23 %

PROBLEM SOLVING & MODELING/DATA ANALYSIS: Using appropriate tools and strategies to solve
real world and mathematical problems

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade Tith Grade Bth Grade 411th Grade All

Above Standard 51 % 40% 40 % 26 % 41 % 32 % N/A 39 %

At or Near Standard a7 % 44 % 44 % 54 % 40 % 51 % N/A 45 %

hup:/feaaspp.cde.ca.govish20 16/ViewReport 2ps=triedlstTestY car=201 5805t Tes( Ty pe=B&ISIG ronp=3&lstCounty=43&1 5 Districi=69393-000& 1stSchool=000M000
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Below Standard 12 % 17 % 17 % 21% 19 % 1B % NA 17 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: Demonstrating ability to support mathematical conclusions

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Slandard 51 % 40 % 37 % 30 % 39 % 30 % N/A 38 %
At or Near Standard 40 % 43 % 48 % 51 % 52 % 509% N/A 47 %
Below Standard 9% 17 % 15 % 19 % 9% 20% N/A 15 %

li i intor:

htip:ffeanspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/View Report?ps=trucdlsi Test Y ear=201 5& st Test Ty pe=B& 11 Group=3&IstCounty=43& s District=69393-000& [5tSchool =0000000
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Back to Search
int Test Results | Get Research Files

Test Results for:

Campbell Union District

CDS Code: 43-69393-0000000
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

SRS Y S CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥  English-Language Fluency v Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Resulls.

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)
esults by English-Language Fluency

Eluent-Enalish Proficient and English Only.
Achievement Level Distribution
100 % ~ i -
! ‘. ﬂ |
. { ; i :
| i j | "
5% | | . z | f
g - |
| ;
50 %
25%
0% - ; . - - ' ;
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
W Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 . Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade & All
rade

# of Students Enrolled 554 622 635 622 628 609 N/A 3,670

huip:ffeanspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewRepon!ps=truc&lstTest Y car=2016&IstTest Ty pe=B&lsiGroup=4&IsiCounty=43 &1stDist rict=69393-(000& 155 chool=0000000
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# of Students Tested 543 614 620 606 620 589 N/A 3,602

# of Students With Scores 543 614 620 6086 619 598 N/A 3,600

Mean Scale Score 2470.4 2500.8 2539.6 2647.6 2563.5 2683.1 NIA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 43 % 39 % 35% 25 % 19% 18 % N/A 30 %
Standard Met: Level 3 24 % 27 % 32% 35% 37 % 42 % N/A 3%
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 20 % 18 % 18 % 22 % 25 % 26 % N/A 21%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 12 % 16 % 15 % 18 % 19 % 14 % N/A 16 %

Enalish | Ars/Li Scale S R
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment, The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators; below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade S5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bih Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard B % 36 % 35% 23 % 26 % 31 % N/A 2%
MNear Standard 46 % 43 % 44 % 51 % 47 % 47 % N/A 46 %
Below Standard 15 % 21% 21 % 28% 27 % 22% N/A 22%

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

;- / Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 43 % 33 % 44 % 36 % 34 % 29 % NIA 37 %
Near Standard 42 % 52 % 41% 42 % 48 % 55 % NIA 47 %
Below Standard 16 % 14 % 15 % 22% 18 % 16 % NIA 17 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

# Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8ih Grade 11th Grade All
52

Above Standard 31% 27 % 25% 20 % 24 % 20% N/A 25%
Near Standard 61 % 65 % 65 % 67 % 62 % 67 % N/A 65 %
Below Standard B % 7% 10 % 12% 14 % 13 % N/A 11 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

[3‘ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 40 % 34 % 47 % 35 % 30 % 30 % N/A 36 %
Near Standard 48 % 55% 44 % 54 % 53% 53 % N/A 51 %
Below Standard 1% 1% 9 % M % 18 % 17 % N/A 13 %

hitpi//eaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lstTestY car=2016&I1s1Test Ty pe=B&lsiGronp=4&1stCounty=43&|s Distric(=69393-000&15t School=0000000
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Achievement Level Distribution

100% | & =
3

i

5% | © j
1 LB
P

50% | | ‘i
-
~
o |
3rd Grade

View Reports

4th Grade

B Standard Not Met: Level 1

Overall Achievement

5th Grade

6th Grade

m Standard Nearly Met: Level 2

7th Grade

m Standard Met: Level 3

8th Grade

11th Grade

« Standard Exceeded: Level 4

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade B6lh Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade nl All
Grade

# of Students Enrolled 35 ar 45 3 37 23 N/A 209
# of Students Tested 36 36 43 29 ar 23 N/A 204
# of Students With Scores 36 36 .43 29 37 23 N/A 204
Mean Scale Score 2631.6 2650.3 2582.0 2626.8 26024 2685.7 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 72% 58 % 85 % 66 % 24 % 30 % N/A 54 %
Standard Met: Level 3 17 % 25% 21 % 24 % 51 % 26 % N/A 27 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 11% 17 % 0% 10 % 19 % 26 % N/A 13 %
Standard Not Met: Lavel 1 0% 0% 14 % 0% 5% 17 % NIA 6 %

English Lanquage Arts/Literacy Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

Above Standard 67 %
Near Standard 31 %
Below Standard 3%

58 %
38 %

6%

58 % 52 % 38 %
30% 48 % 51%
12% 0% 1%

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

48 %

22%

30 %

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5lh Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

N/A 54 %
N/A 37 %
NIA 9%

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewRepor ?ps=true&lsiTestY car=2016&Ist Test Ty pe=B &1s1Group=4&1stCounty=43&1st District=69393-000& st School = 0000000
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;j'j _{' --’.4 Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

w

LA 1L Above Standard 64 % 61 % 70 % 69 % 41 % 26 % N/A 57 %
Near Standard 368 % 33 % 19 % 3% 51 % 48 % N/A 35%
Below Standard 0% 6% 12 % 0% 8 % 26 % NIA 8%

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

# Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade 11th Grade All

&
Above Standard 44 % 39% 1% 45 % 49 % 26% NIA 44 %
Near Standard 53 % 58 % 42 % 52% 51 % 61% NIA 52 %
Below Standard 3% 3% 7% 3% 0% 13 % N/A 4 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 64 % 56 % 2% 62 % 43 % 35% N/A 57 %
Near Standard 28% 42 % 21% 38 % 49 % 43 % N/A 36 %
Below Standard 8% 3% 7% 0% 8% 22% N/A 7%

Achievement Level Distribution

100% | FER
. . 4
| v [____ i
5% | | |
F o
i L
50% i ---“-‘..“j .

3rd Grade 4th Grade Sth Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
W Standard Not Met: Level 1 @ Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 = Standard Met: Level 3 “ Standard Exceeded: Level 4

iav n i
Overall Achievement -
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 103 146 211 207 224 262 N/A 1,153

hitp:/icaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport ?ps=true&lsiTestY car=2016&1siTest Type=B&ls Group=4&]stCounty=43&IstDistrict=69393-0008&1s1School=0000000
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View Reports

# of Students Tested 102 146 208 203 223 260 N/A 1,142

# of Students With Scores 102 146 208 203 222 260 N/A 1,141

Mean Scale Score 2498.5 2512.2 2637.4 25423 2664.5 2673.3 N/A NIA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 52 % 37 % 26% 17 % 16 % 14 % N/A 23 %
Standard Met; Level 3 32% 38 % 42 % 40 % 33 % 42 % N/A 38 %
Standard Nearly Met; Level2 14 % 17 % 24 % 27 % 31% 0% N/A 25 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 2% 8% 8 % 17 % 20% 15 % N/A 13 %

Enali Ats/Lit Scale S R
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above

standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 39 % 32% 30% 20 % 20 % 25% N/A 26 %
Near Standard 56 % 55 % 55 % 55 % 50 % 51% NIA 53 %
Below Standard 5% 13% 15 % 26 % 29% 25% N/A 21 %
WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?
e | Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade Sth Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
S Above Standard 60 % 36 % 37 % 31% 28% 24 % N/A - 33%
Near Standard 35% 55 % 53 % 49 % 55 % 58 % N/A 53 %
Below Standard 5% B% 10 % 21% 17 % 18 % N/A 14 %
LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?
y‘ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade Sth Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11ih Grade All
Above Standard 34 % 26 % 19 % 14 % 18 % 19 % N/A 20%
Near Standard 63 % 71 % 74 % 75% 67 % 69 % N/A 70 %
Below Standard 3% 3% 8% 10 % 15% 12 % N/A 10 %
RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?
Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 49 % 34 % 42 % 30 % 25% 24 % N/A 32 %
Near Standard 50 % 80 % 53 % 62 % 56 % 57 % N/A 57 %
Below Standard 1% 7% 4% 8 % 18 % 19% N/A 11 %

hup:/icanspp.ede.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=truc &IsTest Y car=20 16& st Test Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=4&IstCounty=43&1st District=69393-000&Is1Schoal=0000000
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r t
rners Enrolled in the U.S. 12 M or
Enalish Learner

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %

75 %

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
| Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 + Slandard Exceeded: Level 4

Enalish | e Ads/Literacy Achi bl P

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5lh Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade ;::e All
# of Students Enrolled 322 240 202 169 140 103 N/A 1,176
# of Students Tested 304 230 191 158 133 96 N/A 1,112
# of Students With Scores 303 230 190 1588 133 96 N/A 1,110
Mean Scale Score 2373.7 23931 24226 2433.6 2446.8 2466.8 NIA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 8% 3% 2% 4% 4% 4% NIA 5%
Standard Met: Level 3 18 % 1% 12% 8% 5% 6% NIA 11 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 24 % 20% 24 % 25% 20 % 22% NIA 23 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 49 % 65 % 62 % 63 % 72 % 68 % N/A 61 %

English Language Arts/Literacy Scale Score Ranges

Areas
Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students’ performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard, The sum of the achiavement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.
READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?
H Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 7% 5% 2% 5% 3% B % NIA 5%

Near Standard 37 % 28% 29% 25% 29% 26 % N/A 30 %

hup:ieaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport!ps=trucdlstTestYear=2016&Ist Test I'y pe= &I siGroup=4&IsiCounty=43 & st Distric1=69393-000& |stSchool =0000000
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Below Standard 56 % 67 % 69 % 70% 68 % 68 % N/A 85 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

' wf Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4ih Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

00 Above Standard 9% 5% 7% 6 % 7% 4% NA 7%
Near Standard 42 % 37 % 34 % 27 % 26 % 36 % N/A 35%
Below Standard 49 % 58 % 50 % 67%  67% 60 % NIA  58%

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

# Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
2

Above Standard 8% 6% 1% 5% 5% 4 % N/A 5%
Near Standard 58 % 62 % 58 % 53% 44 % 44 % N/A 55 %
Below Standard 34 % 32 % 41 % 42 % 52 % 52 % NIA 40 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade S5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 12% 5% 8% 8 % 6 % 7% NIA 8%
Near Standard 47 % 47 % 58 % 45 % 2% 30% N/A 45 %
Belaw Standard 41 % 48 % 34 % 47 % 62 % 63 % N/A 47 %

English Only

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %
75 %
50 %
25%
0% i —1 : —
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Overall Achievement

htp://caaspp.cde.ca. gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lstTestY ear=2016& st Test Type=B&lstGroup=4&IstCounty=43 &IsDistrict=69303-000& IsISchool 0000000
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3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade i Al
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 415 438 379 384 367 324 N/A 2,308
# of Students Tested 405 432 369 374 360 316 N/A 2,256
# of Students With Scores 405 432 369 374 360 315 N/A 2,255
Mean Scale Score 2458.3 2492.8 25635.8 2644.6 2665.0 2691.0 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 39% 38 % 36 % 26 % 21 % 20 % NIA 3N %
Standard Met: Level 3 23 % 24 % 28% 33% 38 % 44 % N/A 31 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 23 % 18 % 17 % 20 % 21% 23% N/A 20 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 16 % 21 % 20 % 20 % 20 % 13% N/A 18 %
English Language Arts/Literacy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students’ performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above

standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 36 % 35 % 36 % 23 % 28 % 36 % N/A 32 %
Near Standard 45 % 40 % 39 % 43 % 45 % 45 % N/A 44 %
Below Standard 19 % 25 % 25 % 28% 27 % 19 % N/A 24 %
WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?
Y I Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Sth Grade 11th Grade All
' Above Standard 37 % 30 % 45 % 37 % 38 % 33% NIA 37 %
Near Standard 44 % 53 % 37 % 39 % 43 % 54 % NIA 45 %
Below Standard 20% 17 % 18 % 25% 19 % 13 % NIA 19 %
LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?
# Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 30 % 27 % 25% 22% 25 % 21% N/A 25%
Near Standard 61 % 64 % 64 % 64 % 61 % 65 % N/A 63 %
Below Standard 10 % 9% 11 % 14 % 15 % 14 % N/A 12 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade &8lh Grade 11th Grade Al

hiip://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lstTestY ear=2016&lst Test Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=4&IstCounty=43&1siDistrict=69393-000& st School=0000000
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Above Standard 36 % 32% 47 Y 36 % 31 % 34 % N/A 36 %
Near Standard 50 % 54 % 42 Y 51% 51% 51 % N/A 50 %
Below Standard 14 % 14 % 1% 13% 18 % 16 % N/A 14 %
1 I 1
Fluent-Endlish Proficient and English Only
nit -Flua ici I-
i i T
ool 1 onth
2arn 1
Enalish Learner
English Only

hitp:ffeanspp.cde.ca.govish2016/ViewReport! ps=truc&lsiTestY ear=2016 &5t Test Ty pe=B&Is1G roup=4&IstCountly=43 &Lst Distric=69393-0008 518 choal=0000000
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Back to Search
int Test Resulls | Get Research Files

Test Results for:

Campbell Union District

CDS Code: 43-69393-0000000
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

WA RY 120 CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Seloct Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥  English-Language Fluency v Apply Selections
To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Results.

In arder to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scares.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)
esults by English-Language Fluency

ifled- E i -FEP

I olled in Scha n o

Fluent-English Proficlent and Enalish Onl

Achievement Level Distribution

hitp:/fcaaspp.cde.ca.govisb2016/ViewReportTps=truedelst TestY car=2016& st Test Ty pe=B&IstG roup=4&IstCounty =43 &5t District=69393- 00081515 chool =0000000# 1/8
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View Reports
100 %

[ . | ) E 28
| g | || ;[ B
4 ] -
75 % ‘ { | : :.—E T L A
PN : Lo
:t. "
s ‘%
50 % - E - -
25% . - . .
0% { - ? - e : ' - . -
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 W Standard Nearly Mat: Level 2 H Standard Met: Level 3 * Standard Exceeded: Level 4
themati i
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 554 622 635 622 628 609 N/A 3,670
# of Students Tested 543 614 619 605 621 599 N/A 3,601
# of Students With Scores 543 613 618 604 618 596 N/A 3,592
Mean Scale Score 24748 2610.8 2634.4 2547.6 2548.6 2676.7 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 40 % 34 % 33% 29 % 24 % 0% N/A %
Standard Met: Level 3 35% 30 % 20 % 23% 19 % 17 % N/A 24 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 14 % 26 % 28% 27 % 30 % 25% N/A 25%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 12 % 10 % 19 % 22 % 27 % 28 % NIA 20 %
Mathematics Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The resulls
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade S5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

¥ Above Standard 53% 46 % 40 % 34 % 30% 34 % N/A 39 %
Near Standard 31 % 34 Y% 32 % 35% 33 % 33% N/A 33%
Below Standard 16 % 20 % 28 % 30 % 3B % 33% MN/A 28 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 50 % 39% 33% 29 % 27 % 32% NIA 35%

Near Standard 37 % 45% 42 % 46 % 44 % 46 % N/A 44 %

hitp:/fcanspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=irucdilstTest Year=2016&1s Test Ty pe=R&I siGroup=d&IsiCounty=43&Ist District=69393-000& 151 School =0000000/



~y

e T e TR e T e S R S . T . T s T i

9/12/2016 View Reports
Below Standard 13% 15 % 24 % 25% 29 % 21% NA  21%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 50 % 40 % 29 % 30% 28 % 29 % NIA 34 %
Near Standard 41 % 44 % 48 % 48 % 50 % 48 % NIA 47 %
Below Standard 9% 16 % 23 % 22% 22% 23 % N/A 19 %
Mathematics Area Achievement Level Descriptors
N ish ici 2

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % " —_— | = - - - -
i ‘ | I ' ;
1 | 2 = 3 ! -
| { | ] ! } ! !
75 % f 4 [ | i It =
l i | s ‘ | a [ ! _:H
I l ! ] N
¥ +) 5 T
{ : ¢ |
5i | . i | e
0% | : | ! __j . |
L- -2 3 _
o - -
oy | : ; i : = e
3rd Grade 4th Grade Sth Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
| Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3 i Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Malt ics Achi I 0 i
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5ih Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 36 37 45 kY| 37 23 NIA 209
# of Students Tested 36 36 43 28 37 23 N/A 203
# of Students With Scores 36 36 43 28 37 23 N/A 203
Mean Scale Score 2635.1 2565.7 2684.9 2634.2 2604.4 2606.56 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 69 % 47 % 58 % 57 % 51% 35 % N/A 54 %
Standard Met: Level 3 25% 39% 16 % 21 % 16 % 22% N/A 23 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 6% 14 % 14 % 21 % 2% 26 % N/A 16 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 0% 0% 12% 0% 1% 17 % N/A B %

Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas
Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' pedformance on the overall assessment. The results

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lstTestY ear=2016& s Tes Type=BédsiGiroup=4&istCounty=43 &1s District=69393-0008 151 chool =0000000# 3/8
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in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due o rounding,

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

4.5 Above Standard 78 % 72% 63 % 61 % 54 % 43 % N/A 63 %
Near Standard 19 % 22% 16 % 36 % 22% 22% N/A 22%
Below Standard 3% 6 % 21 % 4% 24 % 35% NIA 15 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8lh Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 78 % 58 % 63 % 61 9% 51 % 48 % N/A 61 %
Near Standard 22% 42 % 21 % 36 % 38 % 43 % N/A 33 %
Below Standard 0% 0% 16 % 4% 11 % 9% NIA 7%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 75 % 64 % 49 % 54 % 51 % 35 % N/A 56 %

Near Standard 25% 36 % 40 % 46 % 41 % 43 % NIA 38 %

Below Standard 0% 0% 12 % 0% 8% 2% NIA 6%
Malt lics A Achi Level D )

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % B : — = - = e
! ) I - |
[ I* [ r i I i i
| | |- %% BT - ."1
"’ " | ] I: _ E |
1 £
| B
f -
50 %
0% : d —— - iy = v -
3rd Grade 4th Grade Eth Grade 6th Grade 7Tth Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
W Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 W Standard Met: Level 3 7 Standard Exceeded: Lavel 4
Matt tics Achi L 1D I

Overall Achievement

hup:/icaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport ?ps=truedelsiTestY ear=2016& st TestTy pe=B &1 stG roup=4&1stCounty=43 &1t Districi=69393- 0008 st School =0000000/
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3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11h All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 103 146 211 207 224 262 N/A 1,153
# of Students Tested 102 146 207 203 223 260 N/A 1,141
# of Students With Scores 102 146 207 203 222 260 N/A 1,140
Mean Scale Score 24991 2619.2 2528.5 2643.7 2636.5 2664.6 NIA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 47 % 35% 28 % 21 % 17 % 22 % N/A 26 %
Standard Met; Level 3 39 % 34 % 22% 24 % 15 % 17 % N/A 23 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 12 % 27% 35 % 3B% 37 % 27 % N/A 30 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 2% 5% 15% 20% 31 % 35% N/A 21%

ics le Score
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

. Area Performance Level 3rd Grade d4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard B3 % 50 % 35 % 30 % 22 % 24 % N/A 33 %
Near Standard 30 % 34 % 39 % 39% 35 % 5% NIA 36 %
Below Standard 7% 16 % 26 % 32% 43 % 41 % N/A 31 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8ih Grade 11th Grade All

Abave Standard 56 % 41 % 26 % 22% 19 % 25 % NIA 28 %
Near Standard 42 % 52 % 49 % 52 % 49 % 45 % NIA 48 %
Below Standard 2% 7% 25% 26 % 32% 30% N/A 23 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 6&th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 61 % 38 % 21% 24 % 22 % 22 % N/A 28 %
Near Standard 37 % 52 % 57 % 54 % 55 % 52 % N/A 52 %
Below Standard 2% 10% 22 % 23% 23 % 27 % MNIA 20 %

M lics Area Achi I Besdi

http:/feaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sh2016/ViewReporl ?ps=true&lsiTestYear=2016&Is(Test Ty pe=B&stGroup=4&lsiCounty=43&]s1District=69393-0004 | stSchool= 0000000/
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English Learner.

Achievement Level Distribution
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3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
| Standard Not Met: Level 1 = Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 | Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Level 4
ti i
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8ih Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 321 240 201 169 141 103 N/A 1,175
# of Students Tested 317 236 196 163 137 98 N/A 1,147
# of Students With Scores 317 235 196 163 137 96 N/A 1,144
Mean Scale Score 2397.5 2415.6 2427.7 2425.4 2417.4 2440.2 NIA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 9% 3% 5% 5% 6 % 7% N/A 6 %
Standard Met: Level 3 19 % 1M1 % 3% 5% 6% 2% N/A 10 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2  31% 37 % 23% 21 % 10 % 10 % N/A 25%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 41 % 50 % 69 % 69 % 78 % 80 % N/A 59 %
th ic f

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the averall assessment. The results
In these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievemant level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding,

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 16 % 9% 7% 6 % 9% 7% N/A 10 %
Near Standard 7% 28 % 16 % 15 % 8 % 11 % N/A 23%
Below Standard 48 % 64 % 78 % 79 % B3 % 81 % N/A 68 %

hitp:/icanspp.ede.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReporTps=trucdisiTestY ear=2016& IstTest Ty pe=B&I st G roup=a4&IstCounty=43&Is Distric=69393-000& IstSehool=0000000/
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PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 15 % 6% 4% 6 % B % 8 % N/A 8 %
Near Standard 41 % 46 % 21 % 19 % 18 % 30 % N/A 32%
Below Standard 44 % 49 % 75 % 75 % 76 % 61 % N/A 60 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 14 % 5% 4 % 6 % 8% 5% N/A 8%
Near Standard 58 % 44 % 3N % 37 % 27 % 4% NiA 42 %
Below Standard 28 % 51 % 66 % 57 % 65 % 60 % N/A 50 %

M e A Ak Ll Biiisaig

English Only.

Achievement Level Distribution

All

100 %
75 %
50 %
25%
0% | ; : P
3rd Grade 4th Grade §th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 H Standard Met: Level 3 il Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Mathematics Achievement Level Descriplars
Overall Achievement
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade Tl All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 41§ 439 379 384 367 324 N/A 2,308
# of Students Tested 405 432 369 374 361 316 NIA 2,257
# of Students With Scores 405 431 368 373 359 313 NIA 2,249
Mean Scale Score 2463.4 2504.2 2631.9 26431 2560.3 2591.0 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 35 % 33% 34 % 31 % 25% 35 % N/A 32%
Standard Met: Level 3 35% 28% 18 % 22 % 22% 18 % N/A 24 %

hitp://canspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReportTps=true&lstTestY car=2016&Ist Test Ty pe=B &l stGroup=4&lsiCounty=43&Isi Districi=69393 -0004:| st School=0000000#
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View Reports

Standard Nearly Met: Level 2  15% 26 % 26% 23% 26 % 24 % NIA 23 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 15 % 13% 21% 24 % 27 % 23 % N/A 20 %
Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed ook at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

| Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4ih Grade 5ih Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 48 % 42 Y% 40 % 35 % 32% "M% N/A 40 %
Near Standard 32 % 35% 29 % 34 % 32% 33% NiA 33%
Below Standard 19 % 23 % 30% 32% 36 % 27 % N/A 28 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade Bth Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 46 % 37 % M % 3% 30 % 36 % N/A 36 %
Near Standard 37 % 43 % 41 % 43 % 42 % 48 % N/A 42 %
Below Standard 17 % 19 % 25 % 25% 28 % 15 % N/A 22%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 45 % 38 % MN% 32% 30 % 35 % NIA 35%
Mear Standard 44 % 42 % 44 % 45% 47 % 45 % NIA 44 %
Below Standard 11 % 20 % 25% 23 % 23 % 19 % N/A 20 %

Malhemalics Area Achievement Level Descriptors

hitp:/fcanspp.cde.ca. govish2016/ViewRepon ?ps=trucdelstTestY car=2016& st Test Ty pe= B stGroup=4&IstCounty=43 &It District=69393-0008: 1515 chool=00000004
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- Back lo Search
Int Test Results | Get Research Files

Tast Results for:

Campbell Union District

CDS Code: 43-69393-0000000
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

SUMMARY REPORT CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
12018 ¥ . Disability Status A Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Results.

In order to prolect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of 2 number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)
esults by Disability Status

Stud ith No B i Disabili

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % ; ]
. /|
E 58
75 % E o
0% | - - s - T ; e i -
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
H Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Neary Met: Level 2 = Standard Met: Level 3 1 Standard Exceeded: Level 4

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 801 784 752 707 679 652 N/A 4,375

hup:/fenaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lsiTestYear=2016&Is Test Ty pe=B&IstGroup=2&IstCounly=43& 151 Distriet=69393-000& 15t Schoal = 0000000
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# of Students Tested 774 767 727 682 666 839 N/A 4,255
# of Students With Scores 773 767 726 682 865 638 N/A 4,251
Mean Scale Score 2443.9 2481.5 2622.7 2539.7 26587.7 2578.2 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 33% 31% 29% 23 % 19 % 17 % NIA 26 %
Standard Met; Level 3 24 % 24 % 29% 32 % 34 % 40 % N/A 30 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 22 % 19 % 20 % 24 % 25 % 26 % NIA 23%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 21 % 25% 21% 21% 22% 16 % N/A 21 %

Endlish | Ats/L Scale Score R

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators; below standard, near standard, and above

standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

H Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade Tth Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 28% 29% 30 % 22 % 25% 30 % N/A 27 %
Near Standard 44 % 41 % 42 % 49 % 46 % 48 % NIA 45 %
Below Standard 27 % 29% 28 % 29 % 29% 24 % NIA 28 %
WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?
¥/ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
o Above Standard 33 % 28 % 38 % 3% 33 % 27 % N/A 32 %
Near Standard 43 % 50 % 41 % 42 % 47 % 55% N/A 46 %
Below Standard 24 % 22 % 21 % 25% 20% 18 % N/A 22 %
LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?
ﬂ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
& Above Standard 24 % 23% 21% 19 % 22% 19 % N/A 22 %
Near Standard 62 % 66 % 65 % 68 % 62 % 66 % NIA 65 %
Below Standard 14 % 11 % 14 % 13 % 16 % 14 % N/A 14 %
RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?
E'q‘ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 32% 28 % 41 % 33% 29% 29 % NIA 32%
Near Standard 49 % 54 % 47 % 54 % 50 % 52 % 51 %
Below Standard 19 % 18 % 1% 13 % 20% 19 % 17 %

hup:/feasspp.ede.ci.gov/sh2016/ViewReport Ips=trucdlsi TestY car=2016&Is1 esi Ty pe=B&Ist Group=2&1stCounty=43&1s District=69393-000& 1515 chool = 0000000
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Students with Disabil

Achievement Level Distribution

100% = = : i " - e L_sl
| | ESE Lo e B S — ]
50 %
25%
0% i- : | 1 ‘ : : i
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 M Standard Nearly Mel: Level2 M Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Ediglish Lan ArtsiLi Achi | D
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 83 g2 88 87 92 61 N/A 483
# of Students Tested 79 81 86 83 89 56 NIA 474
# of Students With Scores 79 81 86 83 89 56 NIA 474
Mean Scale Score 2366.8 23733 24206 2397.5 24326 2437.6 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 14 % 7 % 6 % 5% 1% 2% N/A 6 %
Standard Met: Level 3 8% 9% 9% 5% 7% 7% N/A 7 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 15 % 12 % 15 % 10 % 15 % 14 % N/A 14 %
Standard Not Met; Level 1 63 % 72 % 70 % 81 % 78 % 77 % N/A 73 %
sh Lanqu i

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the fellowing three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard, The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding,

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

E Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 14 % 9% 7% 5% 2% 4 % N/A 7%
Near Standard 28 % 20 % 25 % 13 % 27 % 20% N/A 22%
Below Standard 58 % 72% €8 % 82 % % 77 % N/A 71 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lstTestY ear=2016& st Test Ty pe=B &lstGroup=2&lstCounty=43 &Ist District=69393-000&1stSchocl =0000000
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v | Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

et el Above Standard 9% 6% 10 % 8 % 3% 4% NIA 7%
Near Standard 29 % 27 % 29% 12% 24 % 29 % N/A 25 %
Below Standard 62 % 67 % 60 % 82 % 73% 67 % N/A 69 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

y_‘ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
2

Above Standard 10 % 7% 7% 6% 4% 4 % NIA 7 %
Near Standard 41 % 47 % 48 % 34 % 39% 34 % N/A 41%
Below Standard 49 % 46 % 45 % 60 % 56 % 63 % N/A 53 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 1% 6% 9% 5% 1% 2% N/A 6 %
Near Standard 7 % 38 % 48 % 36 % 36 % 29 % N/A 3B %
Below Standard 52 % 56 % 43 % 59 % 63 % 70 % N/A 56 %

Students with No Reported Disability

Achievement Level Distribution

100% | — . _— E - F =
| : | |
| ‘ i !
| Az
75 % | -
i .
- -
N . .
0% . = : : ‘

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade Tth Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 H Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Meat: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Level 4

themati i nt el iptors

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All

Grade

http:/icaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=trucdlstTestY car=2016& s Test Ty pe=B&IstGroup=2&IstCounty=434Is1 District=69393- 0004151 School =0000000
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# of Students Enrolled 800 784 751 707 680 652 N/A 4,374
# of Students Tested 786 773 731 688 670 641 N/A 4,289
# of Students With Scores 786 771 731 688 668 636 NIA 4,280
Mean Scale Score 24566.6 2493.2 2618.4 2538.2 2540.8 2570.0 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 30% 28% 29% 26 % 23% 28 % N/A 27 %
Standard Met: Lavel 3 31% 26 % 17 % 21 % 18 % 17 % N/A 22 %
Slandard Nearly Met: Level2  20% 30 % 27 % 27 % 28% 24 % N/A 26 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 19 % 17 % 27 % 26 % 31% 3% NIA 25 %
Mathematics Scale Score Ranaes
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6&th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

.0 Above Standard 42 % 8% 35 % 31 % 28 % 32% N/A 35%
Near Standard 34 % 34 % 29% 34 % 3% 32% N/A 32%
Below Standard 24 % 28 % 37 % 36 % 40 % 36 % N/A 3%

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Blh Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 39% 32 % 28 % 27 % 26 % 3% N/A 3 %
Near Standard 41 % 47 % 39 % 44 % 43 % 45 % N/A 43 Y%
Below Standard 21 % 21 % 33% 28 % 31 % 24 % N/A 26 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Sth Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 39 % 32% 25 % 27 % 27 % 28% N/A 30 %
Near Standard 48 % 44 % 45 % 49 % 49 % 47 % NIA 47 %
Below Standard 13 % 23% 30 % 24 % 25 % 25% N/A 23%
Mall ics 2 Act Lavel D :
Students with Disability

Achievement Level Distribution

hitp:/feanspp.ede.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReport? ps=true&lsTestY car=201 6 &1sTesI Ty pe=B&Ist Group=2&I1stCounly=43&1st District=69393-000&1s1School=0000000

517



9/19/2016 View Reports

100% | - T = F e o= i Caper: | - |
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50 %
25 %
0% " . " e :

3rd Grade 4th Grade 6th Grade &6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Mot Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 B Standard Met: Level 3 % Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Mati ics Achi L 1D A

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade - All
Grade

# of Students Enrolled 83 82 as B7 92 61 N/A 493
# of Students Tested 80 81 88 82 90 56 N/A 475
# of Students With Scores 80 81 85 81 89 56 N/A 472
Mean Scale Score 2366.0 2399.6 2421.9 2380.7 2402.4 24071 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 1% 5% 7% 5% 4 % 4% N/A 6 %
Standard Met: Level 3 11 % 14 % 1% 2% 4% 0% N/A 6 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 18 % 20 % 24 % 11% 8% 14 % N/A 16 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 60 % 62 % 68 % B1% 83 % 82 % NIA 72%

Mathemalics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' periormance on the overall assessment, The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add {o 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Abaove Standard 15 % 9% 7% 7% 7% 4 % N/A 8%
Near Standard 19 % 20% 20% 9 % 4% 9% N/A 14 %
Below Standard 66 % 2% 73 % 84 % 89 % 88 % N/A 78 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade Tth Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 19 % 9 % 6 % 4% 4% 4% N/A 8%

Near Standard 18 % 28 % 21% 10 % 11 % 34 % N/A 19 %

htip:/feaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport!ps=truc&elst TestY car=20168& st Test Ty pe=B &1s1G roup=2&Is1County=43 &5 District=69393-000& 1st§chool 0000000 67
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Below Standard 64 % 63 % 73 % 86 % 84 % 63 % NIA  73%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express thelr thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 13% 9% B % 5% 8% 4% N/A 7%
Near Standard 41 % 42 % 28 % 21% 21% 34 % N/A 31%
Below Standard 46 % 49 % 66 % 74 % 71 % 63 % N/A 62 %

M lics Area Achi -

hup:/icanspp.cde.ca.gov/sb20 16/ViewReport?ps=trucdlst TestYear=201 68150 Test Ty pe=H&IstGroup=2&Is1County=43& st District=69303-000&s15¢hool=0000000
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Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year: 2015-2016 Show: W1 8/12-11/1 - 0B/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
bject: Math Compare: W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016
~<fine "On Level":  Standard View

BLACKFORD ELEM SCHOOL

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

| Student Placement Distribution (%)

‘ | Below
rade ke Orior Abov) et UL G | i ] BRS JUamer | ke
.' | Emerging) | ' Score ,- Assessed  Students
- [_ = P RILESS N .; = ' - - _ _._-_-_ _” O ! 14
Grade K .‘— —_— L e = i i I x |r 7
Grade 1 B o o | i .D% -_ : EB n =...._.7_9
90% 10% 0% 3 | MM 73
i 68% 2% | o% | 41:5” | 81 J_ 57
9% | 7% | 0% 31 | 8 | g3
59% 4% | 0% | 433 | 8 85
Grade3 90% 10% 0% a3 | 8 e
6% | 3% | 0% | a8 | 8 | 8
SERRet B9% | 1% | o% | 42 | &1 | e
Grade s % | % | v " oar | w | e
81% 19% 0% a8 | 63 | 63
CAMPBELL MIDDLE SCHOOL
@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11101/2015
I Student Placement Distribution (%) 1
Below | | |
Grade Lt . j oniees | Ao | SR 1 e | Hae
Emerging) | ; Score ,; Assessed Students
s s e w o w e w | ow
6% | s= | 1o % 1 W 4 o w |
P !33% _ e | % | 0% | 475 ' 78 | 188
B 20% . 80% 20% 0% 461 | 178 | 183
_G B | os% | 20% 0% | 481 | 193 | 200
it Wiz o ee% | 12% | 0% | a7 | 183 | 208
amley S T N R I R T
| RLT3 . 8% | 1% 0% 480 | 151 176
».;&cllrrl:ulum Associates’ Date: 9/19/2016 | Page:20f9
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Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic vear: 2015-2016
bject: Math

vefine "On Level":  Standard View

Show:
Compare:

CAPRI ELEMENTARY

W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 812-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

Below
Students On or Ab Average | Numberof = Number
Grade .% nqlv;: s (,,l,'sz'“ - OnLevel ﬁz:? Scale Students ~ of Total
Emerging) | Score = Assessed = Students
s = - Se— | -
- - - - - - | 0 16
Grade K RS e =
_ - i : - 0| 16
PRy 50% 50% 0% a5 | 13 | 118
20% 10% 0% 30 | 113 115
27% 72% 1% | 443 82 | 8a
Grade 2 : L oo -
76% 24% 0% 4086 | 82 | 82
35% 65% 0% | 459 142 145
Grade 3 A i B o0
3% | 2% 0% 431 | 142 142
- - ' - — - - ’_ - i
27% 71% 2% a78 | 113 14
Grade 4 e Dheilel T S = =
62% = 3% | 0% 40 | 113 | 113
#¥% | B6% 0% 488 = 64 65
Grade 5 i 2 -, (P
61% 39% 0% 465 § 6 | 64

CASTLEMONT ELEM SCHOOL

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 B/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

il Student Placement Distribution (%)

|

P | Average ! Numberof |  Number

Grade %Smdan::e; oo (,n“gﬂﬁgs . OnlLevel ?,23:? Scale | Students " of Total

Emerging) | Score Assessed = Students
. 1" T = 1 = =1"31%
Grade K T T N . S PR SR T8 £ S
- L= = ) = )} = § @ 1 "%
| B 73% 21% 0% a8 | 108 | 106
Grade 1 — a— - — L 1 :
1% 86% 14% 0% %7 | 103 | 103
. 59% W% | <1% a2¢ | 105 | 110
Grade 2 P — — 3 : et (R P T———
W15% 8% | 5% 0% 37 | 105 | 105
[ 0% . 60% 3% <1% 43 | 115 121
Gmdﬂa Jr— e - ——n = . S— 3 — o e - s i
B 20% 80% 20% 0% | 414 115 118

4 & Curriculum Associates Date: 9/19/2016 | Page:3 of 9
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Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year:
bject:
wefine "On Level":

2015-2016
Math
Standard View

Show:
Compare:

W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016

Below :
: Average = Numberof = Number
Grade e m';;:g:m | Onlevel = hove Scale | Students = of Total
- Emerging) Score | Assessed Students
R  a% | 65% 2% a1 | 1 | 14
Grade 4 S i . ! : } c
66% 34% 0% 47 | 14 136
64% 36% 0% a6 = % | 177
Grade 5 — - = —
79% 21% 0% 453 76 i 76
FOREST HILL ELEM SCHOOL
@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
| Student Placement Distribution (%) i
Dokl ' \ A\;erage | h;;.:mbarof | Number
Grade l%Studams Onor Ahuva‘ Level On Level Above Soale | Stente |  of Total
Level (Includes | Lavel
Emerging) Score | Assessed Students
B S = - | a0 | 1
Grade K —_—t — s ‘J =
= = - - 0 f} 14
2% | 1% 0% 423 | 83 | 99
Grade 1 — 5 — e 3. ? == R
72% 28% 0% 30 | 3 | 99
21% | 74% 5% 485 | 105 118
Grade 2 ! . - — J - |_ s
% | 53% 0% a2 | 105 | 115
= — e — e - — 4y
16% 78% 6% 476 82 92
Grade 3 . —
1% | 57% 1% 452 82 88
18% | 74% 8% 48 | 115 121
Grade 4 . - et -—|— : ! _—
44% 55% <1% | 466 ] 115 120
18% 74% 7% 503 7 | &
Grade 5 : i ; ¢ =
46% 51% 4% 480 57 57
e = o e o I — e . SR
A9\ Curriculum Associates Date: 9/19/2016 | Page: 4 of 9
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Diagrvstic & Instruction

Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year: 2015-2016
hject: Math
vefine "On Level": Standard View

LYNHAVEN ELEMENTARY

Show:
Compare:

W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

|
Student Placement Distribution (%) I

1 Below
Average Number of Number
Grade l%Studan:-aeear: or-Alevn (If!l-rﬁ:::as On Level ?_gg:? Scale | Students of Total
Emerging) | Score = Assessed ~ Students
1 e = | —f———1
- - - - - 0 25
Grade K § — - J ! =
- - - - -- o 25
30% 70% 30% 0% 303 s | e
Grade 1 - i : i
Ja% 96% 4% 0% 365 a6 89
| EA % 33% 0% sa | e | 108
Grade 2 e ~ - e 1 !
| 33 . 94% 6% 0% |8 | 6 | 108
36% 64% 35% 1% a0 | 84 90
Grade 3 - ik { S =4 :
W17 83% 7% 0% 415 84 85
s 56% “u% | 0% g6 | s | e
Grade 4 —_ - ————— —_ 1 .
1% 81% 19% = 0% a8 | s | e
30% 70% 0% | 0% % | 61 | 62
Grade 5 & .. . o | 0w ] 8
| RREA 89% 1% 0% 2 | e | 61
MARSHALL LANE ELEMENTARY
@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
| Student Placement Distribution (%)
Eaiow Ave_rag-a | l_\l;rnbar of Number
Griide %Studenta On or Above Level | O Lewal Above Scale Students of Total
Level (Includes | Level
' Emerging) Scare Assessed | Students
—— - - i_ - - N : ; — - - p— -‘. ke :{ n - __.?5 il
Grade K i— =R S S Sy SRR S e = =T =R - SR S I
= = - , - - ! 0 | 14
- - - - - 0 88
Grade 1 ‘ ; I w =
- - - - 0 86
19% B1% 0% a5 | 8 90
Grade 2 S ani == =S = N —
52% 48% 0% a5 | s 87
18% 7% 5% a7 &8 | 89
Grade 3 et N AR
52% 48% 0% 447 88 89
LHCumculum Assoclates Date: 9/19/2016 | Page:50f 9
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Disgnostic & Instruction

Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year: 2015-2016 Show: W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
bject: Math Compare: W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016
wefine "On Level":  Standard View
;1
el Average | Number of | Numbler R
Grade o o A | ey | Ontevel | DY | sie | sudents | of Tota)
Emerging) Score Assessed = Students
S - 2% 7% 5% a8 | ot ; 9%
Grade 4 - = ! wt g ! )
I 27 53% 47% 0% | 464 | o1 | 93
e 22% 73% 4% @ | 8 9
Grade 5 e ; S :
| B33 35% 63% 2% 488 89 90
MONROE MIDDLE SCHOOL
@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
' |
Bl
|
| Beow | Average = Numberof = Number
Grade % smdmfue;: g (,,,Ljﬁg,{, On Level ?_zf,‘;f Scale Students = of Total
Emerging) Score Assessed ~ Students
SR - ' I e a% | a% | 2% a0 | e | 100
Grade 5 7_ ] e : S| - ] . ¥ O v,
I 2% 7% 28% 1% a7 | s | o7
| B 53% 46% <% ass | 232 238
Grade 6 e — —
B so% 70% 30% 0% a4 | 232 | 235
e 72% 2% | <% a00 | 257 | 274
| R3 83% 7% | 0% 483 | 257 | 266
K 69% 31% <1% a9 | 22r | 247
Grade 8 e - iahoa B .
B2 79% 21% 0% 488 | 227 243
+ 9\ Curriculum Associates Date: 9/19/2016 | Page: 6 of 9
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Diagnostia & Instruetion

Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year:

bject:

2015-2016

wefine "On Level": Standard View

ROLLING HILLS MIDDLE SCHOOL

Show:
Compare:

W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/08/2015 - 11/01/2015

| Student Placement Distribution (%)

Below |
% Students On or Above | ool Average | Numperof | Number
Level . (l#;cv.lges On Level ?'23‘;? Scale Students of Total
| Emerging} J . Score ' Assessed | Students
L. ' L. ? i 1 _ 1.
I oo 0% | 00% | 0% o, 482 1 | 4
Grade 1 e ; i ' s ‘
I 00 | 0% | 100% 0% | 437 1 4
- b et T e | 0 1
Grade 2 : T - e
- 1 - - | - 0| 1
0% | 100% | 0% s, | 1 | 3
Grade 3 } — —_— 1 :
0% | 100% | 0% | 460 | 1 3
3% | 6% | o% | 48 | 3 | 3
Grade 4 i i i I, S e irante T
3% | 6% | 0% 484 3 ‘ 3
0% | 6% | 3% , 498 | 8 Lom
Grade 5 | - s (9 -
43% | 51% | 0% 81 | 8 | 89
ST - ;_ = O IS - e P
26% 68% 6% | 511 a7 | 291
Grade 6 e et B St S B S SO
% 8% | 2% a9 | 2 | 289
Mm% | s5% | 4% sta | 282 | 274
Grade 7 | e J — - L‘ ——
8% | as% 1% 505 62 | 270
| a2% | e2% | 6% 533 | 267 | 281
Grade 8 ! - | e E———
42% 55% 3% 524 | 267 280
ROSEMARY SCHOOL
@ w3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
[ Student Placement Distribution (%)
1
{ B Average Number of Number
| t t | {
; %8 u“"&e‘; O Alpva i {Irll-celxglaa | On Level ?;3:? Scale ’ Students of Total
| Emerging) | Score | Assessed Students
i " st RS T Salunes
- - | - - | - [ 0 L 23
Grade K e — b A .3 __-.‘ i
- o= = - | - =
— b - : - Lo < - —— : T
0% | 100% | 0% 0% 365 | 2 | 77
Grade 1 e —- ‘ —  SESER I e
0% 100% | 0% | 0% 3 | 2 | 7
ik SR — ] ; il
w 30% \ 0% | 3% | 0% | 43 | 101 | 108
‘rade 2 ;- - — —_— - SN — [t_ v L. l.. e
| 2 ! 93% 7% |, 0% | 379 11§ 103
. 2 LA, ... A
& Curriculum Associates Date: 9/19/2016 | Page; 7 of 9
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Dlagnestic & lnatruction

y

Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year:
bject:
vefine "On Level™:

2015-2016
Math
Standard View

Show:
Compare:

W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016

PN TN N N TN TS T TN N e

Below |
% Students On or Above | Lavel Average: | Numbsrat | Number
Grade Veiil (noludes | OnLevel AL:DV‘;? Scale | Students = of Total
: | Emerging) Score Assessed Students
B 30%  70% 30% 0% a3 9 106
Grade 3 p—— T S - T =
e L% | 3% 0% 407 99 wz
22% 78% 22% 0% | 41 | 8  pa
Grade 4 - ra— . e P — | el P e EOE J_ R
lm . 83% 7% 0% 427 | 8 | 83
SHERMAN OAKS CMTY CHARTER SCH
@ W3 2129-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
Student Placement Distribution (%)
| Below i - _Amrage I Number of “:lt-lr;ber
Grade % Shante Oy T v o | onwew | AR Tal | Steeres | of ot
| Emargmg) i Score | Assessed Students
P — — ! gL e s =
0% L 100% | 0% 0% a0 | 1 20
Grade K | S SIS,  S—— b e N e
|0% 100% 0% 0% 312 ] 1 : 20
Bl 26% 74% 26% 0% | 381 | 78 | 8o
Grade 1 ———— ; - T - —
[1% 99% 1% 0% kL | 76 88
20 | a0% 0% | 0% as | 85 86
Grade 2 - — - — d— — = SR i S ; e : ==
| B 0% 6% 0% 8 | 85 | 86
I 25 2% | 28% 0% @ 72 72
Grade 3 == - i kit
W15% 85% 15% 0% 414 77 | 12
I s 62% ®/% | 0% a9 | e | 63
Grade 4 s : e, —t — —— o
Ha% L% 8% 0% | 420 | 60 | 63
| ES3 65% | 83% 2% 475 49 a9
Grade 5 — . ; e i
B 22% 78% 22% 0% 480 @ 49 49
| B | 6% | 8% | 0% | 482 s | 52
Gradie e s ... 18 W06 . T S
[ 20% 80% 20 | 0% | 45 | s | 52
+ 9\ Curriculum Associates Date: 9/19/2016 | Page:8of9
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Dlagnestic & Insbruction

Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year: 2015-2016 Show: W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
bject: Math Compare: W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016
wvefine "On Level": Standard View

VILLAGE SCHOOL

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 0B/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

| Student Placement Distribution (%)

Below

Above Average : Number of Number

Grade ' % Students OnorAhova: Level | roavel Ry | Gl of Total
Level | (Includes . Level ‘
| Emerging) Score  Assessed = Students
—— i - — ;' == ;
Grade K MR ——
= - - | - | o | 3
24% 73% 2% w23 | s | a5
Grade 1 ; L= ; ;
60% 38% 2% 397 45 45
21% 79% 0% a5 | a3 | 44
Grade 2 ! ; = 5
58% 2% | 0% LA T < B B
31% 67% @ 2% 460 45 a6
Grade 3 S (- R
53% 4% 0% 442 45 a6
16% | 67% 16% 495 | 49 | 49
Grade 4 LA & S TP
31% 7% | 2% arr | 49 | a9
16% 81% 3% 505 | 37 a7
Grade 5 = ! ! - BN |l
30% 70% 0% | 484 a7 37
+ 9 Curriculum Associates Date: 9/19/2016 | Page: 9of 9

Femm by m—— [ W, TP FPPRRR RS S S e



N

=

T e T e T s T e i e T

WBLnELly

Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year: 2015-2016 Show: W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
bject: Reading Compare: W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016
wefine "On Level":  Standard View

BLACKFORD ELEM SCHOOL

@ W3 2/20-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

| !
| . . ® I
| Student Placement Distribution (26) |
| |

| Delow Average  Numberof | Number
Grade |%Students On orAbove |  Level | o, . | Above Scale | Students | of Total
Level . {Includes | Level |
, Emerging) | Score  Assessed | Students
. G N N N 0 1a
Grade K | . N [N : i e .
e ) % b =] - o | 14
69% | 27% 3% 42 | ss 79
Grade 1 ; == S
8% | 17% 0% 387 | 59 73
| 59% 40% | 1% 73 | ®m | er
Grade 2 ! i 1  SERGALIES, £3. RSN
8% | 12% | 0% | 48 | 81 | 83
49% = 51% 0% 501 | g1 85
Grade 3 : : — - | S
. 65% 35% 0% a8 | B | 82
67%  32% | 1% 519 g2 | 85
Grade 4 : ] S ) S .M J
80% | 10% | 0% 4% | 8 83
78% | 19% 3% 550 | 63 65
Grade 5 T8 A o BN N e [ ) S
o8e% | 13% 29% 520 | 63 63
CAMPBELL MIDDLE SCHOOL

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

i Student Placement Disfribution (%) :

- Below |
% Students On or Above  Level e Average | Numberof |  Number
Grade | irdtl (mudes | Ontevel | Above Scale | Students = of Total
Emerging)  Score  Assessed | Students
» | R |oee% | 13% % | sz | 12 | 108
Grade 5 e e o LN SENS—— E— R 3
W 1s5% | 8% | 12% | 3% | 52 | 102 | 108
25 75% 28% | 2% 5% | 179 | 188
Grade 6 N \ el oo s
6% Co8% | 15% | 1% 54 179 | 183
oy " s . &% | 2% | 3% | s | 20 | 200
Grade 7 L-— e e —q ——g---- —_ .I NS
22 o 7Te% | 2% | <% | 565 | 200 | 205
| B 6% 29% 3% 586 | 16 | 180
Grade 8 e _ SR N e
B 16% BA% | 15% 1% 568 .18 176
e — S e e et B gt oo
19\ Curriculum Associates Date: 9/19/2016 | Page: 2 0t 9
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Plagnostic &instruction

Performance by School and Grade Report

2015-2016
Reading
Standard View

Academic year:
bject:
wefine "On Level™:

Show:

CAPRI ELEMENTARY

Compare:

W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/20186 - 03/25/2016

@ W3 2/29-3/1 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

!
| Student Placement Distribution (%)

‘ Below | ]
% Students On or Above = Level Above Average = Numberof = Number
Grade il (Includes On Level Laval Scale | Students | of Total
' Emerging) | Score | Assessed | Students
I- = I = _ - f @ | '
Grade K ! i 2l 'I_ A -~
- - - - - | o | e
= = = = - o | 18
Grade 1 | T/ . =
— — A— - - ‘ 0 | 115
26% 60% 15% 55 | 8 |
Grade 2 & ) ﬂ'. % = _M
65% 32% 4% 466 J 82 82
30% 63% 7% 532 | 142 | 145
Grade 3 - | j 2 _Ii it
48% = 50% 2% | s12 | 142 142
48% | 48% 51 | ‘
Grade 4 B b - = ! .
64% 35% <1% | 5% | 12 | 113
52% 39% 9% 58 | 6 | 65
Grade 5 — B
67% 30% 3% 553 64 64
CASTLEMONT ELEM SCHOOL
@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
Student Placement Distribution (%)
|
24 . —r
i | aen Average | Numberof = Numb
% Students On or Above = Level . Number o umber
Grade Level (Includes | On Level ?_23:? Scale Students of Total
W= — M - - — ". :l— _ = o S—
Grade K 1 . - . L
S b = = = - | o | 1
" " ¥ = =T 3 &
Grade 1 b - S— Mo
i = s = - | o | 103
I 50 50% 4a7% 4% 485 | 105 | 110
Grade 2 —" 7 % _ 485 ___j_ 05 | 1m0
Hie% 84% 14% 2% |, a8 | 15 | 105
) 42% 8% "% 2% 495 | 16 | 121
Grade 3 - . — = | i
I 33% 67% 33% 0% 479 | 116 118

A9\ Curriculum Associates

[ QR

P

Date: 9/19/2016 | Page:3 of 8

S eley i A mimban

i



gEI=NRedau

Diagnostic & instruction

Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year: 2015-2016
~ bject: Reading
wefine "On Level":  Standard View

Show:
Compare:

|
l Student Placement Distribution (%) i
[

W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016

Below i , |
% Students On or Abova Level Above AVE!’EQB Number of = Number
Grade Level (ncludes | OnLevel Level Scals Stdents | of Total
| Emerging) | Score Assessed | Students
e e 0 6% 50% a% sa7 | 1 | m
Grade 4 ! - — === ST . .
I 25% 4% | 2% 1% 522 | 13 | 136
|k 67% 0% | 4% s 18 | T
Grade 5 ——— — - — -
B 20% 80% 17% 3% | 536 76 76
FOREST HILL ELEM SCHOOL
-11/01/2015

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 0214/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015

AR

Grade

Grade K

Grade 1
Grade 2
Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

+ 8, Curriculum Associates

R e ]

% Students On or Above |
Level

Student Placement Distribution (%) |

Below

Level

| (Includes

i

1

19%

28%
46%
23%
40%

| OnLevel
' Emerging)

60%

67%

- 74%
7%

60%

48%

" eo%

51%

Above
Level

19%

8%
12%
6%
18%
8%

Average Number of =~ Number
Students of Total
Assessed = Students

Scale
Score

o

14
14
99

. 99
| 18

|15

88
121
120

Date: 9/19/2016 | Page: 4 of 9
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Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year: 2015-2016
bject: Reading

wefine "On Level":  Standard View

Show:
Compare:

LYNHAVEN ELEMENTARY

W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

| Below |

| Student Placement Distribution (%) l

| : Average | Number of | Number
Grade i v e e | Ontev, | A2CH Scale | Students | of Total
| Emerging) . Score | Assessed  Students
i = = T I - | 0 | =
Grade K i EESs—E TR 2 ¥ LIEEEY | SUSSS c I
. . s - - | o | 25
67% 33% 0% s, = 3 92
Grade 1 = e e |
100% 0% 0% |2 | - 89
52% | 47% <1% at | 14 | 108
Grade 2 g SR SRS ISR SR S e
84% = 16% 0% 43 | 104 | 106
B4% | a5% 1% 51 8 | 90
Grade 3 | = Einsis | :
60% | 39% 1% 490 84 | 85
67% | 3% | 0% 77 | 719 84
Grade 4 - — ! £ T
85% | 15% | 0% 508 | 79 | 81
67% | 30% 3% 553 | 61 62
Grade 5 i - - - — - — f————
72% 23% 5% 534 61 61
MARSHALL LANE ELEMENTARY
@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
i |
1 |
“ i | “:\;r-age ': Numberof = Number
% nt :
Giada _ Students On or Above  Level SriLoe Above Scale St of Total
Level (Includes Level i
Emerging) Score | Assessed Students
- i ' = N T BT
Grade K 4 - — ———— —_— —-——J S
- = F = [ = - | o ﬂ 14
s - - - - | 0o 88
Grade 1 - i, - P
o -~ - - - 0 86
13% a9% 38% 546 | er | 90
Gmdez OIS R — d = ____F i e i e e
36% 5% | 6% s00 | &7 | @7
L 1% 8% | 16% 561 | o | 89
Grade 3 — . - -
26% 7% | 4% 533 89 89

A9 Curriculum Associates

mnmh mm—

Date: 9/19/2016 | Page: 50f 8
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Diagnostie & Instruction

Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year: 2015-2016 Show: W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
bject: Reading Compare: W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016

wvefine "On Level": Standard View
l
I Student Placement Distribution (%)

Below |
%St ts On or Ab Average  Numberof = Number
Wy udenllv:l PO (!rll-c:é;::les OnlLevel ?_g?,;? Scale = Students = of Total
| Emerging) Score . Assessed = Students
32% | 59% 0% s2 | ® |  os
Grade 4 . SRPESLGL T R o e e
52% | 4% = 2% 550 | 91 | g3
30% 4% %% 64 86 90
Grade 5 JETN ! 0 . S W [N
6% 51% 13% | 582 86 90
MONROE MIDDLE SCHOOL

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

. i
| Student Placement Distribution (%)
1

Below
% Students On or Above Level Abov Average | Numberof | Number
e . Level " (nouges | Onte | O Scale | Students | of Total
" Emerging) Score | Assessed Students
8% | 22% 9% | 55 | e | 100
Grade 5 SRR e - e AR TR - =g
78% 8% | 4% | 55 | 5 | g7
S | : Wi S 8 oy
62% | 29% 9% 579 231 238
73% 28% 5% s2 | 21 | 235
61% = 20% = 9% 589 | 22 | 274
Grade 7 P L IR oo [ O P
73% 0 21% 6% 574 | 262 1 266
64% 2% | 7% 583 230 247
Grade 8 - 7 T - i o - - -
70% | 25% 6% 586 | 200 243
».'\c‘urr!culum Assu:latns Date: 9/19/2016 | Page: 60t 9
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Performance by School and Grade Report

2015-2016
Heading
Standard View

Academic year:
bject:
vefine "On Level™:

ROLLING HILLS MIDDLE SCHOOL

Show:
Compare:

W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2018 - 03/25/2016

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

j Student Placement Distribution (%)

- ' Below |
% Students On or Above Level Average Number of = Number
Grade e ke | Ontower | SO Scale | Students | of Total
Emerging) Score  Assessed | Students
P T e WO N
Grade 1 ; il o (LI I
0% . 100% 0% 506 'll 1 | 4
Grade 2 sy = i - 1 2 ]
- - - = - 0 | 1
100% . 3 i
Grade 3 9% s '| ’ ( s
- o 100% 0% | 533 | 1| 3
67% 0% _*_ s 3
Grade 4 : — ) 2
33% 0% 553 | 3 3
48% 19% 7 | 9
Grade 5 - Heal et ) & § %
28% 12% 572 | 8% | 89
27% 6
Grade 6 43')& = ____39__ ,?75_ 2E _
41% 16% 600 275 289
———— — | - —
40% 19% 610 |
Grade 7 ; L. .252 .2._74__
45% 10% 612 | 262 j 270
49% 16% 634 268 | 281
Grade 8 : _ 253._ i _
- a8% 13% 629 268 | 280
ROSEMARY SCHOOL

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

Student Placement Distribution (%) I

Below
Level
(Includes
| Emerging) |

Grade % Students On or Above |
‘ Level
= ==
Grade K I E _
gy = — . e
Grade 1 __ e
W15%
f 1
‘rade 2 _-_3_%___ 25 sk
W1o%
49 Curriculum Associates

fammhs mm—

On Level

[ |

Average } Number of Number

"‘Lgﬁ';? Scale | Students = of Total
Score ‘ Assessed Students
= 1 — L - "' 0 - ;‘ - 23__
= - 0| =
0% 423 | 2 | 77
0% 1 | 2 | 71
<1% 48 | 102 | 108
<% | 416 | 162_'_?"'1_63 -

Date: 9/19/2016 | Page: 7 of 9
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Dlagnostic & nsbruction

Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year:
bject:
wefine "On Level":

Grade

Grade 3

Grade 4

2015-2016
Reading
Standard View

_ % Students On or Above

Ha%

| ED

;iaaé'

Level

S———
-

SHERMAN OAKS CMTY CHARTER SCH

| Student Placement Distribution (%) 1

Show:
Compare:

Below
Level
(Includes

On Level

Emerging) |

54%
72%
92%

46%
13%
25%

Above
Level

0%

0%
2%
0%

W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016

Average | Number of Number
Scale | Students of Total
Score | Assessed Students
500 | 101 106
462 101 102
s5 | 8 | 84
82 | 8 83

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

|
Student Placement Distribution (%)

Grade

Grade K
Grade 1
Grade 2
Grade 3
Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

+ 8 Curriculum Associates

lomckis s

| % Studen

=

ts On or Above

Level

Below
Level
(Includes

| OnlLevel

Emerging)

i

100%
100%
85%

|

[

.

100%

57%
87%

0%
-
15%
0%
4%
13%

Above
Level

0%
0%
=
0%
2%
0%

1%
2%
0%

T 1] 20
|
t

Average = Number of : Number
Scale Students of Total
Score . Assessed Students

;04 | 1 20
a0 | 18 | 8
3| | 18 88
a8 | s | 8
439 | 83 86
s | 1 72
a3 | 12 | 12
520 | 63 ‘_ 63
R
548 | 40 | 49
59 | a0 | 4
s.8 | st | 52
563 | st | 52

Date: 9/19/2016 | Page: 8 of 9
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Diagnastic & Instnclion
Performance by School and Grade Report

Academic year: 2015-2016
bject: Reading
vefine "On Level": Standard View

VILLAGE SCHOOL

Show:

Compare:

W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015
W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016

@ W3 2/29-3/11 - 02/14/2016 - 03/25/2016 @ W1 8/12-11/1 - 08/09/2015 - 11/01/2015

1
[ |
i Student Placement Distribution (%) |

Below
% Students On or Above Level
Grade Level (Includes On Level
Emerging) |
Grade K ’_ — - -
2% | 67%
Grade 1 R
39% | 56%
22% | 66%
Grade 2 | -
. 46% | a8%
C13% | B0%
Grade 3 i N
) 58%
| 21% | B3%
Grade 4 o
40% | 50%
8% ‘ 61%
Grade s - :
28% 58%
49 Curriculum Associates

Emm s m——

Above Average = Numberof = Number

Level Scale Students of Total

Score | Assessed Students

et it L O N o

- =z | 0 3
e, I
11% a7 | 18 | a5
6% a% | 18 | 45
12% 521 l 4 i 44
% 492 I
7% 656 45 | 46
7% 530 ' 45 a6
17% s | 48 | a9
10% s68 | 48 | 49
31% 628 36 a7
14% 597 36 37

Date: 9/19/2016 | Page: 9 of 9
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8/26/2016 View Reports

- Back to Search
int Test Results | Get Research Files
Tast Results for:

Blackford Elementary School

CDS Code: 43-69393-6046510
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

SRR 1 PO CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥ All Students (Default) ¥ Apply Selections
To learn mere about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarler Balanced Assessment Resulls.

In order to protect student privacy, an aslerisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %

75% I

50 %

25 %

0% - : — TS . "
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
W Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 7 Standard Exceeded: Level 4
I
All St t f t.

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 94 91 ¥ irg NIA N/A N/A NIA 262

it pifcaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lstTest Y ear=2016& 15 Test Ty pe=B&|stGroup=1 &IsiCounty=43&st District=69393-000& Is1School =604651 0 1/4
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826/2016 View Reports

# of Students Tested 91 90 76 N/A NIA N/A N/A 257
# of Students With Scores 91 lQG 76 NIA N/A N/A N/A 257
Mean Scale Score 2388.1 2430.3 2481.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A NIA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 9% 1% 9% N/A N/A N/A N/A 10 %
Standard Met: Level 3 21% 20 % 36 % N/A NIA N/A NfA 25 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 29 % 26 % 20 % NIA N/A NIA N/A 25%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 42 % 43 % 36 % N/A NIA NIA N/A 40 %

English | Arts/Li Scale S R
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

E Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 8% 11 % 17 % N/A NFA N/A N/A 12 %
Near Standard 48 % 33 % 45 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 42 %
Below Standard 44 % 56 % 38 % N/A N/A N/A NIA 46 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 1% 16 % 20 % NIA NIA NIA NIA 15 %
Near Standard 45 % 48 % 3% N/A N/A N/A NIA 48 %
Below Standard 44 % 37 % 28% N/A NIA N/A N/A 37 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

y Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

2
Above Standard 14 % 12 % 5% NIA N/A NIA NIA 11%
Near Standard 60 % 64 % 75 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 66 %
Below Standard 25 % 23% 20% N/A N/A NIA NIA 23 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

r__n’\ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4ih Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 10 % 8% 17 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 11 %

Near Standard 63 % 59 % 61 % N/A N/A NIA NIA 61 %

hitp:/icaaspp.cde.ca, gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=trucélstTestYear=20168& st Test Ty pe=E &l stGroup=1&lstCounty=43 &1t District=69393-000&1s15choo]=6046510 2/4
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8/26/2016
Below Standard 27 %

li

Achievement Level Distribution

100%

33 %

5th Grade

itera

View Reporls

22%

rea

6th Grade

| Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2

N/A

igve

N/A

7th Grade

B Standard Met: Level 3

Mathematics Achievement Level Descriptors

| B
N .
0% i
3rd Grade 4th Grade
B Standard Mot Met: Leval 1
All Students (accessible data)

Overall Achievement

N/A

8th Grade

N/A

28 %

11th Grade

= Standard Exceeded: Level 4

All

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade B8th Grade e All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 94 91 77 N/A NIA N/A NIA 262
# of Students Tested 93 90 76 N/A NIA N/A N/A 259
# of Students With Scores 93 90 76 N/A NIA NIA N/A 259
Mean Scale Sceore 239141 2429.4 2452.9 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 B % 6 % 8% N/A N/A N/A N/A 7 %
Standard Met: Level 3 24 % 14 % 7% NIA N/A N/A N/A 15 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 26 % 39 % 34 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 44 % 41 % 51 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 45 %
Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Dascriptors provide a mare detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and abave
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

43 Above Standard 13 %

12 %

1%

NIA

N/A

NIA

N/A

12%

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=truedlstTestY ear=2016& st TestType=B&IstGroup=1&IstCounty=43&1stDistrict=69393-000& st School=6046510

3/4
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8/26/2016 View Reporls
Near Standard 37 % 30% 22 % N/A N/A N/A N/A  30%

Below Standard 51 % 58 % 67 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 58 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving sklills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 15 % 12% 7% N/A N/A N/A N/A 12 %
Near Standard 41 % 49 % 34 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 42 %
Below Standard 44 % 39% 59 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 47 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 10 % 7% 9% N/A N/A N/A N/A 8%

-Nm-ar Standard 61 % 46 % 42 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50%

Below Standard 29 % 48 % | 49 % h-IfA - I;I!A- H!A | -NIA 41 %.
h ti iev n

hipfleanspp.ede.ca. gov/sb2016/ ViewRepor?ps=iruc&lstTestY ecar=20 16& st Test Ty pe=B&1sI1G roup= 1 &1stCounty=43&Ist Dist rict=69393-000& 151 School =604651 0
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8/26/2016 View Reports

- Back to Search
int Test Results | Get Research Files
Test Results for:

Campbell Middle School

CDS Code: 43-69393-6046528

Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

BUINEE F RLPORD CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥ All Students (Default) v Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % 5 T —

75% |

50 % -
N .
0% — ' — - — —

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade &th Grade Tth Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
m Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 | Standard Met: Level 3 7 Standard Exceeded: Level 4

h Lan A
[ ibl t.
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled NIA N/A 113 196 213 188 N/A 710

http:Heaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lstlest Year=2016&IsTest 'y pe=Ré&IsiGroup= L&lsiCounty=43& st District=69393-000&1s(School= 6046528
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~ 8/26/2016 View Reports

# of Students Tested N/A N/A 108 188 209 178 N/A 683

# of Students With Scores NIA N/A 108 188 208 178 N/A 682

Mean Scale Score N/A N/A 2436.2 2466.7 2606.1 2624.8 NIA NIA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 N/A N/A 6% 4% & % 6% NIA 5%
Standard Met: Level 3 NIA N/A 15 % 24 % 24 % 30 % N/A 24 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 N/A NJA 21% 23 % 31 % 30 % N/A 27 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 NIA N/A 57 % 48 % 39 % 34 % N/A 43 %

Enalish Lanquage Arts/Literacy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding,

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

E Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard NIA NIA 5% B % 11 % 12 % N/A 9%
Near Standard N/A N/A 36 % 41 % 42 % 45 % NIA 41 %
Below Standard N/A N/A 60 % 53% 47 % 43 % N/A 50 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

2, " Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5ih Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade &th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard N/A N/A 10 % 11 % 14 % 15 % N/A 13%
Near Standard N/A N/A 36 % 35 % 52 % 56 % N/A, 46 %
Below Standard NIA N/A 54 % 53 % 34 % 30 % N/A 41 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

y Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

2
Above Standard N/A N/A 5% 5% 8% 8% N/A 7%
Near Standard N/A NIA 55 % 62 % 66 % 64 % N/A 63 %
Below Standard NIA N/A 40 % 33% 25 % 28% N/A 30%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard N/A NIA 10 % 14 % 16 % 16 % N/A 15 %

Near Standard N/A N/A 59 % 53 % 51% 48 % NIA 52 %

http:/fcaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport? ps=truedlstTestY ear=2016&1siTest Type=B&lsiGroup=1 &1stCounty=43 &l st District=69393-000& 151 School=6046528

2/4
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8/26/2016 View Reports

Below Standard N/A N/A 3M % 33% 32% 35 % NIA  33%

nali

nquage i

Ui a Achievem ors

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % EEETN E
75 %
50 %
25 %
0% — — ' : ; 1
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
® Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Lavel 2 = Standard Met: Level 3 =1 Standard Exceeded: Level 4
| chiegve Vi
All Students {accessible data)_
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled N/A NIA 113 196 213 188 NIA 710
# of Students Tested N/A N/A, 110 191 211 180 N/A 682
# of Students With Scores NIA N/A 110 190 209 177 N/A 686
Mean Scale Score N/A N/A 24478 2456.6 24787 2495.6 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 N/A N/A 7% 7% 4% 5% N/A 6%
Standard Met; Level 3 NJ/A N/A 13 % 12 % 19 % 15% N/A 15 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 NJ/A NIA 24 % 25 % 29 % 27 % NIA 27 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 N/A N/A 56 % 56 % 48 % 54 % N/A 53 %

Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al
2 Above Standard N/A NIA 14 % 1% 12 % 8% N/A 1%

hup://canspp.cde.ca.pov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lstTestY ear=2016&1st Test Type=B&1siGroup=1 &IstCounty=43&1stDistrict=69393-000& st School=6046528 304
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8/26/2016 View Reports

Near Standard N/A N/A 21 % 21% 30 % 31% NA  26%

Below Standard N/IA N/A 65 % 68 % 58 % 62 % N/A 63%

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard N/A NIA 7% 8% 8% 1% N/A 8%
Near Standard NIA N/A 32% 34 % 44 % 46 % N/A 40%
Below Standard N/A N/A 61 % 58 % 49 % 43 % NIA 52%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5ih Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8ith Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard M/A N/A 7% 9% 8% 5% N/A 7%
Near Standard N/A NIA 37 % 42 % 50 % 56 % NIA 47 %
Below Standard N/A N/A 55 % 49 % 42 % 39% N/A 45%

Mathematics Area Achievement Level Descriptars

hup:/fcanspp.cde.cn.govisb2016/ViewRepont?ps=true&lstTest Year=2016& s Test Ty pe=B&siGroup= 1 &IsiCounty=43& st Districi=69393-000& st Sehool=6046528

4/4
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8/26/2016 View Reporls

- Back to Search
int Test Resulls | Get Research Files
Test Results for:

Capri Elementary School

CDS Code; 43-69393-6048536
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

APV : CHANGE OVER TIME

Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥ All Students (Default) v Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internat test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores,

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

1009% -
75%
50%
l
25%
0% : j—— e — - .
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
M Standard Not Met: Level 1 ® Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 * Standard Exceeded: Level 4
El /L iavement
Il St t: ta
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 147 118 63 N/A N/A NIA N/A 328

hiip:/fcaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewRepont?ps=trucdlst Test Y ear=2016&1st Test Ty pe=B el siGroup=1&istCounty=43&1stDistrict=69393-000& st School=6046536

1/4
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8/26/2016 View Reports

# of Students Tested 142 117 63 N/A N/A N/A N/A 322

# of Students With Scores 142 17 63 N/A N/A N/A N/A 322

Mean Scale Score 24396 2487.7 25641.8 NIA N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 29 % 24 % 37 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 29 %
Standard Met: Level 3 23% 32% 30% NIA N/A N/A N/A 28 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 29 % 15 % 22 % N/A NIA NIA N/A 23%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 18 % 29 % 1% NIA NIA N/A N/A 21%

:nalish | Arts/Li Scale § R
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the fallowing three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

E Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5thGrade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 27 % 22% 35% N/A N/A NIA N/A 27 %
Near Standard 44 % 47 % 44 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 45 %
Below Standard 29 % 3% 21 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 28%

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 2% 28 % 49 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 34 %
Near Standard 44 % 44 % 38 % NIA N/A NIA N/A 43%
Below Standard 24 % 27% 13 % N/IA N/A N/A N/A 23 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

""}/C Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
2

Above Standard 21% 21 % 21 % N/A N/A N/A NIA 21%
Near Standard 65 % 64 % 73 % N/A N/A N/IA N/A 86 %
Below Standard 14 % 15% 8% N/A NIA N/A NIA 13%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8lh Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 27 % 17 % 48 % NIA N/A NIA N/A 28 %

Near Standard 52 % 62 % 48 % NIA N/A NIA N/A 55 %

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewRepont?ps=truedelst TestY car=2016&1s( Tes( Ty pe=B&lstGroup=1&IstCount y=43&IstDistrict=69393-000&1stSchool=6046536 2/4



8/26/2016 View Reports

Below Standard 20 % 21 % 6% N/A NIA N/A NIA  18%

lis! uage ilel a A emen Des: 5

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % - — i ==t
iE -‘1 i

75% | ,-'"

50 %

25%

0 % ‘ i L] ] - ' ) 2 ) g r
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade
B Standard Mot Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 . Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Matl ics Achi | D i
All Students (accessible data)_

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8&th Grade i All
Grade

# of Students Enrolled 147 118 63 N/A NIA N/A N/A azs
# of Students Tested 145 7 62 NIA N/A N/A N/A 324
# of Students With Scores 145 115 61 N/A N/A N/A N/A 321
Mean Scale Score 2463.5 2511.0 26311 NIA N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 32% 38 % 34 % N/A N/A N/IA N/A 35%
Standard Met: Level 3 37T % 22% 25% N/A N/A NIA N/A 29 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 13 % 28% 18 % NIA N/A NIA N/A 19 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 17 % 12% 23% N/A N/A N/A N/A 17 %

Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students’ performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subjectare reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade Al
Above Standard 47%  46% 39 % N/A NIA N/A NIA 459

llltp:lfcaaspp.C(l¢.ca.govlst{)lGN'icchpmt'?ps=lruc&lsl'!'cst‘(mr:ZOlG&Isl'['csi'l‘ypc:l!&Isleup:l&Isl(.'ounly:ﬁﬂ&lstDislricr=69393-0(KJ&IKIScht:ﬁI:ﬂMﬂﬂﬁ
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8/26/2016 View Reports

Near Standard 32% 32% 34 % N/A N/A N/A NIA  32%

Below Standard 21% 22 % 26 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 22%

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
thelr problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 48 % 37 % 39 9% NIA N/A N/A N/A 41%
Near Standard 37 % 43 % 36 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 39%
Below Standard 18 % 19 % 25% N/A N/A N/A N/A 20%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express thelr thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

@ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade  All
il
|

Above Standard 43 % 40 % 26 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 39 %

Near Standard 46 % 48 % 46 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 46 %

Below Standard 12 % 12% 28 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 15%
1 ti n r

hup:/fcaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb20 16/ ViewRepor ps=iruc&ISUTestY car=201 G s T st Tume = minet STt mmisie A% bobatsise = o Frmnm s~ -



11
“Joid Buz

1s 0t |
9 %9'€8  %Y'9T |
T 1k o1
19
Suapms
30 §# |ejol

d35 10N 5 43S

"SI0 Ued3-01305

linu ‘ynu ‘fnu
faejuswalz pde) ‘A | 9T-GT

i e . ™. " I R N A

61 ce o | . _ USPMS JO # 230
%I"TE %S'ZS %UPT | wmox | SHEURSREEA
-m.m - I B N.ml. - r |m o - |H ) i mur_..wﬂum.l‘ -
. Ipel
%I"TE %S"ZS %8'¥T ﬁ %9°T gepesg 999
ELER]
usxe] s8] apeio 3591
sjuno) pue sabejuadiag Adusjpyouy
P3a |epads uo 9 jepads sadey papoday |y Slewad 3 EW
‘P3 jeads Kpaupaeoey 13puagy

9UIIDS -9T T JeIA 359
usxel 3sa) usyjy jone epesn Aq poday Juapijold Juediad 1S)

910Z/aT/60




e 1€ _ L LI Zc S __ ¥ " 5 S0
| VEs]
s§ %IEY %P9 | LTI | %e0E %001 %I'6 | %Es SUBPNEI0 ¥ 101
. e N WEOE SR . L S B S
v2 153 L it ez S v —
| ¥ apes
55 %b"9S %L'TT %6"0E %0°0v %I'6 %E"L gspeig S °PEID
sjuapnis [ana]
40 #2301 Jiseq UsAeLIsal apeis 53]

Joug Buz

035 10N 7 035
"SI0 Uod3-op305

IInu ‘jinu ‘ynu
fejusweyg ude) ‘A | gT-pT

ql.f\‘.,l\..(rf\/l\fi\flelkfr\.((/l\rl\f\\

P3 [eRads wop 3 |Enads
P3 |eads

Sjuno) pue sabejuadiayg Aouapyouy
sadey payoday v
Apuyaeoey

3jelsy 3 djey

Jspuag
JDUBIIS -GTOT 1edp 1591

USNeL 3S3] usyy |9ne epeun Aq podey jusidoId JUadIBy 1§D

b I, S VI S W

9102/61/60




L . L O NP T R W R

Castlemont

’ p P y . _ \ v )
et SN S T SR S N N R L S S L P N T S W N N R W R W R R R N N R RO Y R R R N S B



e e e e

-

—

8/26/2016 View Reports

* Back to Search
int Test Results | Get Research Files
Test Results for:

Castlemont Elementary School

CDS Code; 43-69393-6046544
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

SUMMALY KEPORT CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 *  All Students (Default) v Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Results.

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number an Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

100% - ¢
L <!
-
' T =%
75 % F =
l . W3
- . .
0% H L N A FR R - I x T r - 1 — g (] xj 3
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2 = Standard Met: Level 3 I* Standard Exceeded: Level 4
s/Li isvem Vi i
ible data
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6&th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 128 149 81 N/A N/A N/A N/A 356

hup:/fcaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=trucdlstTestY car=20 16& st Test Ty pe=B&Isi(iroup= | &lstCounty=438&1st Districi=69393-000& Is5chool=6(:6544 1/4
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View Reports

# of Students Tested 123 142 76 N/A N/A NIA N/A 341

# of Students With Scores 123 142 76 NIA N/A N/A NIA 341

Mean Scale Score 2399.7 2478.9 2469.8 NIA NIA N/A N/A NIA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 19 % 36 % 12% NIA N/A N/A N/A 24 %
Standard Met: Level 3 18 % 23% 21% N/A N/A N/A N/A 21%
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 25% 13% 30 % NIA NIA N/A N/A 21 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 38 % 28% 37 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 34 %

lish
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailad lock at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above

standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 15 % 25% 14 % N/A N/A N/A NIA 19 %
Near Standard 41 % 44 % 43 % NIA NIA N/A N/A 43 %
Below Standard 43 % 32% 42 % N/A NIA N/A NIA 38 %
WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?
|\ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade dth Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al
Above Standard 15 % 27 % 7% N/A NIA N/A N/A 21%
Near Standard 41 % 49 % 43 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 45%
Below Standard 43 % 24 % 39 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 34 %
LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?
Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 1ith Grade Al
Above Standard 16 % 23% 9% NIA N/A N/A NIA 18%
Near Standard 59 % 63 % 64 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 62 %
Below Standard 25 % 14 % 26 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 21%
RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?
Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al
Above Standard 18 % 38 % 18 % N/A N/A NIA N/A 26 %
Near Standard 43 % 44 % 61 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 48 %

hup:Hfeanspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lsi TestY ear=2016&1s0 et Ty pe=B&lstGroup=1 &lstCounty=43&Ist District=69393-000& st School=6046 544
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Below Standard 39 % 18 % 21 % N/A N/A N/A N/A  26%

nalis uage ArlsiLi evement Level Descriptor:

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % 1 -i
.}
| 8 !
75 % ‘ = nL 34
. .8 g |
25% . .
D %, i - - i - . . 5
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2 ®| Standard Met: Level 3 @ Standard Exceeded: Level 4
2 i v r:
All Students (accessible data)
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 126 149 81 NIA N/A NIA N/A 356
# of Students Tested 124 144 77 N/A N/A N/A N/A 345
# of Students With Scores 124 144 77 NIA N/A N/A N/A 345
Mean Scale Score 24221 2487.4 2470.7 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 18 % 31% 13% N/A N/A N/A N/A 22 %
Standard Met: Level 3 32% 20% 12% NIA N/A NIA N/A 23%
Standard Nearly Met; Level 2 21 % 29% 38 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 28 %
Standard Not Met: Lavel 1 29 % 19 % 39 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 27 %
Mathematics Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 29 % 38 % 18 % N/A NIA NIA N/A 30

hitp:/feaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewRepon ?ps=iruedestlestY car=20 1 6& st Tes Ty pe= B&ltGroup=1 &lstCounty=43&Ist District=69393-000& st School =60463544 34
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Near Standard 36 % 29 % 34 % N/A N/A NIA NIA  33%

Below Standard 35 % 33% 48 % N/A NIA NIA N/A 37 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 25 % 3% % N/A N/A N/A N/A 25%
Near Standard 44 % 40 % 40 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 41%
Below Standard 31 % 27 % 52 % N/A NIA NIA NIA 34 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

$ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade S8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 27 % 34 % 4% N/A N/A N/A N/A 25%
Near Standard 52 % 40 % 81 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 49 %
Below Standard 21 % 26 % 5% N/A N/A NIA N/A 26 %

Mathematics Area Achievement Level Descriplors

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReportTps=true&lsi Tes(Y ear=20168&1st Test Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=1&lsiCounty=43&1st District=69393-000& 15t School =6046544

44



g€ Z€ m zZ1 9z €2 z _ ¢ % ]
| uapn
ik %EVS  %L'SY | %TLT | %LLE %6'ZE %6'T | %0°0T PERSREEEL
Z€ z1 9z £2 = e ci -wu.c.m_uw TR e
i %L'SY | %ILL %L'LE %6'ZE gepeig  °2°P®D
sjuapNIS "5 : “ = [ELCR]
10 # 1301 i - B S UO1°L%0L | pein 350
Sjuno) pue sabejuadiag Aduapyold
1] a353IoN 3 a3s P3 |e12ads uoN 3 (erads sadey papoday |y FeW34 9 JHew
"joug Bugy 'SiQ UD23-01205 ‘P3 jeads Aougpaiaoey Japuan
9IUBIDS -9T 0T ‘JeDA 1531
[Inu ‘pnu ‘Inu uayje] 3se) usyj |ene] epetn Aq poday Juspdyosd Juadiad 15D
faejuswelg Juowspse) ‘A | 9T-ST 9102/97/60
M - M e e M N N N N N N N N LA |



- v 3 7 91 _
%6"ES %L'9v | %T "TZ
5 _q 91
. %I
Sju=pnig
40 # |ejol

I 035 ION 3 a3s

“joid buz "SI0 U0I3-01205

[Inu ‘fiau ‘nu
Aaejuswalg Juowaspysed ‘A | ST-vT

e .. " WL NI NI S W W N S N S R S

S¢

<z 2z 11 _ z _
%6'ZE %682 %S b1 wgz | TUSPMSO#IS0L
- - N‘N‘ o |H.H. : ‘ i Wunmw_uml. A
%6°ZE %6°8Z gepeiy S °PED
: : [2A87
AU i oo b usjeLissl apein) 353
sjuno) pue sabejuelieyg Auapdyoldd
P3 |edads uoN 1§ jeads s20eY payoday ||y ajewad 13 e
‘p3 |eDads Auyasiey 1apuzg

3DUBIIS -GTOZ :JB3A 159
uanje] 3so) uayjl jone] epelg Aq poday Jusidyouad juadiad 1S)

910Z/~T/60



.(_,.\_f\_rl..f\_fl\rlq(.—zlel\f.\r\fl..fl\rl\fl\/r\.ft\((

Forest Hill

fohad AN N Y A W WY W N Y Y Y Y Y S L L ) L



~ B/26/2016 View Reports

« Back o Search
dint Test Resulls | Get Research Files
Test Results for:

Forest Hill Elementary School

CDS Code: 43-69393-6046577
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

BEIGA |l CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥ Al Students (Default) v Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarler Balanced Assessment Resulls.

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Resuits (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %
75 %
50% |
25%
0% ' . —— ———
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2 M Standard Met: Level 3 * Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 93 118 63 N/A N/A N/A N/A 274

hup:ffeaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lsi TestY car=2016& st Test Ty pe=B&IstGroup= | &IsiCounty=43&Ististrict=69393-000&1stSchool=6046577
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# of Students Tested 89 116 61 NIA N/A NIA N/A 266
# of Students With Scores 89 116 61 NIA N/A N/A N/A 266
Mean Scale Score 2519.8 2516.3 2693.3 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 70 % 46 % 61 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 57 %
Standard Met: Level 3 21% 27% 23% N/A N/A N/A N/A 24 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 7 % 16 % 10 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 11 %
Standard Not Met; Level 1 2% 12% 7% N/A N/A NIA N/A 8%

Endalish Lanquage Aris/Lileracy Scale Score Ranges
Areas
Area Achiavement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed lock at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

E Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 60 % 46 % 54 % N/A N/A N/IA N/A 52 %
Near Standard 38 % 35% 386 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 7%
Below Standard 1% 19 % 10 % N/A N/A NIA N/A 11 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

i Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 64 % 45 % 77 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 59 %
Near Standard 5% 49 % 1% N/A N/A NIA NJA 36%
Below Standard 1% 6% 1% N/A NIA N/A MN/A 6%

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

y Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade &th Grade 11th Grade All
2

Above Standard 48 % 24 % 49 % N/A N/A N/A NIA 38%
Near Standard 48 % 70 % 48 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 58 %
Below Standard 3% 6 % 3% N/A N/A N/A N/A 5%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

E;J\ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 61 % 35% 74 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 53 %

Near Standard 38 % 53 % 23 % NIA NIA N/A N/A 41 %

hitp:/fcaaspp.cde.ca.govisb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lstTestY ear=2016&1st Test Type=B&lst Group=1 &lstCounty=43&1st District=60303-000&1stSchool=6046577
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Below Standard 1% 1% 3% N/A, NIA N/A N/A 6 %

nalish Aris/Literacy Area Achieve Descriptors

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % - -
\‘ - | '._
i ‘\' -.'-| il
1} | :
5% | 1 | e
i 3 ;; 3 -
| ' . i
50 % ! | &
] -
| == "
SRR L i
25% |
| [ 2 [ 78
0% ! . Ee— ) " " N . , EEE——
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
| Standard Not Met: Level 1 ® Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded:; Leve| 4
Mathematics Achievement Level Descriptors
All Students (accessible data)

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade i All
Grade
# of Students Enralled 83 118 63 N/A N/A N/A N/A 274
# of Students Tested a0 i1 61 N/A N/A NIA N/A 268
# of Students With Scores 90 117 61 NIA N/A N/A N/A 268
Mean Scale Score 2624.9 2534.0 2603.1 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 74 % 43 % 64 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 58 %
Standard Met: Level 3 14 % 32% 21% N/A N/A N/A N/A 24 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 10% 23% 10 % N/A N/A N/A NIA 16 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 1% 3% 5% N/A N/A N/A N/A 3%

Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

= Above Standard 77 % 54 % 74 % N/A NIA N/A NIA 66 %

hutpdcaaspp.ede.ca,gov/sb20 1 6/ViewReport?ps=truc&ls TestY car=201 6& st Tes Ty pe=B&IstGroup=1 &1stConnty=43& 15t District=69393-000& 15 chool =6046577
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Near Standard 20 % 35% 21 % N/A N/A N/A N/A  27%

Below Standard 3% 11% 5% N/A NIA N/A NIA 7 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 80 % 47 % 84 % N/A N/A N/A NIA 62 %
Near Standard 16 % 46 % 28% N/A NIA N/A N/A 32%
Below Standard 4% 7% 8% N/A N/A N/A N/A 6%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade Tth Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 72 % 49 % 52 % NIA N/A NIA N/A 57 %

Near Standard 28 % 40 % 38 % N/A N/A N/A NIA 35 %

Below Standard 0% 1% 1% N/A N/A N/A NiA 7%
Mathematics Area Achievement Level Descriplors

hitp:/fcanspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=trucddsilestY ear=2016& s Test Ty pe=B&lsiGrroup= | &lsiCounty=43&Ist District=69393-000& 151 School =6046577
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8/26/2016 View Reporls

< Back 1o Search
int Test Results | Get Research Files

Tost Results for:

Lynhaven Elementary School

CDS Code: 43-68393-6046601
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

SUBRRERY FeEPOR Y CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥ All Students (Defauilt) v Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Results.

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % r -
1 ()
& -
75% E '
: i
50 % - -
N .
D% T - i i { Loy gt | L e . ¥ a0 Lpry e H
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 W Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2 | Standard Met: Level 3 Standard Exceeded: Level 4
i Achiev
A ta

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade B8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 09 91 64 NIA N/A N/A N/A 254

htip:/fcaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport ?ps=true&lstTestY car=2016&]stTest Ty pe=B &lstGroup=14&lstCounty=43 &l st District=69393-0004& 15t School=6046601
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8/26/2016 View Reports
# of Students Tested 95 87 64 N/A N/A N/A N/A 246
# of Students With Scores 94 87 63 N/A N/A N/A N/A 244
Mean Scale Score 2407.8 2436.5 2476.1 N/A N/A NIA N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 2% 16 % 11 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 17 %
Standard Met: Level 3 21% 18 % 25% NIA N/A N/A NIA 21 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level2 20% 18 % 24 % NIA N/A NIA NIA 20 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 36 % 47 % 40 % N/A NIA NIA N/A 41 %

Enalish Lanquage Arts/Literacy Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievement Leve! Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above

standard, The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 17 % 16 % 14 % N/A N/A NIA N/A 16 %
Near Standard 45 % 38 % 37T % NIA N/A N/A N/A 40 %
Below Standard 38 % 46 % 49 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 44 %
WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?
Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 24 % 9 % 19 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 18 %
Near Standard 40 % 52 % 51 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 47 %
Below Standard 35% 39 % 30 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 35%
LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?
:’—ﬂ' Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al
Above Standard 15 % 15% 14 % N/A N/A NIA N/A 15 %
Near Standard 65 % 70 % 67 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 67 %
Below Standard 20 % 15 % 18 % NIA NIA N/A NIA 18 %
RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?
tl-q Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al
Above Standard 24 % 16 % 19 % N/A N/A NIA N/A 20%
Near Standard 44 % 49 % 59 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 50 %

hitp:/fcaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReporl? ps=trucdlsiTestY ear=2016&1siTest Type=B&IstGroup=1&lsiCounty=43 &I stDistrict=69393-000& 5t School=6046601
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Below Standard 32 % 34 % 22 % N/A N/A N/A NIA  30%
nglis nauaae Aris/Li ievement Level Descriptor:
Achievement Level Distribution
100 % " ——
| i [
|

75% |
50%

25%

0% -
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade

B Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 M Standard Met: Level 3 2 Standard Exceeded: Level 4

mati hi |
All Students (accessible data)
Overall Achievement
3rd Grade 4ih Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade o All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 98 91 63 N/A N/A N/A N/IA 252
# of Students Tested 96 20 63 N/A N/A N/A N/A 249
# of Students With Scores 96 a0 63 N/A N/A N/A N/A 249
Mean Scale Score 2417.7 2458.9 2461.3 N/A NIA N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 18 % 10 % 5% N/A N/A N/A N/A 12 %
Standard Met: Level 3 24 % 27 % 16 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 23%
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 27 % 34 % 30% NIA NIA N/A N/A 3M%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 31% 29 % 49 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 3B%
Mathematics Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detalled lock at students’ performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard, The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 24 % 19 % 10 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 18 %

All

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport ?ps=true&lsiTestY car=2016&1stTest Type=B&lsiGroup=1&IstCounty=43 &lst District=69393-000481s1School=6046601



View Reports

Near Standard 39 % 40 % 30 % N/A N/A N/A N/A  37%

Below Standard RER 41% 80 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 45 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 117th Grade All

Above Standard 27 % 17 % 5% N/A N/A N/A NIA 18 %
Near Standard 30 % 48 % 41 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 43 %
Below Standard 34 % B % 54 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 40%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express thelr thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 26% 19 % 3% N/A N/A N/A N/A 18 %

Near Standard 50 % 49 % 52 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50 %

Below Standard 24 % 32% 44 % NIA N/A i:UA N/A 32%
e evel De

hitp://canspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewRepon ?ps=truedelstTestY ear=2016&1st Test Ty pe=B&lsiGroup=1&IstCounty=43&1stDistrict=69393-000&1s1School=6046601
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8/26/2016 View Reports

* Back to Search
int Test Results | Get Research Files
Test Results for:

Marshall Lane Elementary School

CDS Code: 43-69393-6046619
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

AL TS S CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 * Al Students (Default) v Apply Selections
To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Results,

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % .
|
il
|
75 % |
é;
50 %
25%
0% s 5 — e ~ - .
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade Tth Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade
B Standard Not Met: Leval 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 B Standard Mel: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Level 4
nali i i v
All Students (accessible data)
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade B8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 93 a9 08 N/A N/A N/A N/A 230

hitp:fcaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewRepor ! ps=truc&lsi Test Y ear=2016& s Test Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=1 &IstCounty=43& st District=69393.000& s1School=6046619
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View Reports

# of Students Tested 89 98 95 N/A N/A N/A NIA 282

# of Students With Scores 89 98 85 N/A N/A N/A N/A 282

Mean Scale Score 2502.2 2618.1 2570.56 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 56 % 46 % 53 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 51%
Standard Met: Level 3 26 % 27 % 24 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 26 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 15% 18 % 16 % N/A N/A NIA N/A 16 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 3% 8% 7% N/A N/A N/A N/A 7%

ish Lan i nge
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard, The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

E Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 51 % 47 % 49 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 49 %
Near Standard 44 % 41 % 36 % N/A N/A NIA N/A 40 %
Below Standard 6 % 12% 15 % N/A NIA N/A N/A M1%

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

5

Above Standard 57 % 37 % 60 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 51 %
Near Standard 36 % 52 % 32 % N/IA N/A N/A N/A 40 %
Below Standard 7% 1% 8% N/A N/A MN/A N/A 9%

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

_.-!J}/Q Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4ih Grade 6th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
)

Above Standard 42 % 40 % 38 % N/A N/A N/A, N/IA 40 %
Near Standard 55 % 54 % 56 % NIA NIA N/A NIA 55 %
Below Standard 3% 6% 6% N/A N/A N/A NIA 5%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Eﬁ' Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade &8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 55 % 43 % 65 % NIA N/A N/A NIA 54 %

Near Standard 42 % 49 % 28 % N/A NIA NIA N/A 40 %

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca. gov/sh2016/ViewRepori?ps=true&lsiTestY car=2016&IstTesi Type=B&lstGroup=1&lstCounty=43&IstDistrict=69393-000& st School=6046619
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8/26/2016 View Reports

Below Standard 3% 8% 5% N/A N/A N/A NIA 6 %

an: ileracy Are. higy scriplor:

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % !, St
75% ?
50% | A
25%

G | o ‘ S , , |
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade Tth Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Mot Met: Level 1 W Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 B Standard Met: Level 2 =1 Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Mathematics Achievement Level Descriptors
All Students (accessible data)

Overall Achievement

11th

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 93 99 a8 N/A NIA N/A N/A 290
# of Students Tested 92 98 96 N/A N/A NIA N/A 286
# of Students With Scoras 92 98 96 NJA NIA N/A NIA 288
Mean Scale Score 2611.0 25224 2578.7 N/A N/A N/A NIA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 53 % 3% 55 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 47 %
Standard Met: Level 3 39% 42 % 16 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 32 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 4% 20 % 21% N/A NIA N/A N/A 15 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 3% 5% 8 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 6%

Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas
Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed lock at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and Ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Abave Standard 75 % 53 % 60 % NIA NIA N/A N/A 63 %

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewRepor)ps=true&lstTestY car=20168&lstTes Ty pe=BdlsiGroup=1 &1stCounty=43 & stDistrict=69393-000&IsiSchool=6046619
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8/26/2016 View Reports

Near Standard 22 % 34 % 22 % N/A N/A N/A NIA  26%

Below Standard 3% 13 % 18 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 12%

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 59 % 44 % 56 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 53%
Near Standard 36 % 47 % 32 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 38 %
Below Standard 5% 9% 11 % NIA N/A N/A NIA 9%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade S5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard 88 % 41% 53 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 54 %

Near Standard 28 % 51 % 29 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 36 %

Below Standard 3% 8% 18 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 10 %
emali Vi 2

hup:feaaspp.cde.ca.govisb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lst Tes(Year=20 1 6&1st Test Ty pe= B&1siG roup=1 &IstCounty=43&Ist Distric1=69393-000& st School=60466 19
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£/26/2016 View Reports

* Back to Search
int Test Results | Get Research Files
Test Rasults for:

Monroe Middle School

CDS Code: 43-69393-6046627

Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County
SUMMLRY REPORT CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Salact Year; Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥ All Students (Default) ¥ Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores,

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %
75%
50%
25%
D % 4 0 ™ —i - H T ¥ il —
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
| Standard Not Met: Level 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2 m Standard Met; Level 3 «* Standard Exceeded: Level 4
=] /L i
All Students (accessible data)

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade b5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grada 8th Grade Al
Grade
# of Sludents Enrolled N/A N/A 106 250 282 252 N/A 890

hitp:/icaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=truedlstTest Y car=20 16& s Test Ty pe=B&IsiGroup=1 &lstCounty=43&1st District=69393 - 000& 1stSchool=6046627
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8/26/2016 View Reports

# of Students Tested N/A N/A 97 240 276 247 N/A 860

# of Students With Scores N/A NIA 97 240 276 247 N/A 860

Mean Scale Score N/A N/A 2498.3 2499.3 2625.3 26411 N/A NIA
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 NIA N/A 20% 9% 13 % 1% N/A 12%
Standard Met: Level 3 N/A N/A B % 28 % 28 % 30 % N/A 29 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 N/A NJ/A 13 % 31 % 24% 28% N/A 26 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 N/A N/A 32% 32% 36 % N% N/A 33 %

5 I n
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard N/A NIA 21 % 10 % 17 % 20% NIA 16 %
Near Standard N/A NIA 43 % 47 % 45 % 44 % N/IA 45 %
Below Standard N/A NIA 38 % 43 % 38 % 36 % N/IA 39 %
WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?
Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade Bth Grade 7ih Grade &th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Slandard NIA N/A B% 18 % 23 % 19 % N/A 21%
Near Standard N/A N/A 41 % A7 % 44 % 47 % N/A 45 %
Below Standard N/A N/A 26 % 37 % 33 % 34 % N/A 34 %
LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?
y'z Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard N/A N/A 8 % 10 % 16 % 12 % N/A 12%
Near Standard N/A NIA 70 % 70 % 58 % 62 % N/A 64 %
Below Standard NIA NIA 22 % 20 % 27 % 26 % N/A 24 %
RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?
Do, Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard N/A N/A 35 % 18 % 21 % 23 % N/A 22%
Near Standard N/A N/A 52 % 62 % 47 % 44 % N/A 51 %

hitp:fcanspp.cde.ca, gov/sb2016/View Report ?ps=trucdlst Test Y car=2016& st Test Ty pe= B&lstGroup= 1 &1siCounly=43& st Districi=69393-000&1s1School=6046627
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8/26/2016 View Reports

Below Standard N/A NIA 13 % 20 % 32 % 33 % N/A  27%

li e Arls/Litera re ie | criptor.

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %

|

75% |
50 %

|

|

25% |

0% - ; .
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Mei: Level 1 m Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 = Standard Mel; Level 3 ' Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Mathematics Achievement Level Descriptors
All Students (accessible data)

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade i All
Grade

# of Students Enrolled N/A NIA 106 250 283 252 NIA 891
# of Sludents Tested NIA N/A 99 242 277 247 N/A 865
# of Students With Scores N/A N/A 99 242 277 2486 N/A 864
Mean Scale Score N/A N/A 2492.8 2608.9 2489.1 2604.3 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded; Level 4 NJ/A NIA 18 % 18 % 13 % 14 % N/A 15 %
Standard Met: Level 3 N/A N/A 14 % 19 % 12 % 11 % N/A 14 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 NI/A NIA 34 % 31% 30% 22% N/A 28 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 N/A N/A 33 % 33 % 45 % 53 % N/A 43 %

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detaited look at students’ performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

T Above Standard NIA N/A 25% 25 % 16 % 14 % N/A 19 %

hitp:/fcanspp.ede.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&isiTestYear=2016&IstTest Ty pe=B&lstGroup=1 &IstCounty=43&1st District=69393-0004 151 School=6046627 3/4
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8/26/2016 View Reports

Near Standard N/A N/A 29 % 34 % 26 % 20 % NA  20%

Below Standard NIA NIA 45 % 41 % 58 % 57 % NIA 52 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard N/A NIA 20 % 16 % 15 % 17 % N/A 16 %
Near Standard N/A, N/A 7% 44 %, 36 % 46 % N/A 41%
Below Standard N/A N/A 42 % 40 % 49 % 37 % N/A 42 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade &th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard N/A NIA 15 % 17 % 17 % 14 % N/A 16 %
Near Standard N/A N/A 44 % 50 % 49 % 44 % N/A 48 %
Below Standard N/A N/A 40 % 33% 34 % 42% NIA 37 %

chieveme escriptor:

htip:fleaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=truelstTestYear=20 16& st Test Ty pe=l& stGronp=1 &1s1iCounly=43&1st District=69393-000& 515 chool=6046627
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8/26/2016 View Reports

- Back to Search
int Test Resulls | Get Research Files
Test Results for:

Rolling Hills Middle School

CDS Code: 43-69393-6046668

™

Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

GG O e CHANGE OVER TIME

Report Options
Selact Year: Selact Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥ Al Students (Default) v Apply Selections

N e T e R e e e T e e ]

f To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

. 100 % T

\ [ |

r |

: 75 % *

f e —

L

X 50 %

\ - -
[ 0% | S , . . B
. 3rd Grade * 4th Grade * 5th Grade E6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

= B Standard Not Met: Level 1 @ Standard Nearly Met: Level 2~ ® Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded; Lavel 4

{ All Students (accessible data)

Qverall Achievement

— 11th

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade All
b Grade
S # of Students Enrolled 2 3 89 294 274 273 N/A 935

hitp:/icaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewRe port? ps=true&lstTestY car=2016&1sTesi Type=B&lstGroup=1&IstCounty=43&Ist District=69393-000& 15t School=6046668
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8/26/2016 View Reporls

# of Students Tested 1 2 a7 284 268 270 NIA 912

# of Students With Sceres 1 2 87 284 268 269 NIA a1

Mean Scale Score i B 2644.7 2682.2 2689.9 2618.6 NIA N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 * 5 38 % 41 % 29 % 28 % N/A 33%
Standard Met: Level 3 * " 29% 33 % 40 % 49 % NIA 39%
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 " » 17 % 15 % 18 % 19 % N/A 17 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 i ' 16 % 1% 13 % 4% N/A 10 %

Enalish Lanquage Ars/Literacy Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a mere detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above

standard, The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3td Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard * " 36 % 38% 35 % 46 % N/A 9%
Near Standard * " 40 % 45 % 45 % 43 % N/A 44 %
Below Standard i i 24 % 17 % 20 % 1% N/A 17 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard - - 44 % 54 % 49 % 39 % N/A 47 %
Near Standard ” i 41 % 32% 37 % 56 % N/A 42 %
Beiow Standard i ’ 15 % 13 % 14 % 5% N/A 1%

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

y Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade Gth Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard id s 31 % 32% 34 % 30% N/A 32%
Near Standard x " 57 % 61 % 55 % 65 % N/A 60 %
Below Standard ] * 11 % 7 % 10 % 5% N/A 8%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al

Above Standard " ¥ 60 % 48 % 38 % 37 % N/A 43 %

Near Standard * * 32 % 44 % 48 % 57 % NIA 48 %

http://caaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReporl ?ps=trucé&lstTestY ear=2016&1s(Test Ty pe=B&l stGroup=1&lsiCounty=43&1stDisirict=69393-000& 15t School=6046668 2/4
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8/26/2016 View Reports

Below Standard * " 8% 7% 13 % 7 % N/A 9%

ish Lanquage Ars/Liter. i nt Level Descri

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %
75 %
50 %
25%
0% - ' . ' ' . )
3rd Grade * 4th Grade * 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
| Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 = Standard Met: Level 3 1 Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Mathematics Achievement Leval Descriplors
All Students (accessible data)

Overall Achievement

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade i All
Grade

# of Students Enrolled 2 3 89 294 274 273 N/A 935
# of Students Tested 1 2 87 283 270 270 N/A 913
# of Students With Scores 1 2 a7 283 269 269 N/A 911
Mean Scale Score % b 2540.3 2678.2 2586.5 2645.2 N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 . * 36 % 43 % 41 % 52% N/A 44 %
Standard Met: Level 3 * i 22% 20% 20 % 19 % NIA 20 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 " * 26 % 22 % 20% 22 % N/A 22%
Standard Not Met: Level 1 " i 16 % 15 % 18 % 6% N/A 13 %

Mathematics Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Leve| Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard * » 43 % 43 % 46 % 59 % N/A 49 %

hitpi/fcanspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewRepart ?ps=truedlsi Test Y ear=20 | 6& st Test Ty pe=B&1stGroup= | &lstCounty=43&Is(District=69393-0004&1s15chool=6046668 3/4
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8/26/2016 View Reporls

Near Standard . # 3% 35 % 29 % 31% NIA 32%

Below Standard > * 24 % 22% 25% 10% N/A 18 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade &th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard L " 34 % 46 % 44 % 51% NIA 46 %
Near Standard * * 47 % 40 % 39% 41 % N/A 41%
Below Standard ¥ i 18 % 15 % 17 % 7% N/A 14 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade Bth Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard ¥ # 32 % 43 % 45 % 51% N/A 45 %

Near Standard * * 46 % 43 % 39 % 1% NIA 42 %

Below Standard * * 22% 14 % 17 % 8% N/A 14 %
Mathematics Area Achievemenl Level Descriplors

hip:feauspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport?ps=true&lsiTest Y ear=20 1 6& st Test Ty pe=B&IsiG roup= | &IstCounty=43&1st District=69393-000& [stSchool 6046668
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8/26/2016 View Reports

* Back to Search
Int Test Results | Get Research Files
Test Results for:

Rosemary Elementary School

CDS Code: 43-69393-6046676
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

GURRERY 1O CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥ Al Students (Defauli) v Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % - B =
[ B
L | &
75% p
50 %
25%
0% i 5 T T T - '
ard Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
| Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 m Standard Met: Level 3 - Standard Exceeded; Level 4
jter: ievem escriptor:
All Student ibl ta

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 110 85 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 195

hupffeanspp.ede.ca.povlsb2016/ViewReport?ps=truc&lstTestY car=2016& st Test Ty pe= B&IaG roup=1 &1stCounty=43&1stDistrict=69393-000& 1S chool =6046676
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~ 8/26/2016 View Reports

# of Students Tested 105 84 NIA N/A N/A NIA N/A 1889

# of Students With Scores 105 84 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 189

Mean Scale Score 2383.2 24081 N/A N/A N/A NIA N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 15 % 5% N/A N/A NfA N/A N/A 1%
Standard Met; Level 3 21 % 14 % NIA N/A N/A NIA N/A 18 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 21 % 25% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 23 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 43 % 56 % N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 49 %

i u i
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' perfarmance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reporied using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard, The sum of the achievementi level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11ith Grade All

Above Standard 8 % 5% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 7 %
Near Standard 42 % 36 % N/A NIA N/A NIA N/A 39%
Below Standard 50 % 60 % N/A NIA N/A NiA N/A 54 %

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5ith Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

s

Fa B

—

o —

Above Standard 18 % 6 % N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 13%
Near Standard 38 % 43 % N/A N/A N/A NIA N/A 40 %
Below Standard 43 % 51 % N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 47 %

i T

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

-y Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
(7

: Above Standard 10 % 7% N/A N/A NIA N/A NIA 8%
Near Standard 58 % 63 % N/A N/A N/A N/A NIA 60 %
Below Standard 32% 30 % N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 3M%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
Above Standard 18 % 8% N/A N/A NIA N/A N/A 14 %

Near Standard 51 % 50 % N/A NIA NIA N/A NIA 51%

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=trucdlstTestY car=20168 st Test Type=B&lstGroup=1 &IstCounty=43&1st District=69393-000& 1515 chool =6046676 214
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8/26/2016
Below Standard 30 %

Achievement Level Distribution

42 %

5th Grade

View Reports

NIA

Literacy Area Achi

6th Grade

B Standard Not Met: Level 1 ® Standard Nearly Met: Level 2

100 %
75 %
50 %
25%
0%
3rd Grade 4th Grade
Il St

Overall Achievement

ali

N/A

P

ent Level Descr|

Tth Grade

= Standard Mel: Level 3

N/A

N/A

r:

Bth Grade

N/A 35%

11th Grade

 Standard Exceeded: Level 4

r__
i

All

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5lh Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade B All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 110 85 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 195
# of Students Tested 107 84 NIA NIA N/A N/A N/A 191
# of Students With Scores 107 84 N/A N/A N/A N/A NIA 191
Mean Scale Score 2422.2 24014 NIA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 15 % 1% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 9%
Standard Met: Level 3 30 % 10 % N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 21 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 28 % 31 % N/A N/A NIA N/A N/A 29 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 27 % 58 % N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 41 %
i (-] ni
Areas

Area Achisvement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators; below standard, near standard, and above
standard, The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All
i N/A

Above Standard 28%

2%

NIA N/A

NIA

N/A

17 %

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewRepon ?ps=true&lstTestY car=2016&Is Test Ty pe=B&IstGroup=1 &lstCounty=43&1stDistrict=69353-000&1s1School =60466 76

3/4
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8/26/2016 View Reports

Near Standard 41% 26 % N/A NI/A N/A N/A N/A  35%

Below Standard N % 1% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 48 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade Bth Grade 14th Grade All

Above Standard 21% 5% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 14 %
Near Standard 44 % 46 % N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 45 %
Below Standard 3B % 49 % N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 41 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts in
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 27 % 1% N/A N/A N/A NIA N/A 16 %

Near Standard 50 % 42 % N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 47 %

Below Standard 22 % 57 % N/A N/A N/A NIA N/IA 38 %
Mat i hievement Level

hup://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewRepor! ?ps=truedlstTestY ear=2016&1s1Test Ty pe=B&lsiGroup=1&IstCounty=43&Ist District=69393-000&1stSchool=6046676

4/4



LE 4 ET vz €1 L m €
09 %LT9  %EBE | %LTZ | %00V %L T2 %LTT | %0°S el
LE €e _ N - 2 e vz T 1 B - Tt N \mu_.mm_u.ml- T o
09 . : . . . . , " G apeig
%L T9 %E'BE | %L'IT %001 %L TIT %L'TT %0'S $apelg
SJUSpMS e, _ |9
J0 # |20 Jlseq i DL bl S : USABLISAL | 5peigsa)

11 Q35 39N 3 Q3s P3 [eppads uo 73 [eads sadey panoday v SewWay | Jew

*§0ud Buz "SI0 U023-01205

'p3 {enads Ayouaiasey Japuagy
|S2U212S -CT0Z Jea) 1sa)

{Inu ‘ginu ‘[nu uayje] 1S9 usyj [9AeT] epeln Aq Hoday Jua1d1304d JUadiad 1S

|00Yyds Jeey) SHeQ ueunsys ‘A | ST-vT

Bl I o o T e . W WP S W WA N

9T0Z/FT/B0

A N A VA I W R S L L W A W D e G S W T e S ; J



Sherman Oaks

|
N T W R ! | T |

L A . T S, N

A A N N



e I A

VY Y Y Y 5N Y

" B B T e e T . T e T B e e e T e T

£/26/2016 View Reports

- Back to Search
int Test Resulls | Get Research Files
Test Results for:

Sherman Oaks Elementary School

CDS Code: 43-69393-6046692
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

SUNIMERY REPORT CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Year: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥ All Students (Defaultf) ¥ Apply Selections

To learn more about the results displayed below, please visit

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % . "y -
B | I
| Bl ‘.
i 4

75% = .
50 %
25%
0% = ‘.-,_-, : : g
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
| Standard Net Met; Lavel 1 | Standard Nearly Met: Lavel 2 ® Standard Met: Level 3 % Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Englis
All Students (accessible data)

Overall Achievement

11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade 8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled T2 63 49 52 N/A N/A N/A 236

hup:/leaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport?ps=trucdest Test Y ear=2016& st Test Ty pe=B& I stiGroup=1 &Is1County=43&1st District=69393-000&Is1 School= 6046692

14
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~ 8126/2016 View Reports

# of Students Tested 72 63 49 51 NIA N/A N/A 235
# of Students With Scores 72 63 49 51 N/A N/A N/A 235
Mean Scale Score 2426.3 2440.2 2600.0 2641.8 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 24 % 16 % 12 % 25 % N/A N/A N/A 20 %
Standard Met: Level 3 25% 21% 35% 3% N/A N/A N/A 28 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 28 % 21 % 33 % 24 % N/A N/A NIA 26 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 24 % 43 % 20 % 18 % N/A N/A N/A 27 %

English Lanquage Arts/Literacy Scale Score Ranges
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the averall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding,

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 18 % 14 % 18 % 16 % NIA N/A N/A 17 %
Near Standard 47 % 44 % 55 % 59 % NIA NIA N/A 51%
Below Standard B % 41 % 27 % 25% N/A N/A NI/A 33%

WRITING: How well do students communicate in writing?

./ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

E Above Standard 28 % 13 % 20% 29% NIA N/A N/A 23 %
Near Standard 44 % 43 % 51 % 49 % N/A N/A N/A 46 %
Below Standard 28 % 44 % 29 % 22% NIA N/A N/A 31 %

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

# Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

2
Above Standard 18 % 8% 12 % 20% N/A N/A N/A 14 %
Near Standard 65 % 76 % 78 % 67 % NIA N/A N/A 1%
Below Standard 17 % 16 % 10 % 14 % N/A N/A N/A 14 %

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information ahout a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11ih Grade All
Above Standard 26 % 17 % 22 % 37 % N/A N/A N/A 26 %

Near Standard 46 % 56 % 61 % 45 % N/A N/A N/A 51%

hitp:fleanspp.ede.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReportTps=iruedlstTestY car=2016&|stTest Ty pe=B &lsiGroup= 1 &lsiCounty=43&1s1 Disirict=69393-000&s15chool=6046692

214
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8/26/2016 View Reports
Below Standard 28 % 27 % 16 % 18 % N/A N/A N/A  23%

nalis e Arts/Litera chigv evel Descriptors

Achievement Level Distribution

100 % [ —
=rag]
75 %
50 %
25%
0% 1 ’ i - ¢ :
3rd Grade 4th Grade Eth Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2 E Standard Met: Level 3 = Standard Exceeded: Level 4
Matt ics Achi | Descriot
Il St
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade Bth Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 72 63 49 52 N/A N/A N/A 236
# of Students Tested 72 83 49 52 N/A N/A N/A 236
# of Students With Scores 72 63 49 52 NIA N/A N/A 236
Mean Scale Score 24001 24521 2485.2 2611.4 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 10 % 6 % 10 % 12% N/A N/A N/A 9%
Standard Met: Level 3 18 % 29% 10 % 5% N/A N/A N/A 23 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 35 % 37 % 41 % 25% N/A N/A N/A 4%
Standard Not Meat: Level 1 38 % 29% 389 % 29 % N/A N/A N/A 33 %
Mathemalics Scale Score Ranges

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detalled look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement leve| percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

@ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade d4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

¥

L. Above Standard 17 % 24% 0%  23% N/A NIA NA - 19%

hitp://eaaspp.cde.ca. gov/sb2016/ViewReport ?ps=truc&lst TestY ear=20168 15t Test Ty pe=B&1stGroup=1 &lstCount y=43&1st District=69393-000&1stSchool=6046692
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_ 8/26/2016 View Reports

Near Standard 35 % 7% 39% 37 % N/A N/A N/A  36%

Below Standard 49 % 40% 51 % 40 % NIA N/A N/A 45 %

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
their problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 19 % 8% 8% 12 % NIA NIA NIA 12%
Near Standard 47 % 62 % 45 % 50 % NIA N/A NIA 51 %
Below Standard 33 % 30 % 47 % 3B % N/A N/A NIA 36 %

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express their thoughts In
order to solve a problem?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade Blh Grade 11th Grade All

Above Slandard 10 % 14 % 12 % 21% NIA NIA N/A 14 %
Near Slandard 69 % 46 % 49 % 52 % NIA NIA N/A 55 %
Below Standard 21 % 40 % 39 % 27 % NIA NIA N/A 1%

(aihematcs Arsaeh o

hutp:ffcanspp.ede.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport? ps=truc& st Test Y ear=2016& s Test Ty pe=Ba&IgGroup=1 LIstCounly=43& 151 Districi=69393-000&: s School =6046692
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8/26/2016 View Reporis

- Back to Search
int Test Results | Get Research Files
Test Results for:

Village School

CDS Code: 43-69393-0106005
Campbell Union District

Santa Clara County

SRR o a0y CHANGE OVER TIME
Report Options
Select Yaar: Select Group/Subgroup:
2016 ¥ All Students (Default) i Apply Selections

To learn more about the resuits displayed below, please visit Understanding Smarter Balanced Assessment Resulis.

In order to protect student privacy, an asterisk (*) will be displayed instead of a number on Internet test results where 10 or fewer students
had valid test scores.

Smarter Balanced Results (2016)

Achievement Level Distribution

100 %

50 % |
25% I
0% ! . - - : . . = : ! Al
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All
] Sla_mdard Mot Met: Level 1 B Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 B Standard Met: Level 3 Standard Exceeded:; Level 4
n i i en
All Students (accessible data)
Overall Achievement
11th
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade T7th Grade B8th Grade All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 48 49 37 N/A NIA NIA N/A 134

hitp://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2016/ViewReport Ips=true&lsiTest Y car=201 6& st Test Ty pe=B&lstGroup=1&lstCounty=43&1st District=69393-000&1515chool=0 106005
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# of Students Tested 46 49 37 N/A NIA N/A N/A 132
# of Students With Scores 48 49 37 N/A N/A N/A NIA 132
Mean Scale Score 2488.8 2645.4 2581.8 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 52 % 63 % 54 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 57 %
Standard Met: Level 3 26 % 18 % 35 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 26 %
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 15 % 16 % 11 % N/A N/A NIA N/A 14 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 7 % 2% 0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 3%

Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students’ performance on the overall assessment. The results
in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above
standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

READING: How well do students understand stories and information that they read?

m Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 61 % 69 % 62 % N/A N/A NIA NIA 64 %
Near Standard 30 % 27 % 35 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 30%
Below Standard 9% 4 % 3% N/A NIA N/A N/A 5%

WRITING: How well do students communicate in wr'iting?

Area Performance Lavel 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 3% 45% 54 % NIA N/A N/A N/A 43 %
Near Standard 61 % 51% 43 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 52%
Below Standard 7% 4 % 3% N/A NIA N/A N/A 5%

LISTENING: How well do students understand spoken information?

_:ﬂ}c Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4ih Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al
2

2 Above Standard 35 % 43 % 32 % N/A N/A N/A NIA A7 %
Near Standard 61 % 55 % 65 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 60 %
Below Standard 4% 2% 3% N/A N/A N/A N/A 3%

RESEARCH/INQUIRY: How well can students find and present information about a topic?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 46 % 53 % 62 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 53 %

Near Standard 54 % 47 % 35% NIA N/A N/A N/A 46 %

hitp:/fcaaspp.cde.ca.gov/sh2016/ViewReport? ps=true&lstTest Y ear=2016&1stTest Type=B&lsiGroup=1&lstCounty=43&1sDistrict=69393-000&1stSchool=01 06005
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Overall Achievement

8/26/2016 View Reports
Below Standard 0% 0% 3% N/A N/A N/A
li age Arts/Lit iavement Level Descripta
Achievement Level Distribution
100 %
75 %
50 %
25%
0% ; i
3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade Bth Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade
B Standard Not Met: Level 1 ® Standard Nearly Met: Leval 2 ® Standard Mel: Level 3
Matt ics Achi i :
All Students (accessible data)

N/A

1%

11th Grade
= Standard Exceeded: Level 4

3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade B8th Grade e All
Grade
# of Students Enrolled 48 49 37 N/A NIA N/A N/A 134
# of Students Tested 46 49 37 N/A N/A N/A N/A 132
# of Students With Scores 46 49 b rd N/A N/A N/A NIA 132
Mean Scale Score 2468.6 2549.2 2682.3 N/A N/A NIA N/A N/A
Standard Exceeded: Level 4 33 % 55 % 57 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 48 %
Standard Met: Level 3 41 % 24 % 22 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 30%
Standard Nearly Met: Level 2 20% 16 % 19 % N/A N/A N/A NIA 18 %
Standard Not Met: Level 1 7 % 4% 3% NIA N/A N/A NIA 5%
Mathematics Scale Score Ranaes
Areas

Area Achievement Level Descriptors provide a more detailed look at students' performance on the overall assessment. The results

in these key areas for each subject are reported using the following three indicators: below standard, near standard, and above

standard. The sum of the achievement level percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.

CONCEPTS & PROCEDURES: How well do students use mathematical rules and ideas?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Al
NIA

Above Standard 48 %

85 % 656 % NIA

N/A

N/A

58 %

344
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8/26/2016 View Reports

Near Standard 35 % 27 % 24 % N/A N/A N/A NIA  29%

Below Standard 17 % 8 % 1% N/A N/A N/A N/A 12%

PROBLEM SOLVING AND MODELING & DATA ANALYSIS: How well can students show and apply
thelr problem solving skills?

Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7ih Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 43 % 63 % 51 % NIA NIA N/A N/A 53 %
Near Standard 48 % 27 % 43 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 39 %
Below Standard 9% 10 % 5% NIA NIA N/A N/A 8%

COMMUNICATING REASONING: How well can students think logically and express thelr thaughts in
order to solve a problem?

@‘ Area Performance Level 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade All

Above Standard 50 % 61% 49 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 54 %
Near Standard 43 % 33 % 43 % N/A NIA N/A N/A 39%
Below Standard 7% 6% 8% NIA NIA N/A NIA 7%

4/4
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