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Our Destination

LCAP Goal 1: Improve A-G completion rate by 5% in all subgroups
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UC and CSU qualified: SubGroups
12th grade 2015-2016

Subgroup

African Am.

Asian

Filipino

Hispanic

Pacific Is.

White

SPED

Total % Population

4%

36%

27%

23%

1.4%

9%

4%

Met UC (%)

3 (10%)

180 (61%)

69 (31%)

17 (9%)

1 (8%)

21 (28%)

75 (22%)

Not Met UC (%)

28 (90%)

116 (39%)

152 (69%)

174 (91%)

11 (92%)

53 (72%)

258 (78%)

Met CSU (%)

6 (20%)

200 (68%)

77 (35%)

25 (13%)

1 (8%)

26 (35%)

86 (26%)

Not Met CSU (%)

25 (80%)

96 (32%)

144 (65%)

166 (87%)

11 (92%)

48 (65%)

247 (74%)



UC and CSU qualified: EL's 12th grade
2015-2016

Subgroup Total % Met UC (%) Not Met UC (%) RYEINGSIONET)) Not Met CSU
Population (%)

EL 11% 3 (3%) 89 (97%) 86 (93%)

EO 10% 85 (26%) 241 (74%) 108 (33%)
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UC and CSU qualified by year

The course requirements (A-G) for both UC and CSU eligibility are the same. However, UCs require a slightly
higher GPA than CSUs, so the number of students who qualify for UCs each year is slightly lower than for
CSuUs. All students who qualify for UCs are also qualified for CSUs, but not the other way around.

The number of student graduates qualifing for both UCs and CSUs has declined each year for the past two
years.
Percent of graduates qualified for UCs

55% e UC

Qualified
o 50%48% Qualified
c
']
>
a
% 45% A%
= 42%
']
B
& 40% 38%
355%
2014 2015 2016

Graduation Year




Percent of UC and CSU qualified by ethnicity

The overall statistics on UC and CSU qualifications show the variation between ethnic groups. Of our major

ethnic groups, Hispanic, Black, and Pacific Islander students show UC/CSU eligibility rates at 25% or lower as
compared to other groups.
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Percent of UC and CSU qualified by EL/LI

EL students show a 6% UC/CSU eligibility rate. This score is 32% below other significant sub-groups. Low-
income students score below the three-year school-wide average with rates for UC eligibility at 33% and CSU
eligibility at 39% respectively
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UC-qualified students over time by EL/LI

Since 2014, both the number of LI and EL students who have graduated eligible for UCs has

decreased.
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CSU-qualified students over time by EL/LI

Percent of graduates qualified for CSUs
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Programs

Horizontes

Dreamkeepers

Equal Opportunity Services (EOS)
AVID

Tutoring

EL Programs

Guidance Counseling

CASSY - Social Emotional

Routes

PLCs
Protected Time
Data Driven

Reflect and Reteach
Methodology

Reflection on Instructional Best
Practices

d

Professional Development

Gail Thompson on Equity
School Culture by Design

Phil Boyte on School Climate
and Culture

National Equity Project

Summer Institutes - AVID, AP
Seminars




Recalculating

e Summer PLC Conference

e Positive Behavior Intervention Strategies
(PBIS)

e Freshmen Transition Program
e Equal Opportunity Services Surveys

e Family Engagement

Strengthen focus on data



