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Reading
Achievement



2016-17 Fall to Spring Average Benchmark Score Comparison AIMS Web )
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Average Instructional Reading Level*

*based on STAR Reading National Norms
I T

Total 347 315 356 1180 The testing
Tested administration for
CENTRAL PARK MONT ONEIDAMS SCHENECTADY the Fall runs from
MS 7-8) PLEASANTMS (7-8) HIGHSCHOOL Sept through Nov
(7-8)
5.95

CENTRAL PARK MS MONT PLEASANT MS ONEIDA MS SCHENECTADY HIGH
SCHOOL

W Fall Avg IRL  ® Spring Avg IRL



ELA
Achievement



50.00%

ELA Interims - October to February Comparison to NYS Exams

Average Proficiency, Interims - Grades 2-5, NYS Exams 3-5
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ELA Interims - October to February Comparison to NYS Exams

Average Proficiency, Interims - Grades 6-8, NYS Exams 6-8
# b [

50.00%
45.00%

40.00% 39.8% Proficient, State-wide combined average, Grades 3-8 ELA

35.00%

30.00%

25.30%

2>.00% 22.80%

20.00%

17.37% 17.17%
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15.20%
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10.00%
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0.00%

W October mMNovember @State Exam

Total Tested 570 377 502
CENTRAL PARK MS MONT PLEASANT MS ONEIDA MS
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ELA Common Core Regents Percent Proficient Year to Year Comparison

80%

78%
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m2015-16 ELACC m2016-17 ELA CC
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Total N 2015-16 634 495 139 234 83 138
Total N 2016-17 553 412 141 179 59 140
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LITERACY WORK K-8

Best Practices
Balanced Literacy Model

—

Interactive

Reading
‘Workshop

Shared
Reading

208 Teachers and Administrators Attendedd |

the Summer Literacy Institute 2017!

THE DIVERSITY GAP

CHILDREN’S BOOKS

23 YEARS * 1994 - 2016
PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN’S BOOKS EY AND/OR ABOUT

PEOPLE OF COLOR

1010 g 21 o 10 9 1

1984 1985 1 1997 1998 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2 DOE 2005 2010 201 ; 3013 2014 icll 016

O/ OF THE US POPULATION ©/ OF CHILDREN'S BOOKS IN THE PAST 23 YEARS
37 /0 ARE PEOPLE OF COLOR l 1 A) CONTAIN MULTICULTURAL CONTENT

DID YOU KNOW?

BLACHK, LATING, AND NATIVE AUTHORS COMBINED B %
WROTE LESS % OF THE NEW CHILDREN'S

215 of 3400
LISHED IN 2016. g

‘& » for mone conversatons on diversiry, visit
‘ iii‘ LEE & LOW BOOKS blog.leeandlow.com




ELA ACHIEVEMENT

Craft and Structure:
meaning of words, part to
whole of stories,
POV/perspective taking

Integration of Knowledge
and lIdeas: mood/tone, claims
supported with reasons and
evidence, text features, and
intertextuality

Text Ranges: 1215-1355

Lexile

Grade Level

Fountas & | Reading | Reading

AR Pinnell 3d Level | Stage
675 3.9 P P M vador
700 4.1 Q Q
725 4.3 Q Q
750 45 R R
775 4.7 S S
800 5.0 S S
825 5.2 S S
850 55 T T
875 5.8 U u
900 6.0 V' Fluent
925 6.4 v Reader
950 6.7 W
975 7.0 W
1000 7.4 X
1025 7.8 Y
1050 8.2 Z
1075 8.6 d
1100 9.0
1125 9.5 Z+
1150 10.0

College and Career Ready




Mathematics
Achievement



2016-17 Fall to Spring Average Benchmark Score Comparison

The testing administration for

the Fall runs from September

20.00 through November
45.00 43.21
40.00 36.64 37.34 38.14
33.92
35.00
32.58 30.10 31.74
30.00 29.14 ’ 29.22 29.53
25.00
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Total 279 277 194 263 396 393 172 296 248 236 296 189 149 166
Tested
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Math Interims - November to March Comparison to NYS Exams
Average Proficiency, Interims - Grades 2-5, NYS Exams 3-5 '4

I T
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HAMILTON HOWE KEANE LINCOLN MARTIN PAIGE PLEASANT VAN CORLAER WOODLAWN  YATES ZOLLER
LUTHER KING VALLEY
m November mMarch @State Exam
Total Tested 181 156 155 156 248 221 120 171 142 135 176
HAMILTON  HOWE KEANE LINCOLN MLK PAIGE PLEASANT VAN WOODLAWN  YATES  ZOLLER

VALLEY CORLAER



Math Interims - November to March Comparison to NYS Exams
Average Proficiency, Grades 6-8 ”
o e S e ——

50.00%

45.00%

40.2% Proficient, State-wide combined average, Grades 3-8 Math

40.00%

35.00%

30.00%

25.00%

20.00%

14.87%
15.00%
. 10.37%
5 9.40%
10.00% 8.20%
5.97%
5.00%
0.00%
CENTRAL PARK MS MONT PLEASANT MS ONEIDA MS

m November mMarch @State Exam

Total Tested 487 376 381
CENTRAL PARK MS  MONT PLEASANT MS ONEIDA MS



SHS August Graduation Rate 16
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Math Common Core Percent Proficient Year to Year Comparison 17

ey ————
Algebral Geometry Algebra ll

cC cC cC

90% Total Tested

2015-16 1002 152 72 85% 84%

Total Tested 81%

2016-17 858 219 115 °
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NYS Science
Achievement



4t Grade Science Assessment Percent Proficient Year to Year Comparison 19

58%

62%
All Students 2015-16 All Students 2016-17

All Poverty Non-Poverty Black Hispanic Asian White ENL SWD
Total Tested 2015-16 698 602 96 216 143 15 190 35 108
Total Tested 2016-17 692 593 100 203 152 122 156 41 17



8t Grade Science Assessment Percent Proficient Year to Year Comparison 20
5

N on-
Pove rty

Black

All SES Non-Poverty Black Asian White ENL SWD
Total Tested 2015-16 486 412 74 182 98 128 13 98
Total Tested 2016-17 428 366 62 139 87 106 29 102



Accelerated/Advanced Course Numbers 2|
. S
140

131
123
120
102
100 97
80
61

60
40
20

0

8th Grade Algebra | 8th Grade Living Geometry Algebra 2
Environment

W 2016 (# of students passing) m 2017 (# of students passing)



Math/Science Action Plans 22

E2: Build a strong base of knowledge |
through content rich texts

E5: Read, write, and speak

grounded in evidence

4 E&' Use

: M3 & E4: Construct viable 58: Obtain,
technology '\ arguments and critique evaluate, &
& digital media reasoning of others /' communicate
capably _ argument from / El’-!;'ﬂhi:afn._-m.theahe,\.
tools strategically D and effectively in response

to task and purpose

E1: Demonstrate independence in reading complex
texts, and writing and speaking about them
E7: Come to understand other perspectives

and cultures through reading, listening,
and collaborations

ELA

Commonalities
Among the Practices
in Science, Mathematics
and English Language Arts

Based on work by Tina Chuek ell.stanford.edu

NGSS@NSTA

STEM STARTS HERE
www. nsta.org/ngss




NYS Additional
Regents Exam Data
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NYS Additional Regents Summary Year to Year Comparison
e §

76%

U.S Hist and Gov't

69%
64%

61% 61%

55%
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Living Environment Earth Science Chemistry Physics

m2015-16 m2016-17




Social Studies Action Plans
I S

Shift #2: Foster Student Inquiry, Collaboration, and Informed Action

Teacher as Disseminator Teacher as Facilitator of
Investigation
Students Learn Facts from Students Investigate the Social
Textbook Sciences, Using Multiple Sources
Students Retell Interpretations Students Construct Interpretations
and Communicate Conclusions

Shift #3: Integrate Content and Skills Purposefully

Students experience an additional
nonfiction reading class or texthook-
focused instruction.

Students learn to read, discuss, and
write like social scientists.

Students develop literacy skills and
social studies practices separately.

Students develop disciplinary literacy
skills and social science practices in
tandem.

Students learn content knowledge.

Students integrate and apply concepts,
skills, and content knowledge.




Social Studies Action Plans 26
I

HISTORICAL THINKING CHART

valuate the author's
n producing the

author will
document

t worthiness by considering
genre, audience, and purpose

Historical Reading Guestions Students should be able to . .. Prompts.
kills
Who wrote this? identify the author's position on = The author probably
Sourcing the historical ev believes

nk the audience is
= SOUrCe
on, | think the a

hor

do/don’t trust this document
because . .

Contextualization

When and where was the document
created?
What was different then? What was

ent was created

background infol on
the content of the document
Recognize that
ucts of par

uments are
cular points in

fluences

Based o ¢ background
information, | understand this
document differently
because ..

The author might have

been influenced by _____
(histo X

because .

Corroboration

do other documents say?
documents agree? If not,

er possible

ents are most reliable?

obable by
s to each

Recognize disparities betwee
accounts

The author agrees/disagrees

ee about .
ther document to
consider might be . . .

Close Reading

make?
or use?

. 5Y
use to persu

audience?

How does the document’s language
indicate the auther's perspective?

ntify the author's claims about
ent

aluate the e
soning the aut
ort claims
ate author's word choice;
jerstand that language is used
ieliberately

think the author chose these
word 2

words ir

r
5t

or claims . . .
ce used to support
r's claims is . . .

STANFORD HISTORY EDUCATION GROUP

SHEG STANFORD.EDU

A fight breaks out in the lunchroom and the

needs to figure out who started it. But whe
witnesses what they saw, she hears conflic
Why might these accounts differ? As stude
with this guestion, they will hone the ability
conflicting claims, consider multiple perspe
evaluate the reliability of sources. Not only
lesson engage students, it helps to lay the
historical thinking throughout the year.

Image: Girl Scout Bullding Lunchroom, New York Cit)
Schisisner, Inc. From the Library of Congress.




Report Card
Achievement



Number of Students (7-12) with Report Cards <65

28

n:

Total

CNPK78
487

ONDA78
LEY

MTPL78
466

SCHS
1846

SCLA
188

| course 2 courses 3 or > courses
Building Ol Q2 |@3| 04 Q1 Q2|1 Q3 | Q4 | QI Q2 Q3 Q4
Central Park Middle
School (7 & 8
Grade) 138 121 | Il6| 94 |88 75| 64 | 70 | 80 117 91 93
Mont Pleasant
Middle School (7 &
8 Grade) 120 ¢ 90 |86 ¢ | 46 | 142 I 175
5 3 |
Oneida Middle buildings buildings buildings
School (7 & 8 34
~Grade) 99 104 | 80 72 76 | 43 | 50 | 138 162 121 149
Schenectady High
School 457 408 | 393 | 252 |245 268| 276 | 203 | 611 856 89l 872
SCLA 33 37 | 20 10 130 22| 32 | Il [ 100 1I8 121 125



Number of Students (K-6) Below Achievement for Grade Level on Report Cards
e

(i.e. Working on key concepts, processes and
skills that are below grade level expectations)

| course 2 courses 3 or > courses
Building QI Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 @3 Q4 QI Q2 Q3 Q4
Hamilton 66 57 40 44 50 35 30 30 87 72 78 62
Howe 34 40 45 44 27 17 26 25 53 57 45 42
Keane 25 23 23 18 17 15 9 8 29 33 28 20
Lincoln 51 67 56 44 43 30 23 23 72 79 64 51
M. L. King 73 76 70 66 50 50 46 34 83 75 58 55
Paige 71 L, 71 46 Y 38 92 70
Pleasant Valley 85 I 70 4| I3 30 64 10 74
Van Corlaer a7 &k 36 27 &) 23 63 e 37
Woodlawn 47 50 48 43 26 32 24 19 59 43
Yates 50 53 64 62 49 34 39 32 80 69 73 66
Zoller 32 36 27 22 18 19 16 I5 27 35 27 23
Central Park (6 Grade) 32 23 30 17 16 Il 5 8 12 |5 13 12
Mont Pleasant (6" Grade) 38 22 33 37 30 19 14 13 3l 33 25 35
Oneida (6" Grade) 32 28 44 43 28 26 17 13 36 33 26 30

n= HAML HOWE KEAN LINC MLK PAIG PLVY VCLR WDLN YATE ZOLR CNPKé MTPL6 ONDA6

Total 451 360 315 350 554 530 406 382 391 390 425 235 216 218



Report Card Action Plan

Spring 2017 = Elementary and
Secondary Grading Committees

Grading and Reporting Guidelines
Produced

Continue with Grading and
Reporting Committees to
examine Grading and Reporting
Practices — produce the Do’s and
Don'ts of Grading and review the
report cards to make sure they
are reporting what we need them
to be reporting




Graduation Rate
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Schenectady High School June Graduation Rate

67%

64%
46%
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55%

I

ASIAN BLACK

m2015-16 m2016-17

32

Total in
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63%

I

HISPANIC
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i
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ACTION PLANS FOR GRADUATION




SUMMARY OF DATA

Summer School
Achievement Data



Total Number of Students Earning Summer School Credit

2 |

180

160

140

120

100

80

60

40
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0.25 [.25

35

I H Total
.75



Percent Proficient on August Regents by Content Area

100.00%
90.00%
80.00%
70.00%
60.00%
50.00%
41.90%
40.00% 35.80%
33.30% 31.50%
30.00%
20.00%
10.00%
0.00%
0.00%
Algebral -  Algebra ll - ELA - Aug
Aug Aug
Algebra | Algebra | ELA

Total Tested
2016 136 6 54
Total Tested
2017 134 | 70

Year to Year Comparison

27.10%

36
.

76.20%

48.60%
42.90%

33.30%
30.30%

21.20 20.00% 19.60%
14.40%
6.10% 2.40%
1.90% °
Geometry - Global History Living Phy Phy Set/Earth
Aug - Aug Environment - Set/Chemistry  Sci - Aug Hlstory&Govt
Aug - Aug - Aug
m2016 m2017
Living US History &
Geometry  Global History Environment Chemistry Earth Sci Gov't
2| 97 99 35 15 51
24 108 142 21 33 42



Summer School Action Plans

CREDITS




38

STUDENT BEHAVIOR DATA

OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT




Number of Unique Students and Incidents by Building Grades 6-12 39
[T T —————

3000
[
/Incident = something that violated \
the code of conduct and can vary, e.g.:
2500 q .
* Being tardy or cutting class
* Fighting
* Possessing a weapon (]
2000 \. Using drugs /
1500
1000 o
®
[
500 . )
o
0 - -. ;A -
CNPK MTPL ONDA SCLA
QI Students 100 281 150 9l
m Q2 Students 137 304 153 69
m Q3Students 148 311 123 38
H Q4Students 150 330 133 68
QI Incidents 201 941 446 173
@ Q2 Incidents 444 1021 446 169
@Q3 Incidents 398 893 280 53
@Q4 Incidents Q 316 155

B QI Students W Q2 Students ™ Q3Students M Q4Students QI Incidents @ Q2 Incidents @ Q3 Incidents @ Q4 Incidents

n=CNPK MTPL ONDA SCHS SCLA

703 703 650 2291 228




Number of Unique Students and Incidents by Building Grades K-5 40

[ T,y

450
400 N
350 6 out of || Elementary 4 out of || Elementary
Buildings had a decrease in Buildings had a decrease in
the number of students the number of overall
300 involved in an incident incidents
250
200
o
150
100 .
50 3
- _.l . - -‘l _4l 'l .l -l -I 'l -i-
HAML HOWE KEAN LINC PAIG PLVY VCLR WDLN YATE ZOLR
H QI Students 9 5 9 26 27 19 35 12
H Q2 Students 12 6 15 15 25 49 21 22 33 23
Q3Students 15 19 35 27 26 18
H Q4Students ' '
QI Incidents 3

® Q2 Incidents
® Q3 Incidents
® Q4 Incidents

28 167

PAIG PLVY VCLR WDLN YATE ZOLR

530 oy 382 391 390 425




40.00%

35.00%

30.00%

25.00%

20.00%

15.00%

10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

H Elem
m Middle
m High

Percentage of Students (within subgroup) that had an Incident, K-12

I
42.55%

36.029

31.6

23.22% 22.97%
21.30%
15.8

19.2
137
8.09
285
sl 1€ I
- |

QI SWD Q2 SWD Q3 SWD Q4 SWD

0.75% 1.6 2.85% 8.09%
1581% 13. 19.23% = 31.65%
23.22%  21. 22.97%  36.02%

SWD
717
447
455

n=
ELEM
HIGH
MIDDLE

86
84

33.33% 9 4
32.32% 3299%  32.56%
21.84% )4
19.5
14.2
13.1
3.11 3.02
0.42 27 I I 0.78

- [ | -

QI ENL Q2ENL Q3ENL Q4ENL| QI SES
0.42% l. 3.11%  3.02% | 0.78%
13.10% 14. 21.84%  21.43% | 19.54%
33.33% 32 32.99%  32.56% | 42.55%

B Elem mMiddle mHigh

Total Enrollment by subgroup

ENL
265

SES

36.94%

Q2 SES

l.
20.
36.

3727
2048
1772

26.02%
235

31.8
203
6.22
451
1.46 I
|

Q3 SES

451%
23.56%
26.02%

136
32
49

34.671

Q4 SES

6.22%
31.83%

34.67%

HOMELESS

4|

A 34.78%
32.65%
31.7
3%
25.00%
22.22% 22%
9.49 9.56
8.33
3.51
I 1.75
Ql Q2 Q3 Q4
Homelss Homeless Homeless Homeless
3.51% 1.7 9.49% 9.56%
8.33% 25. 31.70% = 32.65%

22.22% 22.2‘ 34.78%  28.13%



Number of (Unique) Student Suspensions by Building 42

-5 Days 6-10 Days
200
180 ‘512
:f;g DECREASE or LEVEL 40 DECREASE or LEVEL
. . 35 . .
120 in student suspensions of 30 in student suspensions of
|00 . . . 25 o . .
80 -5 days in 7 buildings o 6-10 days in 10 buildings
60 Grades K-12 IS Grades K-12
40 10
20 5
0 = 2. e W ' -l . . I I I I 0 ] — sl B R | I I J 1
A HO KE ML PAI YA ZO CP MP OM| SC SCL HA HO KE ML PAI YA ZO CP MP OM SC SCL
M W A K LIN G PVVC (WL TE LR MS MS S HS A M W A K LIN G PViVeIWL TE LR MS MS S HS A
mQIl |-5Days I 0 2 I 7 1l 19 7 | 20 2 59 100 29 124 20 mQ|6-10Days 0 0 2 0 I O O O O I O 8 34 2 17 0
mQ2|-5Days 4 0 8 5 7 1626 8 3 16 8 63 121 50 157 2I mQ26-10Days 0 0 O I 0 2 3 O I 0 3 9 32 6 27 4
Q31-5Days 10 3 2 I5 7 I3 30 13 6 17 5 59 122 33 18 I8 Q3610Days 0 0 | 1 2 4 4 0 0 1 0 9 4 6 30 3
Q41-5Days 10 [ 4 24 o I8 29 I# ¢ I8 3 49 111 38 8 26 Q4el0Days Ml 0 10 W 2 0 3 B O EEE BHE
| 1-19 Days 20+ Days
50 50
45 45
40 40
35 DECREASE or LEVEL 35 DECREASE or LEVEL
;(5) in student suspensions of ;(5) in student suspensions of
20 11-19 days in 14 buildings 20 20+ days in | | buildings
:(5) Grades K-12 :(5) Grades K-12
5 5
o P : TN
HA HO KE ML PAI YA ZO CP MP OM SC SCL HA HO KE ML PAI YA ZO CP MP OM SC SCL
M W A K LIN G PVIVC WL TE LR MS MS S HS A M W A K LIN G PV VCIWL TE LR MS MS S HS A
mQl |I-[I9Days 0 0 0 O I 0 O O O O O 3 Il 0 9 I mQl20+Days 0 0 0 O O O O O O O O I 8 0 Il 1
mQ21l-[9Days I 0 O O O O O O O I O 3 14 1 10 2 mQ220+Days 0 0 O O O O O O O O O Il 24 9 24 |
Q311-19Days 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 16 3 21 2 Q320+Days 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 32 1522 3
Q4 11-19Days | j0) | 1OY O] 1O B[O B (O (O | [OF  FOY (38 | IS5 |30 | IO | O Q420+ Days [0 BN |0 |00 [0 | O fO| O OY He W& 31 14| B |

n= HAML HOWE  KEAN LINC MLK PAIG PLVY VCIR  WDLN YATE Z0IR CNPK MTPL ~ ONDA  SCHS

Total enrollment 451 360 315 350 554 530 407 382 391 390 425 703 650 2291 228



STUDENT BEHAVIOR
ACTION PLANS

Poslitive Behavioral
Imervantlons & Supporis

Supporting Important Culturally
Equitable Academic & Social
Behavior Competence

OUTCOMES

Supporting Supporting
Culturally Culturally valid
Knowledgeable Decision Making
Staff Behavior

PRACTICES

Supporting Culturally Relevant
Evidence-based Interventions

Good
Behavior
Game

'

D Students who are referred o a clinical as-

SCHENECTADY CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT

SCHOOL BASED DIVERSION

A Model Pathway for At Risk Youth with Behavioral Health Needs

INCIDENT OCCURS
WRRRANTING REFERRAL TO
SUPERINTENDENT'S HERRING

| CONSENT &
DIAGNOSTIC[H

A MAYS!)
Students who opl in to the allernative pathway (

will receive a full MAYS! screen (a screening
for mental health tool to identify possible pﬁsglélgéﬁéﬂT | .

needs). |f a youth is identified as having
mental health needs by the MAYSL, they will be
referred Io a clinician for a clinical assess- ( CHSE_/TK PLAN ﬁ

Youth referred to a Superintendent’s Hearing
are given the opportunity to enter an allernative
palhway that provides the opportunity lo access
mental and behavioral health services and
pobentially reduce the amount of fime that they
are removed from school. If after a discussion
of this process {that includes a parent and/or
guardian) this option is refused, students may
choose to "opl in” later in the process.

A social worker will present youth & their
guardians with the opportunity to consent to
the alternative pathway within 5 days of the
initial offense.

ment. If the youth does not display mental DEVELOPED

health needs on the MAYSI, they will receive

M cessment based on the MAYS! will receive di-

&

& The Emergency Response Team (ERT) will

a8

LY

®

the YAS! [risk. needs, and protective factors
assessment) to inform case planning.

EMERGENCY RESPONSE
TEAM MEETING

agnostic information and case/treatment plan
recommendations from the clinician. Students
who receive the YAS! instead will receive
case planning services from a school social
worker. Ether the clinician or the school
social worker will matchirefer the student to
appropriale community-based services.

i

crezie an agreement with the student that i /Y
~ CASE SPECIFIC PROGRESS

links compliance with recommended services QS
to reduced time out-of-school. An extended

ERT will continue monitoring progress and MONITORING TEARM FOLLOW-UP
determine when the youth is ready to return to
school

RETURN TO SCI-IDIJLO
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e,y

800

600

Students with perfect

400 attendance T or = 15 buildings

0 |||| |||| |||| IIIl |||| ||‘| ‘Ill IIII |I|| |||| |||| |||| |||| |||| uls

HAML HOWE KEAN | LINC MLK = PAIG PLVY  VCLR WDLN YATE ZOLR CNPK MTPL ONDA SCHS @ SCLA

B Q| Perfect Attendance 189 104 63 108 187 16l 138 113 15 120 127 189 187 163 397 30
B Q2 Perfect Attendance 64 40 39 56 66 85 58 47 56 33 45 41 79 87 256 27
B Q3 Perfect Attendance 110 64 103 53 96 141 93 85 86 96 75 156 162 11 432 42

B Q4 Perfect Attendance

n=

Total enrollment

HAML

451

B Q| Perfect Attendance B Q2 Perfect Attendance m Q3 Perfect Attendance B Q4 Perfect Attendance

HOWE  KEAN LINC MLK PAIG PLVY VCLR WDLN YATE ZOLR CNPK MTPL ~ ONDA  SCHS
360 315 350 554 530 407 382 391 390 425 703 703 650 2291




n= HAML HOWE  KEAN LINC MLK PAIG PLVY VCLR WDLN YATE ZOLR CNPK MTPL  ONDA SCHS SCLA

Total enrollment 451 360 315 350 554 530 407 382 391 390 425 703 703 650 2291 228
e I

Student Absences, -5 Days Student Absences, 6-10 Days

1600 350
1400 300

'zzz
600 150
400 100
50
e i III III 111 ir ” Ill l v - T L d el e ll ill ‘I N
w

W

HA HO KE LIN ML PAIPLV VC [/ YA ZO CN MT ON SC SCL HA HO KE LIN ML PAIPLV VC ' YA ZO CN MT ON SC sCL
MLWEAN C K G Y LR '~ TE LR PK PL DA HS A MLWEAN C K G Y LR | TE LR PK PL DA HS A
mQl I-5 Days 274 200 211 231 326 301 239 263 233 215 255 416 380 379 1301 100 mQI6-10Days 16 6 32 5 12 22 16 7 15 10 26 31 50 40 215 29
mQ2 I-5 Days 312 251 214 246 376 332 289 273 287 275 278 479 431 4431297 106 mQ26-10Days 46 26 39 36 78 63 53 54 39 35 63 82 75 66 330 34
= Q3 I-5 Days 308 262 206 261 416 352 303 279 267 256 301 449 430 432 1340 103 mQ36-10Days 26 24 10 29 41 31 33 44 26 35 48 69 65 7| 286 34
Q4 I-5 Days 319 270 205 271 375 363 299 251 265 265 308 478 384 4371299110 mQ46-10Days 53 29 21 29 47 49 54 65 40 49 47 81 94 79 301 30
Student Absences, | [-19 Days Student Absences, 20+ Days
250 160
140
200 0
150 100
80
100 60
5 40
20
0 e e T " JI.I-.LI‘II"‘I II 0 - m. _  _w _.Em N m .J.IJIJ JI
HA HO KE LIN ML PAI PLV VC [\;\i YA ZO CN MT ON SC SCL HA HO KE LIN ML PAIPLV VC [\;\i YA ZO CN MT ON SC SC
MLWEAN C K G Y LR " TE LR PK PL DA HS A MLWEAN C K G Y LR~ TE LR PK PL DA HS LA
mQI II-19Days 0 3 9 | | 2 0 0 | 3 3 121310 98 29 mQI20+Days 0 0 2 0 | 0 5 0 0 0 0 I | | 429
mQ2 I1-19Days 7 8 20 0 17 13 14 3 8 19 24 25 30 180 29 mQ220+Days 0 | | | 1 2 0 I 0 I 0 5 9 1| 8 24
mQ311-19Days 8 9 | 2 9 Il 4 9 8 4 10 22 31 22 180 3I mQ320+Days 0 2 0 O | | 0 0 O | 0O 4 7 4 10026
mQ4 11-19Days 10 Il 2 8 14 20 Il 21 15 10 8 33 47 35218 27 mQ420+Days 3 4 0 0 4 6 0 6 4 1 3 16 19 I5 150 36
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Percent of SFT with Less than 2 Absences
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m % of SFT with less than 2 absences (9/7/2016 - 11/30/2016 m % of SFT with less than 2 absences (12/1/16 - 1/27/17)
® % of SFT with less than 2 absences (1/28/17 - 4/6/17) B % of SFT with less than 2 absences (4/7/17-6/23/17)
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