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Expected Schoolwide Learning Results

Upon Graduation, all Poly students are expected to be:

1. Critical Thinkers who:

a. Explain, interpret, apply and summarize information from a variety of sources.

b. Apply problem solving strategies in a variety of situations to come to well reasoned conclusions and solutions.

c. Perform proficiently in standards-based academic core classes.

2. Conscientious Members of Society who:

a. Demonstrate knowledge of personal, local, national, and global issues.

b. Know how to identify and become involved in addressing pressing social needs.

c. Make relevant and informed connections among ethics, innovation, and progress.

3. Effective Communicators who:

a. Write and speak logically and coherently.

b. Interpret and evaluate nuances of written and oral communication.

c. Use technology effectively to communicate information.

d. Articulate options and supporting evidence.

e. Collaborate to determine solutions of complex problems.

4. Lifelong Learners who:

a. Take ownership of learning by applying academic “Habits of Mind.”

b. Create plans, options, and opportunities for their future.

c. Develop practical skills that can be applied across industry sectors.
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Chapter 1 ~ Introduction and Basic Student/Community Profile Data
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DEMOGRAPHIC DATA

Community

John H. Francis Polytechnic High School (fondly called Poly High School or just Poly) had its beginning in 1897 as a commercial/vocational education branch of the only high school in our city, Los Angeles High School, located on the original site of the Board of Education--  450 North Grand Street in downtown Los Angeles.  In 1905, Polytechnic was moved to the corner of Washington Blvd. and Flower St. in what is now Trade Tech Community College in downtown Los Angeles.  Polytechnic is the second oldest high school in the Los Angeles Unified School District.  To commemorate our distinguished founder and first principal, John H. Francis was added to the school's name in 1935. The bust of John H. Francis (which is presently in our school's auditorium lobby) was first unveiled at the original Poly High School in 1931.  In 1955 it was decided to move Polytechnic to a new site where it could best serve the needs of our changing city. In February of 1957 Poly moved to its present site in the San Fernando Valley and opened its doors to new students. Our present campus was built at a cost of over six million dollars and covers forty-three acres.  Our school is a comprehensive high school, offering courses in all academic fields and several vocational areas.   We are proud to be Poly Parrots, as are thousands who have benefited from Poly’s educational opportunities in the past.


John H. Francis Polytechnic High School is known as the school with a heart.  Our student leadership council is under the direction of two outstanding sponsors, Brian LeClair and Kitt Heilbron.  Brian LeClair has led the leadership council for the past 15 years. The Poly student leadership council has the distinction of having fundraised over $200,000 for the Toy Drive held by the LA Fire Department, this year raising over $12,000.  Poly leadership council also organizes blood drives to save lives.  Between 2003 and 2010, Poly High School students and staff donated 3,867 units of blood to the UCLA Blood and Platelet Center, helping over 11,000 people.  In January 2011, ULCA awarded Poly for being the top blood donor since 2003.  Many other charitable activities are also organized by the leadership council and other Poly clubs.
Over the past five years, three schools have opened nearby (Arleta High School, East Valley High School, and Sun Valley High School) leading to a decrease in enrollment.  In the 2010 – 2011 school year, John H. Francis Polytechnic High School changed from a year-round school functioning on three different tracks to a single track school following a Balanced Traditional Calendar (BTC).  The Balanced Traditional Calendar structured the school year effectively in two blocks of time consisting of 90 school days followed by 30 vacation days. This calendar addresses summer learning loss and extends the learning time for targeted students in innovative and creative ways. In each of the two vacation breaks students are offered intervention and intersession classes.  
In the 2004-05 school year, stakeholders voted to reform Polytechnic High School to a 4x4 schedule.  The school year was divided into four quarters of about nine weeks each.  In a quarter, each student takes four classes (with each class period 90-minutes) and earns credit for a full semester’s work in each class.  In a school year students complete 16 classes, instead of the 12 classes they would on a traditional schedule.  This schedule allows flexibility for students to take a variety of classes and also provides for equal access to all programs and classes.  With the 4x4 schedule and BTC, Poly has been able to offer students multiple intersession and during-the-day interventions. Each year about 90% of 9th grade students matriculate to the 10th grade on time. 
In the 2005-06 school year, Polytechnic High School began to reorganize into Small Learning Communities (SLCs).  In the 2006-07 school year this reorganization moved into the restructuring phrase required for Year 4 Program Improvement schools.  Grade 9 and 10 students are being by the Freshman and Tenth Grade Centers, and 11th and 12th grade students are served by career based Small Learning Communities (specifically mirroring the structure outlined in the report of the California High School Task Force published by the California Department of Education in 1992 called “Second to None”). Each SLC serves approximately 400-500 students and is organized around thematic content.  The following SLCs are available to Polytechnic students:  SPORT/EHS (Sports Opportunities and Recreation Training Academy/Education and Human Services); FAME (Fine Arts, Media, and Entertainment); and HABIT (Hospitality, Agriculture, Business and Industrial Technologies).  The Math, Science and Technology Magnet has been in operation for 16 years continues to serve students at Poly, as will the English as a Second Language (ESL) Newcomers Program that meets the needs of students new to the United States.

Polytechnic High School is one of only three schools in the entire state of California to have exited from Program of Improvement Year Five and had the highest A-G completion rates (65.2%) in 2007 for non-magnet/non-charter schools in LAUSD.  Due to the loss of Program Improvement status, changing from a year-round school to a traditional calendar, and other budgetary cuts, Polytechnic High School has lost some of the funding for supplemental educational services to support student achievement, such as Beyond the Bell intervention and Saturday School. Despite monetary obstacles, Poly is committed to continuing the motivation that has allowed it to attain a number of notable academic achievements, such as API gains of 204 points.   

John H. Francis Polytechnic High School includes a comprehensive high school and a Math, Science, and Technology magnet school for grades 9-12. Polytechnic currently provides services for a total of 3,101 students with an ethnic population of: 90.9% Hispanic or Latino, 2.2% White, 0.3% Filipino, 1.5 % African American, 4.8% Asian, and less than 1 % each of all other ethnicities.  Approximately 10% of the student population receives special education services; and about 28% are English Learners (EL).  80% of students qualified for free/reduced price meals in 2009-10.
There are three distinct English Learner (EL) populations at Poly.  The first EL population of students participates in Structured English Immersion and usually come in as 9th graders from the Middle School setting at the Early Intermediate or Intermediate levels.  These students receive a double period of English Language Development (ELD) instruction for all four quarters. A second population is composed of EL students new to the country, whose primary language is Spanish.  Those students (at parents’ request) receive the Basic Bilingual Program with a double period of ELD instruction and academic content area instruction delivered in their primary language. By far the largest numbers of EL students are in the Preparing to Reclassify Program (PRP) in the mainstream setting, receiving SDAIE instruction in the content area classes taught by teachers with the appropriate CLAD credentials or who are in training to acquire such credentials.

There are five distinct special education programs at Poly.  158 students are designated as Resource Specialist Program (RSP) students.  Over 200 students are designated as Specific Learning Disabled (SLD) students.  We have approximately 26 Mentally Retarded Moderate (MRM) students divided between 2 programs, a program with modified core curriculum for 9th through 12th graders, and a Community Based Instruction (CBI) program for students over the age of 18.  Approximately 34 students are in an Other Health Impaired (OHI) program.  Poly runs a district award winning full inclusion program for our special education students regardless of their designation.
Including the Magnet, the student population of 3,101 students includes approximately 886 who are Limited English Proficient (LEP). Of our students, only about 300 speak English at home. To accommodate the diverse populations’ academic and language needs, we offer classes ranging from sheltered English to honors and Advanced Placement to Community Based Instruction (CBI) for our Mentally Retarded (MR) special education students.  College classes are offered, through Los Angeles Valley College, on campus for those students who are eligible and interested in the opportunity.  Counselors also help arrange for students to take classes at Los Angeles Mission College, Los Angeles Valley College, and North Valley Occupational Center.  
Socio-economic conditions of Sun Valley are, for the most part, at the lower to middle levels, consisting mostly of blue collar and unskilled workers.  As of 2002, 50% of the adults in Sun Valley have a high school diploma, and 10% have bachelors or masters degrees.  The local jobless rate as of October 2002 was well over 10%, with one fifth of all households below the poverty line.  Annual household income is less than $20,000 per annum (only 7% exceed $75,000 annual income).  As a result, 80% of our students participated in the federal lunch program in 2009-10. This has resulted in Poly being identified as a Title I schoolwide program school. Polytechnic is in its seventh year of schoolwide Title I status. 

Our faculty is composed of a combination of veteran, experienced teachers and relatively new teachers with five years or fewer of teaching experience. Poly’s educators have been teaching for an average of slightly over eleven years at Poly. A number of the newer teachers are individuals who transitioned into teaching from other careers bringing a different perspective to our educational program. We also have quite a few teachers who are former Poly students, and they really enhance the richness of the Poly school culture.

WASC Accreditation History

In 2002 Polytechnic High School received accreditation by WASC for six years with a three year revisit.  
2002 WASC Recommendations

1. Create a professionally acceptable assessment process to collect and analyze disaggregated student performance data.

2. Align curriculum, instruction, and assessment to the State Standards and the ESLRs.

3. Develop an action plan that clearly delineates the specific steps to achieve the goal of the plan.

a. Schoolwide articulation and focused professional development activities must be focused on research-based literacy strategies to be used in all curricular areas.

b. Opportunities for regular, systematic communication, collaboration, and coaching are provided to support consistent and effective usage of research-based practices to ensure that students meet or exceed grade level content standards in language arts and mathematics.

c. A process for monitoring the implementation of the plan and assessing its effectiveness is in place and clearly communicated to all stakeholders.

4. Develop department and school-wide rubrics for use by teachers and students so that they can assess their own progress.

5. Expand inclusion of more parents in the discussions of student achievement data and in decision-making processes

Critical Areas of Priority for Ongoing Improvement 

from the WASC 3 Year Revisit in April 2005

1. Priority should be given to developing a process to evaluate program effectiveness by using site generated data in addition to standardized testing results (STAR, AP, CAHSEE, etc.). This is particularly critical for the school to assess the impact the 4x4 master schedule, intervention programs, and small learning communities have on student achievement, attendance, and graduation rates, all of which the school cites as critical to the success of its students. 

2. A multi-faceted staff development effort has been implemented that supports many student achievement themes.  This effort is early in its development. Priority should be given to developing a system to monitor and insure the extensive use of these staff development strategies. An assessment process should be designed to insure that these strategies are improving student performance.  Strategies needing this assessment piece may include thinking maps, end of mester and inter-session intervention to make up failures, and other interventions mentioned in the action plan.

3. A school-wide rubric for writing in all content areas should be addressed and developed.  Students should be aware of this rubric and capable of self-assessment in every classroom.

4. Many collaborative groups have been established at the school site.  Priority should be given to invite parents to participate in decision-making that affects the entire school.  The parent center meetings and School Site Council should be aware of the progress and direction of the school.   

In 2008 Polytechnic High School received accreditation by WASC for six years with a three year revisit.  
2008 WASC Recommendations

1. Increasing communication among stakeholders to help with instructional improvement.

2. Time for SLC and department teacher collaboration, to revise curricular pacing to better align to the CSTs and 4x4 block schedule.

3. The development and use of formative assessment to inform instruction.

4. Increase rigor across the curriculum.

5. The creation and use of site-developed rubrics.

School Purpose

Los Angeles Unified School District Mission Statement
The teachers, administrators, and staff of the Los Angeles Unified School District believe in the equal worth and dignity of all students and are committed to educate all students to their maximum potential. 

Local District 2 Vision

All District 2 students will graduate as lifelong learners prepared to succeed in college and/or the workforce.
Local District 2 Mission

District 2 will provide quality professional development and service to District 2 schools to insure that all students receive a rigorous standards-based curriculum, quality instruction, and the opportunity to learn.

Polytechnic High School Vision
John H. Francis Polytechnic High School provides a rigorous, standards-based instructional program that meets the diverse needs of all students supported by classroom instruction that encourages collaboration and communication and where all stakeholders experience a sense of accomplishment and community.

Polytechnic High School Mission

John H. Francis Polytechnic High School will:

· Create a secure environment that encompasses all aspects of a standards-based instructional program to ensure equity and access to high achievement for all students
· Create high achieving, personalized, small school learning environments for all students
· Develop a community of learners (including students, parents, community, teachers, staff and administrators) that will provide active support as our students become life-long learners. 

· Promote all stakeholders as continual learners and facilitators of quality learning through professional development 

· Function as a center for community resources 

· Prepare all students to be successful and responsible contributors in a multicultural, technologically advanced society
Polytechnic High School 

Expected Schoolwide Learning Results (ESLRs)

Upon Graduation, all Poly students are expected to be:
1. Critical Thinkers who:

a. Explain, interpret, apply and summarize information from a variety of sources.

b. Apply problem solving strategies in a variety of situations to come to well reasoned conclusions and solutions.

c. Perform proficiently in standards-based academic core classes.
2. Conscientious Members of Society who:

a. Demonstrate knowledge of personal, local, national, and global issues.

b. Know how to identify and become involved in addressing pressing social needs.

c. Make relevant and informed connections among ethics, innovation, and progress.
3. Effective Communicators who:

a. Write and speak logically and coherently.

b. Interpret and evaluate nuances of written and oral communication.

c. Use technology effectively to communicate information.

d. Articulate options and supporting evidence.

e. Collaborate to determine solutions of complex problems.
4. Lifelong Learners who:

a. Take ownership of learning by applying academic “Habits of Mind.”

b. Create plans, options, and opportunities for their future.

c. Develop practical skills that can be applied across industry sectors.

Critical Academic Needs ~ Goals of the WASC Action Plan 2008

Goal 1 (Area of Improvement): Develop and implement a comprehensive plan to decrease the percent of students who are Far Below Basic and Below Basic on the California Standards Test, with the ultimate goal of increasing the percent of Proficient and Advanced.
Rationale: The California Standards Test (CST) is based on the California Standards Framework which outlines what students should know and be able to do. Quantitative data from the CST show a large percentage of students falling at the Far Below Basic and Below Basic levels.  Work by focus groups indicates a need for formative assessments and staff development that will become part of a plan to raise student achievement in all academic areas, with the CST as the tool that measures this increased achievement. 

Supporting ESLRs: Critical Thinkers, Effective Communicators, Lifelong Learners, Conscientious Member of Society

· More targeted professional development which is aligned to local district and school needs that focus on instructional strategies (including differentiation) and use of technology in the classroom.

· Develop diverse types of formative assessments (including rubrics) aligned to curriculum and standards and ESLRs; develop these collaboratively across departments and SLCs. Increase student knowledge of their own academic progress.
· Parent knowledge, communication

· Teacher efficacy, high expectations

Goal 2 (Area of Improvement): Develop and implement a plan to increase readiness for post-secondary education and graduation rates by increasing the percent of students who complete A-G requirements and by raising the school’s passing rate on the CAHSEE.

Rationale: The most recent official data available indicate that just 54% of 2006 graduates completed A-G requirements. In Los Angeles Unified School District, the class of 2012 will be required to complete A-G requirements to graduate.  This is in addition to the state requirement for successful performance on the CAHSEE.

Supporting ESLRs: Critical Thinkers, Effective Communicators, Lifelong Learners, Conscientious Member of Society

· More targeted professional development which is aligned to local district and school needs that focus on instructional strategies (including differentiation) and use of technology in the classroom.

· Develop diverse types of formative assessments (including rubrics) aligned to curriculum and standards and ESLRs; develop these collaboratively across departments and SLCs. Increase student knowledge of their own academic progress.
· Parent knowledge, communication

· Teacher efficacy, high expectations

Goal 3 (Area of Improvement): Develop and implement a plan to narrow the achievement gap between Special Education and English Learners and the general education population while increasing the achievement results for all groups (per Goals #1 and #2).

Rationale: On the most recent computation of the API, the API for special education students had increased by a significant number.  However, there is a still a large gap between the API for special education students and for the school as a whole (API for general education students is not provided.) as well as a smaller gap between ELL students and the student body as a whole.  Discrepancies also occur on the CAHSEE.   The measurement for Adequate Yearly Progress under No Child Left Behind is the pass rate on the CAHSEE, but subgroups are considered only when the size of the group is 100 or more.  Faculty members at Polytechnic High are committed to raising the achievement of special needs students—both those in special education and students who are English Language Learners—as measured by both the CST (which reflects grade-level standards-based instruction) and the CAHSEE.
Supporting ESLRs: Critical Thinkers, Effective Communicators
· Increase integration of the ESLRS within the SLC units and in the Single Plan; communicate implementation roles for all stakeholders.

· More targeted professional development which is aligned to local district and school needs that focus on instructional strategies (including differentiation) and use of technology in the classroom.

· Develop diverse types of formative assessments (including rubrics) aligned to curriculum and standards and ESLRs; develop these collaboratively across departments and SLCs. Increase student knowledge of their own academic progress.
· Address the impact of social and emotional well-being of students and parent/guardian involvement on student academic success. 

John H. Francis Polytechnic High School

Small Learning Communities
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Freshman Center:  A specialized one-year program designed to give every ninth grade student the tools they need to be successful in high school, college, and the workplace.  Major objectives are 1) on-time tenth grade matriculation and on-time high school graduation, 2) successful foundation in skills needed for #1, completion of A-G requirements and preparation for college, 3) successful transition to high school with social, emotional, and academic support as needed.
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Tenth Grade Center:  A specialized one-year program designed to give every tenth grade student the tools they need to be successful in high school, college, and the workplace, and continuing exposure to the foundational skills introduced in the Freshman Center.  Major objectives are 1) on-time eleventh grade matriculation and on-time high school graduation, 2) successful foundation in skills needed for #1, completion of A-G requirements and preparation for college, 3) successfully completing the California High School Exit Exam graduation requirement, 4) introduce career path options and begin the transition to Polytechnic’s career-based SLCs.
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SPORT/EHS: Sports Program Opportunities and Recreation Training Academy/Education and Human Services is a 2 year program designed to provide every student the skills they need to be successful in high school, college, and the workplace plus career preparation in all of the sports, recreation, education, and human service fields.  Specific objectives include successful job shadowing and internship experiences and exposure to professionals in their chosen field.
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HABIT:  Hospitality, Agriculture, Business and Industrial Technologies, and Technology is a 2 year program designed to provide every student the skills they need to be successful in high school, college, and the workplace plus career preparation in all of the Hospitality, agriculture, business, industrial technology, and technology fields.  Specific objectives include successful job shadowing and internship experiences and exposure to professionals in their chosen field.
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FAME:  Fine Arts, Media/Entertainment is a 2 year program designed to provide every student the skills they need to be successful in high school, college, and the workplace plus career preparation in all of the fine and performing arts and media/entertainment fields.  Specific objectives include successful job shadowing and internship experiences and exposure to professionals in their chosen field.

The Math, Science, and Technology Magnet is an Integration Program focusing on math and science related to health science and technology, scientific research and engineering.  The Magnet program has been in existence at Polytechnic High School for 16 years and will continue to function under the structure of small learning communities.  It operates under provisions of magnet schools as outlined by the California Department of Education and LAUSD.

The Newcomers Program is a support program available to students who have just moved to the United States.  The purpose of the program is to provide these students with standards-based English language instruction enabling them to be successful in the mainstream school program.

School Status in Terms of Student Performance

· Schoolwide Title I School

· Balanced Traditional Calendar 
· Exited from Program Improvement (PI) 5 status in 2008 – 2009 school year – one of only 3 PI5 high schools in the state to exit

· Re-entered PI, year 1 status for 2010-2011 school year
· 4x4 Schedule 

· Small Learning Communities (SLCs): Freshman Center, 10th Grade Center, SPORT/EHS, HABIT, FAME

· Math, Science and Technology Magnet

· Newcomer Program

· External Evaluations: WASC (2008), CPM (2006)

· Met API Target for school year 2009-2010 with a growth of 42 points
· API in school year 2009-2010 is 693

· Has met API targets since 2007-2008 school year
· Did not meet AYP for school year 2009-2010 

· Met 14 out of 18 AYP Criteria

· Due to not meeting percent proficient in math with students in English Learners subgroup by 7 students, percent proficient in English Language Arts with students in English Learners and Hispanic subgroups, and not meeting Graduation Rate
· Did not meet AYP for school year 2008-209 

· Met 16 out of 18 AYP Criteria

· Due to not meeting percent proficient in math or English Language Arts with students in English Learners subgroup

· Met AYP in school year 2007-2008 and 2006-2007
· In 2008-2009 Poly’s Graduation Rate (78.1%) was higher than that of the District (69.6%) and the County (75.7%), and close to that of the State (78.6%)
2010-2011 Student Enrollment

Grade Levels
Figure 1:  Enrollment History (Data from DSS)
	
	Total Enrollment
	Freshman
	Sophomores
	Juniors
	Seniors

	2004 – 2005
	4535
	1842
	996
	906
	791

	2005 – 2006
	4663
	1511
	1275
	1024
	853

	2006 – 2007
	4299
	1204
	1074
	1110
	911

	2007 – 2008
	4246
	1157
	986
	1042
	1061

	2008 – 2009
	4440
	1463
	990
	853
	1134

	2009 – 2010
	3302
	891
	604
	816
	991

	2010 – 2011
	3101
	856
	760
	718
	797


	Critical Findings:

· Total student enrollment increased consistently until the 2005 – 2006 school year, when it reached a high of 4,663 students.

· Three new high schools, Arleta High School, East Valley High School, and Sun Valley High School, have opened in the last five years decreasing the number of new students enrolling in Poly High School.

· The smaller class of ninth graders in 2006 – 2007 is due to the opening of a new high school and fewer 9R students (students who did not receive enough credits to matriculate to the 10th grade and were retained in the 9th grade). 

· The Freshman Center was formed in 2005-2006 school year with a major focus of eliminating all 9Rs.

· The 4x4 bell schedule started in 2004-2005 allowing students to receive an additional 20 credits, leading to fewer students being retained.
· About 90% of students who were enrolled at the start of the school year matriculate to the 10th grade on time.


2010 – 2011 Gender
Female:




Male:




Freshman:
417



Freshman:
439



Sophomores:
348



Sophomores:
412



Juniors:
339



Juniors:
379



Seniors:
380



Seniors:
387



Total:

1,484



Total:

1,617
Ethnicity 
Figure 2:  Ethnicity (Data from DSS)
	
	Number of Students Enrolled by Ethnicity

	
	American Indian/ Alaska Native
	Asian
	Black
	Filipino
	Hispanic
	Pacific Islander
	White

	2004 – 2005
	14

(0.3%)
	69

(1.5%)
	83

(1.8%)
	130

(2.9%)
	4048

(89.3%)
	14

(0.3%)
	167

(3.7%)

	2005 – 2006
	7

(0.2%)
	90

(1.9%)
	91

(2.0%)
	136

(2.9%)
	4160

(89.2%)
	18

(0.4%)
	161

(3.5%)

	2006 – 2007
	14

(0.3%)
	88

(2.0%)
	62

(1.4%)
	125

(2.9%)
	3876

(90.2%)
	6

(0.1%)
	128

(3.0%)

	2007 – 2008
	13

(0.3%)
	82

(1.9%)
	66

(1.6%)
	117

(2.8%)
	3834

(90.3%)
	10

(0.2%)
	124

(2.9%)

	2008 – 2009
	16
(0.4%)
	87
(2.0%)
	69
(1.6%)
	108
(2.4%)
	4027
(90.7%)
	8
(0.2%)
	125
(2.8%)

	2009 – 2010
	12
(0.4%)
	146
(4.4%)
	42
(1.3%)
	5
(0.2%)
	2995
(90.7%)
	14
(0.4%)
	88
(2.7%)

	2010 – 2011
	8
(0.3%)
	149
(4.8%)
	32
(1.5%)
	10
(0.3%)
	2,820
(90.9%)
	12
(0.4%)
	70
(2.2%)


Figure 3:  Ethnicity Distribution in 2010 – 2011       
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Figure 4: Ethnicity Distribution Over Time
	Critical Findings:

· Figure 2 shows that 90.9% of this year’s student body is Hispanic.

· Figure 4 reflects the stability of the ethnic make-up of the Polytechnic student body over the last six years with the majority of the students, about 90%, being Hispanic.

· There are virtually no problems with race relations at Polytechnic High School. 


2010 – 2011 Primary Language
Figure 5:  Primary Language 2010 – 11 (Data from SIS)
	Arabic:

5
Armenian:
22
Bulgarian:       1
Cambodian:
3
English:
283
Farsi:               1
	German:              1

Gujarati:              2

Khmu:                 2

Korean:
    25
Lao:

    1

Other Chinese:    1
	Other Philip:       2
Other Not L:
    4
Pilipino:
    40
Portuguese:         1
Punjabi:
    8
Spanish:
2,639
	Thai:

24
Tongan:
4
Urdu:

2
Vietnamese:
5

Visayan:
2


	Critical Findings:

· The primary languages of Poly students include twenty-one languages other than Spanish and English.

· Spanish is the primary language of 85.6% of the student body.

· English is the primary language of 9.2% of the student body.


Title I
Figure 6:  Students who Qualify for Title I Services (Data from DSS)
	
	Number
	Percent

	2004 - 2005
	4535
	100%

	2005 - 2006
	4663
	100%

	2006 - 2007
	4299
	100%

	2007 – 2008
	4248
	100%

	2008 – 2009 
	4440
	100%

	2009 – 2010 
	3302
	100%


	Critical Findings:

· Poly has been a schoolwide Title I school since school year 2004 - 2005; therefore 100% of the students qualify for Title I Services.  

· Polytechnic High School has a full time Title I coordinator who works with the Title I budget and allocates funds for field trips, conferences, supplemental materials, and manages resources to meet the needs of the students.  


Special Needs

Migrant Education 
Figure 7:  Number of Students with Migrant Education Status (Data from DSS)
	
	Number

	2004 - 2005
	7

	2005 - 2006
	11

	2006 - 2007
	6

	2007 – 2008
	3

	2008 – 2009
	1

	2009 – 2010 
	3


Gifted and Talented Education (GATE)
The Gifted and Talented Program is intended to cultivate the extremely important resources that are our special young people, those who exhibit gifts and talents well beyond the norm. Teachers assist in meeting the needs of these students by modifying curriculum to suit individual needs, interests, and abilities. Gifted students are clustered wherever possible to maximize opportunities for peer interaction. Our program gives the students and teachers new ideas and opportunities, and helps give the students direction in promoting and inspiring the special areas of their character. Funds are used to buy supplemental materials, and provide field trips to enrich the student’s education.  Due to the economy and available budget, these funds have been drastically reduced over the last few years.  Teachers of GATE students are required to attend professional development conferences each year.  
Figure 8:  GATE Enrollment History (Data from DSS)
	
	9th Grade
	10th Grade
	11th Grade
	12th Grade
	Total
	% of Total Enrolment

	2004 – 2005
	89
	85
	79
	66
	319
	7.3%

	2005 – 2006
	90
	90
	85
	72
	337
	8.3%

	2006 - 2007
	78
	86
	86
	85
	335
	8.0%

	2007 – 2008
	105
	76
	88
	81
	350
	8.2%

	2008 – 2009
	101
	103
	76
	90
	370
	8.3%

	2009 – 2010
	75
	74
	92
	78
	319
	9.7%

	2010 – 2011 
	96
	83
	83
	90
	352
	11.4%


Figure 9:  Percent of GATE Students
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	Critical Findings:

· The number of students in GATE hovered around 6% until the 2002 – 2003 school year, when it began to increase.  The number of students has risen since then to approximately 11% of the student body. 

· There are two GATE coordinators, one for the magnet students and one for the comprehensive school students.  The responsibility of the coordinator is to identify new GATE students, and to monitor and assist all GATE students. 

· Every year the GATE coordinators need write the Local School Proposal Data Sheet which explains how the teachers differentiate instruction for GATE students, the training teachers attend, and how the school serves GATE students.  Poly has been found to be exemplary for the last two years.  


Advanced Placement (AP)/Honors

Per federal mandate Advanced Placement classes are open to all students who are interested in the challenge of college level study.  Materials and experiences are differentiated in content and quality and focus on developing higher level thinking and writing skills.  All students have access to all AP and honors classes.   
2009 – 2010 AP/Honors Classes offered 


Number of Honors Classes:
85*


Number of Seats:

2,075*




*Only the B section was counted

Number of AP Classes:
27*


Number of Seats:   

605*



*Only the B section was counted

	Critical Findings:

· 16 different AP courses offered in 2009 – 2010:  English Literature, English Language, Micro Economics, European History, US History, Spanish Literature, Spanish Language, Calculus AB, Calculus BC, Statistics, Chemistry, Biology, Physics, Psychology, Studio Art 2D and Studio Art 3D
· 21 different honors courses offered in 2009 – 2010:  English 9, English 10, American Literature/Contemporary Comp, World Literature/Advanced Comp, Humanity, Writing Seminar, Geography, World History, Principles of American Democracy, US History, Economics, Algebra 1, Geometry, Algebra 2, Math Analysis, Trig/Math Analysis, Statistics, Physics, Chemistry, Physiology, and Biology.

· The enrollment in honors classes was higher than in AP classes.


Students Enrolled in AP Classes
Figure 10:  Seats in AP Classes Over Time (Data from DSS)
	
	9th Grade
	10th Grade
	11th Grade
	12th Grade
	Total

	2004 - 2005
	7
	300
	294
	639
	1240

	2005 - 2006
	41
	366
	565
	694
	1666

	2006 - 2007
	79
	315
	584
	698
	1676

	2007 – 2008
	34
	335
	684
	647
	1700

	2008 – 2009
	71
	524
	771
	645
	2011

	2009 – 2010 
	41
	258
	709
	536
	1544





*A and B sections were counted as separate classes

AP Examination Results 
AP Exams are given in the beginning of May.  They are approximately three hours long and are used as a measure of college achievement.  The exams are scored on a scale of 1 to 5.  To receive college credit, a student must receive a 3 or higher.  
Figure 11:  AP Examination Results (Data from DSS)
	
	Number of Exams Given
	Number of Exams Passed
	Percent Passed

	2004 - 2005
	353
	110
	31.2%

	2005 - 2006
	675
	287
	42.5%

	2006 - 2007
	733
	226
	30.8%

	2007 – 2008
	618
	191
	30.9%

	2008 – 2009
	720
	314
	43.6%

	2009 – 2010 
	625
	277
	44.3%



Figure 12:  Pass Rate of Students

           Figure 13:  History of AP Enrollment, 

                             Who Tested



Classes and Number of Tests Given    








      *Enrollment is for students enrolled in A and/or B sections 
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	Critical Findings:

· Enrollment in AP classes reached an all-time high in 2008 –20 09, with a total of 2,011 AP seats.
· The passing rate for AP exams (i.e. achieving a score of 3 or higher on a 5 point scale) is consistently below 45%.

· Polytechnic’s AP program was nationally recognized by the College Board for the pass rate of students taking AP Spanish Language in 2006.

· Even though the school enrollment has decreased since 2006-2007, the number of students enrolled in an AP class increased until 2009-2010.
· Poly has been working towards creating a college going environment at the school.  In addition to being offered AP classes, students are also given the opportunity to take community college classes on the Poly campus.  Since 2007, over 100 community college classes have been held on the Poly campus for Poly students. 

· About 650 students have been concurrently enrolled in a community college class since 2007.


Special Education 
The Special Education Program identifies and meets the educational needs of children with emotional, learning, or physical disabilities. Federal law requires that all children with disabilities be provided a free and appropriate education according to an Individual Education Plan (IEP) from infancy until the age of 22.
Poly High School is working towards becoming a fully inclusive school.  The majority of the special education students are in a general education class 50% of the day.  About 90% of the resource students are fully included in general education classes and the remaining resource students attend a resource class for one period a day.

The staff at Poly strives to create programs that include special education students. The following are examples of what Poly staff has created.  In an art class we do reverse mainstreaming.  A special education teacher, who also has an art credential, teaches an art class where MR students work side by side with our general education students.  Poly uses co-teaching for the resource program.  Co-teaching is where the resource students are in a general education class taught jointly by a resource specialist teacher and a general education teacher.  Poly also has 2 learning centers to provide instructional support for general education and special education students.  Special education students who are mentally retarded and between the ages of 18 and 22 years old are taking classes at North Valley Occupational Center.  

Students with disabilities showed a large increase by gaining 38 points on the API in 2010, and the gap between them and the entire school is 187 points.  In the last year, the percent of students with disabilities meeting the standards on the CST has increased in ELA by 2.2%, math by 1.1%, science by 3.9%, and in history by 0.9%.  

We believe that the large increase in the special education subgroup on the API was due to a continued and focused effort to improve the education of special education students and their placement in a general education setting.  In 2006-2007 co-teaching was introduced where various general education and special education teachers paired up to deliver the course content.  This allowed for richer content delivery by general education teachers and was supported by the special education teachers.  There does remain a significant achievement gap between general education and special education students.
Figure 14:  Special Education Population (Data from DSS)
	
	9th Grade
	10th Grade
	11th Grade
	12th Grade
	Total
	% of Student Enrollment

	2004 - 2005
	207
	104
	89
	70
	470
	10.4%

	2005 - 2006
	167
	167
	115
	80
	529
	11.3%

	2006 - 2007
	98
	87
	150
	91
	426
	9.9%

	2007 - 2008
	105
	83
	117
	136
	441
	10.4%

	2008 – 2009
	125
	61
	66
	134
	386
	8.7%

	2009 – 2010
	69
	45
	52
	93
	259
	7.8%

	2010 – 2011
	80
	87
	93
	62
	312
	10.1%


2010 – 2011 Special Needs Population:  




Special Day Class (SDC):    193




Resource Program (RSP):     
158



Designated Instructional Services (DIS):
357



Number of Active Individual Education Plans (IEPs):     372
	Critical Findings:

· The percent of students classified as special education students has remained stable over the last 6 years, around 10%.

· Polytechnic started full inclusion of RSP students in 2005 – 2006 and the number of included RSP students has increased.  The included RSP students are supported by two learning centers which began in 2006 – 2007.
· Special education students are served by an Assistant Principal, and a Special Education Bridge Coordinator.


Language Proficiency/ESL Program
The Bilingual Program at Poly High School uses High Point , a uniform teaching material.  The program is fully inclusive, serving students with varied abilities, ranging from special needs to gifted students.  The students served enter with a variety of needs, coming in at all levels, from being illiterate in their home language having never attended school before to being well educated but needing to learn English.  The Bilingual Program was recognized by the local district for the large number of reclassified students in the school year 2006-2007.



EL – English Learner 



ELL – English Language Learner



IFEP – Initially – Fluent English Proficient



R-FEP – Redesignated –Fluent English Proficient



LEP – Limited English Proficient
EL students showed a large increase by gaining 48 points on the API in 2010, and the gap between them and the entire school is 66 points.  In the last year, the percent of LEP students meeting the standards on the CST has increased in math by 0.5%, science by 1.4%, and in history by 2.2%.  They decreased 0.4% in ELA
EL students are identified by the Home Language Survey and through a state approved oral language and literacy assessment.
Figure 15:  Number of EL Students Over Time (Data from DSS)
	
	IFEP
	R-FEP
	LEP

	2004 – 2005
	375

(8.3%)
	1959

(43.2%)
	1691

(37.3%)

	2005 – 2006
	377

(8.1%)
	1969

(42.2%)
	1784

(38.3%)

	2006 – 2007
	343

(8.0%)
	2015

(46.9%)
	1476

(34.3%)

	2007 – 2008
	344

(8.1%)
	2032

(47.3%)
	1419

(33.4%)

	2008 – 2009
	395

(8.9%)
	2113

(47.6%)
	1446

(32.6%)

	2009 – 2010
	307

(9.3%)
	1706

(51.7%)
	969

(29.3%)

	2010 – 2011 
	300
(9.7%)
	1643
(53.0%)
	863
(27.8%)


	Critical Findings:

· The percent of students classified as EL has remained stable, between 88% and 91%.  

· The percent of Limited English Proficient (LEP) students has decreased over the last five years, from 38.3% to 27.8%.

· C Track had served the majority of the English Language Learner (ELL) students with ESL classes and the Basic Bilingual Curriculum (other core classes where students can receive education in their primary language), before the school became single track in 2010-2011.

· Students in ESL 3 or 4 are included in the Small Learning Communities.

· The ESL classes are taught in two period blocks. 

· The majority of the ELL students have Spanish as their primary language.  

· ESL teachers use the High Point curriculum program that incorporates assessment to monitor student progress.  


EL students are reclassified from LEP to R-FEP according to multiple criteria, standards, and procedures adopted by the district.  These demonstrate that the students being redesignated have an English language proficiency comparable to that of average native English speakers.  To reclassify, a student must have an overall score of 4 on the California English Language Development Test, a basic score on the English portion on the California Standards Test, and a C or higher in the most recent English course the student has taken. 
Figure 16:  EL Percent Reclassified (Data from DataQuest)
	Year
	Number EL
	Number Reclassified
	% Reclassified

	2004 – 2005
	1379
	121
	8.77%

	2005 – 2006
	1576
	54
	3.43%

	2006 – 2007
	1622
	207
	12.76%

	2007 – 2008
	1237
	123
	8.6%

	2008 – 2009
	1223
	101
	8.2%

	2009 – 2010 
	886
	69
	5.6%


	Critical Findings:

·  There was a large increase in the number of EL students who were Reclassified in 2006-2007. Since then there has been a steady decrease.


Attendance Data

ADA (Average Daily Attendance) Percentages
Figure 17:  Attendance Rate Over Time (Data from DSS)
	
	Attendance Rate

	2004 - 2005
	91.2%

	2005 - 2006
	92.3%

	2006 - 2007
	90.9%

	2007 – 2008
	92.4%

	2008 – 2009
	93.1%

	2009 – 2010
	94.7%


2009– 2010 Truancy Rate:   41.48%
	Critical Findings:

· Student attendance has shown gains since 2006-2007, increasing 3.8%.
· Over the last 6 years, the attendance rate has been over 90%.

· In school year 2006 – 2007, ISIS was implemented in LAUSD for taking period by period attendance by classroom teachers.  Implementation of the ISIS program and a new way of tracking attendance may account for drop in attendance 
· To help increase Polytechnic’s attendance, the school has hired a Pupil Services and Attendance (PSA) Counselor.  This counselor works with students at-risk of dropping out and seniors with attendance problems. 

· There is a senior attendance policy, which states that if seniors are absent more than 16 days they will lose graduation privileges. 

· Until 2009 – 2010, off track teachers were hired as attendance deans.  These teachers ensured that students were in class during class time by monitoring the school.  They were also in charge of tardy sweeps. Since the school is no longer year round, Poly now has teachers perform this task during their conference periods.
· The truancy rate is calculated by the number of students who have 3 or more unexcused absences or tardies. Many of the students do not clear their absences which causes the truancy rate to be high.  In 2010-2011 there has been a large effort to encourage students to clear their absences and tardies.  


Suspension/Expulsion Data
The dean’s have made a large effort to increase intervention and support to minimize the number of disciplinary actions.  The school has developed a schoolwide  Positive Behavior Support Plan with support from the district.  The plan provides a foundation for clear expectations for all.  Supervision is a main focus before school, at lunch time, after school, and during the passing periods.  While supervising, the deans, administrators, campus security, and other supervisors get a feel for the campus and can detect when there might be a problem.  Instead of waiting for an event to take place, the deans intervene by calling the students in to talk with them. Increasing the number of parent conferences held by the deans is used as a preventative intervention.  New students enrolling in Poly High School that have been either an Opportunity Transfer (OT) from another school or are coming from a camp are brought to the appropriate dean for a meeting.  In this meeting the students are introduced to many of the people that supervise the school so that the students know they will be monitored, they are told expectations, and they sign behavior contracts.  

The dean’s have also used alternatives to suspensions.  Instead of a normal suspension, they use in-house suspensions where the students stay with the dean’s and work on their school assignments.  This way they are supervised and are not missing school time.  Another alternative being used instead of suspension is work service, if the behavior did not involve threats or drugs.  

With special education students, the deans are working with the special education coordinators to make updates, amendments, or different accommodations to the student’s behavior plan.  They are working with the teachers to help the students and are using one-on-one aides to escort the students between periods.  A strategy implemented to avoid an escalation of a problem with a special education student is to give them a Dean Pass, which a student can use if they are being confronted and feel they may lose their temper, to see a dean or special education coordinator.     

Figure 18:  Number of Suspensions, Opportunity Transfers, and Expulsions (Data from DSS)
	
	Suspensions

Number of Incidents
	Number of Opportunity Transfers
	Number of Expulsion Referrals

	2004 – 2005
	394
	74
	0

	2005 – 2006
	384
	84
	5

	2006 – 2007
	220
	66
	6

	2007 – 2008
	233
	35
	1

	2008 – 2009
	279
	24
	1

	2009 – 2010
	191
	9
	1


Figure 19: Number of Suspensions and Percentages– Disaggregated (Data from DSS)
	
	2004-05
	2005-06
	2006-07
	2007-08
	2008-09
	2009-10

	OVERALL
	394

8.7%
	384

8.2%
	220

5.1%
	233
5.5%
	279
6.3%
	191
5.8%

	American Indian/Alaska Native
	2

14.3%
	2

28.6%
	2

14.3%
	3
23.1%
	0
0%
	0
0%

	Asian
	1

1.4%
	2

2.2%
	1

1.1%
	1

1.2%
	0
0%
	3
2.1%

	Black
	19

22.9%
	11

12.1%
	7

11.3%
	9
13.2%
	6
8.7%
	4
9.5%

	Filipino
	6

4.6%
	8

5.9%
	4

3.2%
	3
2.6%
	1
0.9%
	2
40%

	Hispanic
	349

8.6%
	349

8.4%
	200

5.2%
	210
5.5%
	264
6.6%
	177
5.9%

	Pacific Islander
	2

14.3%
	0

0%
	0

0%
	3
30%
	0
0%
	2
14.3%

	White
	15

9%
	12

7.5%
	6

4.7%
	4
3.2%
	8
6.4%
	3
14.3%

	Special Education
	136

28.9%
	72

13.6%
	26

6.1%
	36
9.1%
	59
15.3%
	49
18.9%

	Limited English Proficient
	199

11.8%
	187

10.5%
	104

7%
	114
8%
	153
10.6%
	89
9.2%


	Critical Findings:

· The number of suspensions and expulsion referrals was the highest in 2002 – 2003.

· The number of suspensions has decreased by 203 since 2004-2005.

· The number of OTs has greatly decreased over the last four years.  There were 65 fewer OTs in 2009-2010 than in 2004-2005.  
· There are 4 deans, one for the Freshman Center, one for the 10th Grade Center, and two for the 11th and 12th Grade SLCs.

· Small Learning Community teachers also work with students on discipline issues.

· Between 2004-2005 and 2006-2007 there was a large decrease in the percent of Special Education students being suspended, but there has been an increase over the last three years.



Crime Statistics

Figure 20: Number of Suspensions Shown by Reason for Suspension (Data from DSS)
	Event
	2004-05
	2005-06
	2006-07
	2007-08
	2008-09
	2009-10

	ASSAULTED/BATTERED SCHOOL EMPLOYEE
	0
	0
	2
	1
	0
	1

	DAMAGED PROPERTY
	25
	24
	15
	6
	18
	9

	DISRUPTION/WILLFUL DEFIANCE
	93
	78
	34
	45
	52
	19

	DRUG PARAPHERNALIA
	22
	16
	8
	15
	17
	11

	FIREARM
	39
	34
	15
	0
	0
	0

	HAD CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE/INTOXICANT
	25
	29
	10
	18
	23
	53

	HAD UNDER 1 OZ. MARIJUANA - 1ST OFFENSE
	1
	2
	2
	15
	21
	5

	HARASSED/THREATENED/INTIMIDATED PUPIL
	0
	0
	1
	5
	5
	4

	HATE VIOLENCE
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0

	IMITATION FIREARM
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0

	KNIFE/EXPLOSIVE/DANGEROUS OBJECT
	16
	18
	11
	4
	15
	12

	OBSCENITY/PROFANITY/VULGARITY
	1
	6
	2
	6
	10
	8

	RECEIVED STOLEN PROPERTY
	0
	3
	1
	1
	0
	0

	ROBBERY/EXTORTION
	1
	5
	1
	0
	0
	1

	SEXUAL ASSAULT/BATTERY
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0

	SEXUAL HARRASSMENT
	1
	1
	0
	2
	2
	1

	SOLD CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE
	1
	3
	1
	0
	0
	0

	STOLE/ATTEMPTED TO STEAL PROPERTY
	8
	15
	5
	2
	9
	3

	SUBSTITUTE SUBSTANCE/INTOXICANT
	12
	18
	5
	5
	5
	7

	TERRORIST THREAT
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0

	THREATENED/ATTEMPTED/CAUSED PHYSICAL INJURY TO PERSON
	9
	10
	30
	59
	30
	26

	TOBACCO
	4
	5
	2
	0
	3
	2

	WILLFUL USE OF FORCE/VIOLENCE
	136
	114
	74
	47
	69
	28

	TOTAL
	394
	384
	220
	233
	279
	191


	Critical Findings:

· There has been a significant decrease in suspensions due to disruption/willful defiance, from 93 to 19.

· Over the last four years there has been an increase in suspension due to controlled substance/intoxication, from 10 to 53.
· The overall number of suspensions has consistently decreased over the last six years, from 394 to 191. 


Socio-economic Status


Students are considered to be socio-economically disadvantaged if their parents do not have a high school diploma or if they participate in the free/reduced price lunch program because of low family income.

Figure 21: Free/Reduced Lunch Status (Data from Ed-Data)
	
	# of Students
	% of Enrollment

	2004 – 2005
	3,860
	89.1%

	2005 – 2006
	3,601
	81.7%

	2006 – 2007
	3,529
	84.1%

	2007 – 2008
	3041
	71.5%

	2008 – 2009
	3254
	75.5%

	2009 – 2010 
	2510
	80.0%


Figure 22:   Parent Education Levels (Data from SIS)
	


	2006 – 2007
	2007 – 2008
	2008 – 2009
	2009 – 2010
	2010 – 2011 

	Graduate School
	63

(1.6%)
	62

(1.4%)
	53
(1.2%)
	36
(1.1%)
	37

(1.2%)

	College Graduate
	193

(4.9%)
	171

(4.0%)
	162
(3.8%)
	116
(3.6%)
	118
(3.8%)

	Some College
	319

(8.0%)
	338

(8.0%)
	339
(7.9%)
	256
(8.0%)
	243
(7.9%)

	High School Graduate
	686

(17.3%)
	762

(17.9%)
	811
(19.0%)
	603
(18.7%)
	571
(18.5%)

	Not High School Graduate
	1360

(28.3%)
	1360

(32.0%)
	1439
(33.6%)
	1086
(33.7%)
	1068
(34.6%)

	Unknown
	1586

(40.0%)
	1553

(36.6%)
	1472
(34.4%)
	1113
(34.6%)
	1047
(33.9%)


	Critical Findings:

· In 2007 – 2008, there was a large drop in the number of Poly students that qualify for free/reduced lunch.  This decrease may be due to a change in the way that lunch ticket applications are collected.  Since then the Title I coordinator has worked diligently to get a lunch ticket application from every student. 
· During the last six years, over 70% of the students received free/reduced lunch tickets.  Last year 80% of the students received free/reduced lunch tickets.
· About one-third of the parents declined to state their education level.

· 28% of the parents who stated their education level have had some college education.
· 35% of the parents who stated their education level have not graduated from high school.  


Safety Conditions, Cleanliness, and Adequacy of School Facilities

Our school makes every effort to provide a safe, clean environment for learning. Classroom space is used to support our instructional program. Emergency drills are routinely held for earthquake, fire preparedness, and lockdown for our students and staff. Staff consistently reports that they feel safe while at work.

School Safety Plan 
As required by California Education Code (CEC), Section 35294, the school’s Safe School Plan was revised and reviewed with staff.

School Facility Conditions - General Information 
The District takes great efforts to ensure that all schools are clean, safe, and functional within the available resources. The District has established cleaning standards for all school facilities and standards for assigning and inspecting custodial work. A summary of these standards is available through the site administrator. Food service and restroom facilities are given highest priority on a daily basis to ensure the health and safety of students and staff. Other cleaning functions may be scheduled on less than a daily frequency due to the limitation of available custodial resources.

School Facility Conditions - Results of Inspection and Evaluation 
Data reported are the determination of good repair based on the most recent Safe School Inspection. The assessment areas listed as “No” for being in good repair have been determined to have deficiencies as described in the Department of Education “Interim Evaluation Instrument”. Deficiency details can be found at www.lausd-oehs.org under “School Inspection Results”. 
Staff 
Figure 23: Staff Members (Data from Ed-Data)
	Year
	Certificated
	Classified*

	2004 – 05
	201
	112

	2005 – 06
	226
	109

	2006 – 07
	216
	112

	2007 – 08
	223
	120

	2008 – 09 
	208
	150

	2009 – 10
	195
	141


*Total numbers are full/part time combined.
Figure 24: Teachers’ Credential Status and Years in Teaching (Data from DataQuest)
	 
	2004 – 05 
	2005 – 06 
	2006 – 07  
	2007 – 08
	2008 – 09
	2009 – 10

	Total Teachers
	178
	197
	181
	188
	161
	157

	Fully Credentialed
	146
	173
	164
	161
	156
	157

	University Intern
	28
	11
	21
	7
	9
	0

	District Intern
	7
	5
	8
	7
	0
	0

	Pre-Intern
	4
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Average Years Teaching
	9.9
	9.3
	9.2
	9.6
	10.0
	11.9

	Average Years in District
	9.4
	8.7
	8.9
	9.3
	9.8
	11.5


2009 – 2010 Staff  


Ethnicity of Teachers:




Hispanic:   45




American Indian/Alaska Native:   1




Asian:   7




Pacific Islander:   2




Filipino:   3




African American:   8




White:   91



Education Level of Teachers




Doctorate:   2




Master’s Degree +30:   48




Master’s Degree:   7




Bachelor’s Degree +30:   79




Bachelor’s Degree:   21
Experience of Teachers

Average Years of Service:   11.9

Average Years in District:   11.5

1st Year Staff:   2

2nd Year Staff:   5



Classified Staff:




Full time Paraprofessionals:   33




Part time Paraprofessionals:
59




Full time Office/Clerical Staff:   19




Other:   30

Staff Development
During the last 5 years the major focus of school-wide staff development at Polytechnic was training teachers to use five different instructional strategies:  Anticipatory Activities, Vocabulary Development, Reciprocal Teaching, Cornell Notes, and Thinking Maps. 3x3 Observations are conducted to monitor the usage of these and other strategies that are discussed in professional development.  In a 3x3 Observation, a teacher is observed by another teacher 3 times in one period (during the beginning, middle, and end) for 3 minutes each.  The data is then compiled and the results are discussed in department meetings.  The emphasis in department meetings over the last three years has also included formative and summative assessments, and sharing of best practices.  In addition, Poly staff is continuing to work with standards-based instruction using Carl Zon’s Components Rubric, our use of time in a 4x4 block schedule, and deepening our implementation of the Institute for Learning (IFL) clear expectations, accountable talk and academic rigor principles of learning.  Since 2006 – 2007, the staff has also been trained to focus on evaluating and interpreting student work.

Professional development has been focused on increasing student achievement.  Poly has collaborated with outside experts to plan professional development to ensure coherence between the professional development and our academic program components.  They are:

· Talent Development High School – Johns Hopkins University

· Diane Siri – CAPP Facilitator 
Staff development activities support teachers of students with disabilities in the general education classroom with the general education curriculum. Activities that integrate instructional strategies and adaptations to the curriculum to address diverse learner needs are included in all professional development. Lead teachers include strategies in their training that support students with disabilities to learn core curriculum in the least restrictive environment.


All staff is encouraged to attend conferences related to their field of expertise or program affiliation, when appropriate.  Categorical monies and other grant monies are set aside to pay for these conferences.  Money is also set aside to allow groups of our staff to work on curriculum when necessary or to meet to discuss student needs based upon findings from pertinent data.

All staff is invited to be a part of the Instructional Cabinet.  This cabinet receives on-going staff development in curriculum, instruction, and assessment.  They also receive leadership training to help facilitate their work with their peers.  The Instructional Cabinet was trained by outside curriculum consultants and by the administrators to lead professional development on an on-going basis.  Our capacity to have meaningful staff developments led by our own teachers has grown significantly over the past 6 years.  Due to their curriculum and pedagogy expertise, our teachers now serve as “trainer of trainers” for other high schools in the district.

All site-based administrators are provided monthly training by the local district that is focused on literacy, mathematics, and written language. Training is designed to prepare administrators to build “nested” learning communities within schools with comprehensive professional development for teachers.
Additionally, the LAUSD Administrative Academy provides professional development to all entry-level administrators and all first-year principals to extend their knowledge and skills as defined in the California Professional Standards for Educational Leaders and to build a strong knowledge base focused on the core program and management skills.

New Teacher Professional Development

Beginning and new teachers who are earning their credentials while teaching are provided opportunities for professional development through the District’s Alternative Certification and Teacher Support (ACTS) programs.

New teachers with alternative certification, such as District Interns, complete a 240-hour pre-service orientation that provides an introduction to classroom organization, management, techniques and strategies.  They are provided opportunities to observe experienced teachers in the classroom; learn to develop instructional plans; teach a series of lessons under close supervision; and, learn about District instructional priorities and resources. The District Interns then enroll in a three-year Preparation and Beginning Teacher Support and Assessment Induction Program (BTSA) that provides assistance, guidance and support as they complete the professional development requirements necessary to earn California Professional Clear teaching credentials. 

New and beginning teachers who are enrolled in university credentialing programs complete a 120-hour pre-service professional development program that emphasizes classroom organization, management and District priorities prior to assuming classroom duties.

The Peer Assistance and Review program provides professional development and support to identified veteran teachers when needed.

Figure 25: Professional Development Schedule

John H. Francis Polytechnic High School 

Monthly Calendar of Shortened Days and Professional Development

2010-2011 (175 Instructional Days) 

August
	2


	3
	4
	5
	6

Furlough Day

	9

1st Day of School
	10

Department PD Day
	11
	12
	13

	16
	17

SLC PD Day
	18
	19
	20

	23
	24

Department PD Day
	25
	26
	27

	30
	31


	
	
	


September

	
	
	1


	2

No School Furlough Day
	3

Holiday – Admission Day

	6

Holiday – Labor Day
	7

No School - Unassigned
	8

No School Furlough Day
	9

No School – Unassigned
	10

No School Furlough Day

	13
	14


	15
	16
Parent Conference
	17
Shortened Day

	20
	21

SLC District PD Day
	22
	23
	24

	27
	28

Dept. District PD Day
	29
	30
	


October

	
	
	
	
	1



	4
	5
	6


	7
	8

	11
	12

SLC District PD Day
	13
Shortened Day

Last Day of Quarter 1
	14
1st Day of Quarter 2
	15

	18
	19
	20


	21
	22

	25
	26
Dept. District PD Day
	27


	28
	29


November
	1
	2
SLC PD Day
	3
	4
	5

	8
	9
Parent Conference
	10
Shortened Day
	11
Holiday – Veterans Day
	12

	15
	16
Dept. District PD Day
	17
	18
	19

	22
No School - Unassigned
	23
No School - Unassigned
	24
No School - Unassigned
	25
Holiday - Thanksgiving
	26
Holiday - Thanksgiving

	29
	30
SLC District PD Day
	
	
	


December
	
	
	1


	2
	3

	6
	7
Dept. District PD Day
	8
	9
	10

	13
	14
Whole Group

District PD Day
	15
	16
	17
Shortened Day
Last Day of Quarter 2

	20
Holiday – Winter Break
	21
Holiday – Winter Break
	22
Holiday – Winter Break
	23
Holiday – Winter Break
	24
Holiday – Winter Break

	27
Holiday – Winter Break
	28
Holiday – Winter Break
	29
Holiday – Winter Break
	30
Holiday – Winter Break
	31
Holiday – Winter Break


Quarter 1





Quarter 2

6 PD Days (dismissal at: 1:29pm)



6 PD Days (dismissal at: 1:29pm)
41 Instructional Days (dismissal at: 3:01)


41 Instructional Days (dismissal at: 3:01)
Parent Conference on 18th Instructional Day


Parent Conference on 20th Instructional Day
2 Shortened Days (dismissal at 1:53pm)


2 Shortened Days (dismissal at 1:53pm)

John H. Francis Polytechnic High School

Monthly Calendar of Shortened Days and Professional Development 2010-2011

Winter Intersession 1/4/10 - 2/1/11
February
	
	1

	2
	3
	4

	7
1st Day of Quarter 3
	8
SLC District PD Day (make up)
	9
	10
	11

	14
	15
Department PD Day
	16
	17
	18

	21
Holiday – Presidents Day
	22

	23
	24
	25

	28
	
	
	
	


March
	
	1
Department PD Day
	2
	3
	4

	7
	8
SLC District PD Day (CAHSEE)
	9
(CAHSEE)
	10
Parent Conference
	11
Shortened Day

	14
	15
Dept. District PD Day
	16
	17
	18

	21
	22

	23
	24
	25

	28
	29
SLC District PD Day
	30
	31
	


April
	
	
	
	
	1
No School - Cesar Chavez

	4
	5
	6
	7
	8


	11
	12
Department District PD Day
	13
	14
	15
Shortened Day

Last Day Quarter 3 

	18
Holiday – Spring Break
	19
Holiday – Spring Break
	20
Holiday – Spring Break
	21
Holiday – Spring Break
	22
Holiday – Spring Break

	25
1st Day Quarter 4
	26
SLC District PD Day
	27
	28
	29


May
	2
	3
SLC PD Day
	4
	5
	6

	9
	10
Department PD Day
	11
	12
	13

	16
CST
	17
CST
	18
CST
	19
CST
	20


	23

	24
SLC PD Day (CST)
	25
	26
Parent Conference
	27
Shortened Day

	30
Holiday-Memorial Day
	31
Department PD Day
	
	
	


June
	
	
	1

	2
	3

	6
	7
SLC PD Day
	8
	9
	10

	13
	14
Whole Group PD Day
	15
	16
	17

	20
	21

	22
	23
	24

	27
Shortened Day

Last Day Quarter 4 
	28
Furlough Day
	29
Furlough Day
	30
Furlough Day
	


Quarter 3





Quarter 4
7 PD Days (dismissal at: 1:29pm)



7 PD Days (dismissal at: 1:29pm)
48 Instructional Days (dismissal at: 3:01)


45 Instructional Days (dismissal at: 3:01)
Parent Conference on 23th Instructional Day


Parent Conference on 19th Instructional Day
2 Shortened Days (dismissal at 1:53pm)


2 Shortened Days (dismissal at 1:53pm)
Student Participation in Extra-curricular Activities

Figure 26:  Clubs and Organizations

	Art Club
	Band
	Amnesty International 

	Asian Club
	Cheerleaders
	Baseball Club

	Black Student Association/ Young Black Scholars
	National Honor Society 
	California Scholarship Federation

	Drama Club
	Latinos Unidos 
	Yearbook

	French Club
	Interact Club
	History Club

	Gay/Straight Alliance 
	Chess Club
	Animal Lovers

	Journalism
	Teen Task Force
	MEChA

	Teens for Christ
	Poetry Club 
	Project 10

	Leadership
	Debate Club
	Math Club


Figure 27:  Activities

	Pep Rallies
	Homeless Program
	Academic Decathlon

	Homecoming Activities
	Clean Campus Campaign
	Athletics Teams

	DJ’s on the Polygon
	Dances
	Football

	College-Career Orientations
	Fashion Shows
	Basketball

	Spirit Week
	Multicultural Fair
	Volleyball

	Drama Festivals
	Grad Night
	Baseball

	Senior Picnic
	Music Programs
	Softball

	Holiday Canned Food Drive
	Senior Prom
	Track

	Holiday Toy Drive
	Fund Raising
	Soccer

	Red Cross Blood Drive
	Talent Shows
	Cross Country 

	Senior Breakfast
	Tennis
	


School Financial Support

Poly High School has obtained many grants to support our programs, including the following:
· KYDS 21st Century Grant (federal) – used for intervention programs

· CA State School Facilities Renovation Grants (QZAB) – used to physically set up small learning communities 

· SSP (School Specialized Program) Grant (state) – used to fund the SPORT small learning community

· 2 federal Small Learning Community Grants 

· 30% + of the Title I, Bilingual, and Grant budgets are set aside for professional development based on students needs as determined by data. 

· CAPP (California Academic Partnership Program) Grant—provides money to strengthen and provide funding for school leadership for the Instructional Cabinet; provides money to visit the 10 other California high schools in the grant program

· ELG – English Literacy Grant – Objective is to develop curriculum at the 11th and 12th grade level in ELA to support improved college readiness rates, get all teachers to deeply understand skills and how to aligned units to ERWC and create curriculum to support college readiness 

STUDENT PERFORMANCE DATA

The stakeholders of Polytechnic High School are excited about the recent academic improvements and remain motivated to strive for continued progress in the areas that we still need to improve.  In the last several years, Poly has implemented many different programs to help increase student achievement.  The reforms that may have lead to increased student achievement are as follows: CAHSEE Test Prep classes; Talent Development High School curriculum to help prepare students; Twilight school which serves ninth graders in danger of repeating the ninth grade; After School Activities Partnership (ASAP) which serves 10th through 12th grade students that are behind on credits; and the 4x4 Block Schedule which allows students to take sixteen classes per year and to take intervention classes.  Polytechnic has also divided into Small Learning Communities (SLCs) to help give students more individualized attention.  In preparation of exiting a multi-track calendar, stakeholders collaborated in the development of a Balanced Traditional Calendar.  One of the main goals in the creation of this calendar was to retain the two intersession and intervention opportunities for students.  The Data Team that includes administrators, coordinators, and department chairs continues to analyze data and look for other researched based programs to implement.  The Data Team continues to evaluate the large number of programs that are offered at Polytechnic High School to help sustain and improve effective programs.  

  The Data Team and Instructional Cabinet have become important leading forces in the implementation and monitoring of programs.  By analyzing data and implementing staff led professional development based on the data and research, these two groups find areas that need improvement, such as the need for CAHSEE test prep and TAM classes.  They do not stop with the implementation, but continue to look at the data to ensure that the program is successful.  They try to analyze which parts of the program are working and which parts need improvement.  Poly does not jump onto the band wagon of any new program, but spends time investigating how it would help students master the academic standards and learn the ESLRs using research based strategies.  
 We feel like we have hit a plateau in terms of the gains we will see from effective use of summative data.  Our Data Team is now in its 7th year of operation.  We have institutionalized the use of summative data to inform program evaluation and implementation.  Since the last WASC visit, Poly teachers have been creating their own formative assessment to inform instruction and ensure that students are learning the content standards.  The use of formative data is leading to greater teacher and student ownership in the achievement.  Further analysis of student work using such protocols as the Atlas protocols need to be continued.  Additionally, the Carl Zon rubrics for standards based education can serve as a tool to help measure ownership of student work.  We are committed to providing teachers with more usable data to inform daily instruction and to better support proficiency of the academic standards and ESLRs.  

Academic Performance Index (API)

The Academic Performance Index (API) is a score on a scale of 200 to 1000 that annually measures the academic performance and progress of individual schools in California. On an interim basis, the state has set 800 as the API score that schools should strive to meet.

Growth Targets: The annual growth target for a school is 5 percent of the distance between its base API and 800. The growth target for a school at or above 800 is to remain at or above 800. Actual growth is the number of API points a school gained between its base and growth years. 

Subgroups’ API's and Targets: In addition to a schoolwide API, schools also receive API scores for each numerically significant subgroup in the school (e.g., racial/ethnic subgroups, Students with Disabilities subgroup, English Learners subgroup, and socio-economically disadvantaged students). Growth targets, equal to 80 percent of the school's target, are also set for each of the subgroups. Each subgroup must meet its target for the school to be eligible for awards.

Statewide Rank: Schools receiving an API Base score are ranked in ten categories of equal size (deciles) from 1 (lowest) to 10 (highest), according to type of school (elementary, middle, or high school).

Similar Schools Rank: Schools also receive a ranking that compares them to 100 other schools with similar demographic characteristics. Each set of 100 schools is ranked by API scores from 1 (lowest) to 10 (highest) to indicate how well the school performed compared to schools most like it.

API criteria are subject to change as new legislation is enacted into law. Detailed information about API and the Public Schools Accountability Act (PSAA) can be found at the CDE Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ap/ or by speaking with the school principal.
          Figure 28:   




 
   Figure 29:

[image: image81.wmf]37

63

46

54

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

Precent

10th Grade

12th Grade

Agree

Disagree

[image: image82.wmf]0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

#Enrolled

2004 -

2005

2005 -

2006

2006 -

2007

2007 -

2008

2008 -

2009

2009 -

2010

Year

AP Test

Enrolled

Tested

Passed

        API Growth


      API Scores compared to LAUSD and California 
Figure 30:  API Schoolwide (Data from DataQuest)
	API Base Data
	API Growth

	
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007
	2008
	2009
	
	
	From 2004 to 2005
	From 2005 to 2006
	From 2006 to 2007
	From 2007 to 2008
	From 2008 to 2009
	From 2009 to 2010

	API Base Score
	574
	599
	602
	608
	635
	651

	
	API Growth Score
	599
	602

After recalculation
	608
	635
	649
	693

	Growth Target
	11
	10
	10
	10
	8
	7
	
	Actual Growth
	25
	3

After recalculation
	6
	27
	14
	42

	Statewide Rank
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Similar Schools Rank
	3
	8
	7
	8
	8
	9
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Figure 31:  API  Growth Subgroups (Data from DataQuest)
	
	2004 – 05
	2005 – 06
	2006 – 07
	2007 – 08
	2008 - 09
	2009 – 10

	Hispanic/Latino
	590
	596
	602
	628
	643
	689

	Socio-economically Disadvantaged
	596
	599
	608
	634
	654
	698

	Students with Disabilities
	-
	395
	423
	416
	454
	506

	English Learners
	-
	567
	565
	582
	577
	627

	White
	652
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Filipinos
	696
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-




Note: - means that the subgroup was not significant for that school year 

Figure 32: API Growth Report, Subgroups 2009-2010 (Data from DataQuest)
	Subgroups  
	Number of Students
	 Subgroup API   
	Met Subgroup Growth Target

	
	
	2010 Growth 
	2009 Base 
	2009-10 Growth Target 
	2009-10 Growth 
	

	Hispanic/Latino 
	1870
	689
	645
	8
	44
	Yes

	Socio-economically Disadvantaged 
	1828
	698
	657
	7
	41
	Yes

	English Learners 
	1260
	627
	579
	11
	48
	Yes

	Students with Disabilities 
	209
	506
	468
	17
	38
	Yes


	Critical Findings:

· API scores at Polytechnic High School have increased every year since 1999 – 2000 for a total of 205 points.

· Last year Poly’s API increased by 42 points.

· Poly’s API score is below the API score for Los Angeles Unified School District by 16 points and California by 36 points.

· Missed meeting API in 2006-2007 by four points, although the API was made the previous and following years.  

· In 2009 – 2010 all subgroups exceeded their growth target. Hispanic/Latino increased 36 points above target, Socio-economically disadvantaged increased 34 points above target, English Learners increased 37 points above target, and Students with Disabilities increased 21 points above target. 


California Alternative Performance Assessment (CAPA)


CAPA is an alternative test for cognitively disabled students who are not on the standards-based curriculum.  CAPA is an individualized test to ascertain the strengths and weaknesses of that particular student.  This test is given in place of the CAHSEE and the CST. 

Figure 33: CAPA Results 2009-2010 (Data from DataQuest)
	
	ELA
	Math

	Students Tested
	13
	13

	Mean Scale Score
	51.5
	41.7

	% At or Above Proficient 
	92%
	100%


California Standards Test (CST)

The California Standards Test (CST) shows how well students are doing in relation to the state content standards.  Student scores are reported as performance levels.  The five performance levels are Advanced (exceeds state standards), Proficient (meets state standards), Basic (approaching state standards), Below Basic (below state standards), and Far Below Basic (well below state standards).  Students scoring at the Proficient or Advanced level demonstrate mastery of state standards in that content area.  Students with significant cognitive disabilities who are unable to take the CST are tested using the California Alternate Performance Assessment (CAPA).

Focus Sub-groups 2009 – 2010 

· Hispanic/Latino

· Socio-economically Disadvantaged

· English Learners

· Students With Disabilities

Focus areas:

· English

· Mathematics
Figure 34: Overall ELA Proficiency Level Comparisons (Data from DSS)
	
	Far Below Basic
	Below Basic
	Basic
	Proficient
	Advanced

	2004 – 2005
	22.4%
	27.2%
	31.4%
	14.9%
	4.1%

	2005 – 2006
	27.3%
	24.5%
	27.9%
	14.8%
	5.5%

	2006 – 2007
	21.4%
	25.3%
	29.7%
	17.0%
	6.6%

	2007 – 2008
	19.1%
	23.5%
	28.9%
	21.1%
	7.5%

	2008 – 2009
	18.6%
	22.0%
	29.1%
	22.3%
	8.0%

	2009 – 2010
	16%
	16.7%
	30.8%
	24.4%
	12.1%
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Figure 35: Overall Mathematics Proficiency Level Comparisons (Data from DSS)
	
	Far Below Basic
	Below Basic
	Basic
	Proficient
	Advanced

	2004 – 2005
	30.9%
	48.7%
	16.4%
	3.6%
	0.3%

	2005 – 2006
	32.7%
	45.3%
	15.2%
	5.7%
	1.1%

	2006 – 2007
	29.4%
	42.4%
	17.7%
	9.2%
	1.2%

	2007 – 2008
	25.8%
	41.9%
	20.5%
	10.3%
	1.5%

	2008 – 2009
	25.9%
	43.1%
	19.4%
	9.6%
	2.0%

	2009 – 2010
	21.6%
	36.8%
	22.6%
	14.2%
	4.8%
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Figure 36:  Overall Science Proficiency Level Comparisons (Data from DSS)
	
	Far Below Basic
	Below Basic
	Basic
	Proficient
	Advanced

	2004 – 2005
	19.3%
	35.7%
	39.0%
	5.3%
	0.7%

	2005 – 2006
	21.5%
	33.7%
	34.5%
	7.6%
	2.8%

	2006 – 2007
	24.1%
	27.6%
	37.2%
	7.8%
	3.3%

	2007 – 2008
	24.9%
	23.3%
	34.4%
	11.9%
	5.4%

	2008 – 2009
	22.6%
	22.0%
	36.4%
	12.7%
	6.3%

	2009 – 2010 
	19.8%
	20.5%
	37.4%
	13.2%
	9.1%
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Figure 37:  Overall Social Science Proficiency Level Comparisons (Data from DSS)
	
	Far Below Basic
	Below Basic
	Basic
	Proficient
	Advanced

	2004 – 2005
	30.6%
	22.3%
	32.7%
	11.5%
	2.9%

	2005 – 2006
	35.9%
	21.8%
	27.2%
	11.1%
	4.1%

	2006 – 2007
	36.6%
	27.6%
	22.4%
	9.9%
	3.5%

	2007 – 2008
	35.2%
	23.4%
	24.8%
	12.0%
	4.6%

	2008 – 2009
	34.7%
	18.0%
	25.5%
	15.2%
	6.6%

	2009 – 2010 
	23.9%
	14.8%
	29.1%
	24.0%
	8.2%
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	Critical Findings:

· In the past six years, there have been large gains in the number of students scoring Proficient or Advanced on the CST.  Polytechnic has increased 17.5% in ELA, 15.1% in math, 16.3% in science, and 17.8% in history.


Figure 38:  Cohort Data for ELA (Data from DSS)
	ELA
	Cohort 1 – Class of 2009
	
	Cohort 2 – Class of 2010

	
	9th Grade (2006)
	10th Grade (2007)
	11th Grade (2008)
	
	9th Grade (2007)
	10th Grade (2008)
	11th Grade (2009)

	% Advanced
	6.1%
	5.6%
	4.2%
	
	8.5%
	9.0%
	6.5%

	% Proficient
	15.3%
	14.5%
	16.3%
	
	22.1%
	20.7%
	17.0%

	% Basic
	28.7%
	33.0%
	28.0%
	
	30.1%
	28.7%
	27.1%

	% Below Basic
	25.8%
	26.3%
	24.9%
	
	25.9%
	24.0%
	24.9%

	% Far Below Basic
	24.1%
	20.7%
	26.7%
	
	13.3%
	17.5%
	24.5%


	ELA
	Cohort 3 – Class of 2011

	
	9th Grade 

 (2008)
	10th Grade

(2009)
	11th Grade

(2010)

	% Advanced
	9.0%
	9.4%
	11.7%

	% Proficient
	25.0%
	27.7%
	23.2%

	% Basic
	29.7%
	32.0%
	25.8%

	% Below Basic
	22.0%
	15.1%
	18.7%

	% Far Below Basic
	14.2%
	15.9%
	20.6%


Figure 39:  Cohort Data for Mathematics (Data from DSS)
	Math
	Cohort 1 – Class of 2009
	
	Cohort 2 – Class of 2010

	
	9th Grade 

(2006)
	10th Grade

 (2007)
	11th Grade

 (2008)
	
	9th Grade 

 (2007)
	10th Grade

(2008)
	11th Grade

 (2009)

	% Advanced
	2.1%
	0.1%
	0.9%
	
	2.3%
	0.6%
	0.7%

	% Proficient
	10.0%
	5.0%
	4.3%
	
	17.2%
	6.6%
	3.8%

	% Basic
	20.0%
	17.2%
	11.1%
	
	23.4%
	23.3%
	11.0%

	% Below Basic
	44.2%
	53.1%
	39.2%
	
	37.5%
	51.0%
	46.6%

	% Far Below Basic
	23.6%
	24.6%
	44.5%
	
	19.7%
	18.6%
	37.9%


	Math
	Cohort 3 – Class of 2011

	
	9th Grade 

(2008)
	10th Grade

 (2009)
	11th Grade

 (2010)

	% Advanced
	2.6%
	0.5%
	2.5%

	% Proficient
	16.5%
	5.5%
	10.4%

	% Basic
	24.8%
	21.5%
	17.2%

	% Below Basic
	38.1%
	51.1%
	34.5%

	% Far Below Basic
	18.0%
	21.4%
	35.5%


Figure 40: ELA CST Results (Data from DSS)
	EXAM
	YR
	# Students Counted
	% Adv
	% Pro
	% Basic
	% Below Basic
	% Far Below Basic
	% Meeting Standards

	ELA (GR 9)
	2004-05
	1,667
	6%
	15%
	28%
	28%
	23%
	21%

	
	2005-06
	1,411
	6%
	15%
	29%
	26%
	24%
	21%

	
	2006-07
	1,053
	9%
	22%
	30%
	26%
	13%
	31%

	
	2007-08
	1174
	9.0%
	25.0%
	29.7%
	22.0%
	14.2%
	34%

	
	2008-09
	1294
	8.0%
	22.4%
	28.8%
	24.3%
	16.5%
	30.4%

	
	2009-10
	761
	10.4%
	28.5%
	31.1%
	14.7%
	15.2%
	38.9%

	ELA (GR 10)
	2004-05
	918
	3%
	14%
	36%
	27%
	20%
	17%

	
	2005-06
	1,055
	6%
	14%
	28%
	23%
	30%
	20%

	
	2006-07
	1,001
	6%
	15%
	33%
	26%
	21%
	21%

	
	2007-08
	815
	9.0%
	20.7%
	28.7%
	24.0%
	17.5%
	29.7%

	
	2008-09
	776
	9.4%
	27.7%
	32.0%
	15.1%
	15.9%
	37.1%

	
	2009-10
	657
	14.3%
	20.9%
	35.8%
	16.9%
	12.2%
	35.2%

	ELA (GR 11)
	2004-05
	776
	2%
	15%
	32%
	25%
	25%
	17%

	
	2005-06
	803
	5%
	14%
	27%
	25%
	29%
	19%

	
	2006-07
	924
	6%
	14%
	26%
	23%
	32%
	20%

	
	2007-08
	923
	4.2%
	16.3%
	28.0%
	24.9%
	26.7%
	20.5%

	
	2008-09
	846
	6.5%
	17.0%
	27.1%
	24.9%
	24.5%
	23.5%

	
	2009-10
	688
	11.8%
	23.3%
	25.7%
	18.8%
	20.5%
	35.1%


	Critical Findings:

· The percent of students meeting the ELA standards has increased overall during the last six years in all grade levels.  The 9th grade has increased from 21% to 38.9%, 10th grade has increased from 17% to 35.2%, and 11th grade has increased form 17% to 35.2%.

· The Freshman Center is enrolling all 9th grade students in at least four quarters of English which results in 50% more instruction time over a school year compared to a traditional two semester schedule.

· The 10th Grade Center is identifying struggling students and enrolling them in four quarters of English, all other 10th Grade students are enrolled in only two quarters on English in either the fall or spring.

· 11th Grade students are receiving only two quarters of English in either the fall or spring.


Figure 41: Mathematics CST Results (Data from DSS)
	EXAM
	YR
	# Students Counted
	% Adv
	% Pro
	% Basic
	% Below Basic
	% Far Below Basic
	% Meeting Standards

	ALGEBRA I
	2004-05
	1,563
	0%
	4%
	18%
	51%
	28%
	4%

	
	2005-06
	1,634
	1%
	7%
	18%
	47%
	27%
	8%

	
	2006-07
	1,347
	1%
	10%
	21%
	45%
	23%
	11%

	
	2007-08
	1196
	1.2%
	10.2%
	21.7%
	46.7%
	20.2%
	11.4%

	
	2008-09
	1167
	1.4%
	9.3%
	21.0%
	42.3%
	26.0%
	10.7%

	
	2009-10
	724
	2.3%
	14.0%
	23.3%
	40.2%
	20.2%
	16.3%

	GEOMETRY
	2004-05
	1,089
	0%
	3%
	13%
	50%
	34%
	3%

	
	2005-06
	835
	2%
	5%
	8%
	46%
	39%
	7%

	
	2006-07
	764
	1%
	8%
	13%
	47%
	30%
	9%

	
	2007-08
	878
	1.9%
	10.4%
	19.8%
	41.9%
	26.0%
	12.3%

	
	2008-09
	809
	3.5%
	10.3%
	14.8%
	45.1%
	26.3%
	13.8%

	
	2009-10
	524
	5.9%
	11.3%
	17.7%
	39.9%
	25.2%
	17.2%

	ALGEBRA II
	2004-05
	291
	1%
	4%
	16%
	40%
	40%
	5%

	
	2005-06
	452
	0%
	2%
	15%
	36%
	48%
	2%

	
	2006-07
	413
	1%
	7%
	14%
	27%
	52%
	8%

	
	2007-08
	437
	0.5%
	5.7%
	15.3%
	34.3%
	44.2%
	6.2%

	
	2008-09
	471
	0.2%
	3.2%
	16.6%
	47.8%
	32.3%
	3.4%

	
	2009-10
	329
	7.0%
	13.1%
	22.8%
	28.3%
	28.9%
	20.1%

	HS SUMMATIVE
	2004-05
	143
	3%
	13%
	26%
	50%
	8%
	16%

	
	2005-06
	144
	2%
	14%
	26%
	49%
	10%
	16%

	
	2006-07
	126
	6%
	11%
	25%
	42%
	17%
	17%

	
	2007-08
	128
	6.3%
	28.1%
	33.6%
	25.0%
	7.0%
	34.4%

	
	2008-09
	156
	4.5%
	26.9%
	41.0%
	26.3%
	1.3%
	31.4%

	
	2009-10
	227
	7.0%
	23.3%
	31.3%
	31.3%
	7.0%
	30.3%


	Critical Findings:

· The percent of students meeting the Math standards has increased overall during the last six years in each math level.  Algebra 1 has increased from 4% to 16.3%. Geometry has increased from 3% to 17.2%. Algebra II has increased from 5% to 20.1%. High School Summative has increased from 16% to 30.3%
· The math sequencing in the Freshman Center and 10th Grade Center consists of preloading each course with an 8 week readiness class, and having the students enrolled in four quarters of math.  The readiness class utilizes curriculum from the John Hopkins Talent Development program.


Figure 42: Science CST Results (Data from DSS)
	EXAM
	YR
	# Students Counted
	% Adv
	% Pro
	% Basic
	% Below Basic
	% Far Below Basic
	% Meeting Standards

	LIFE SCIENCE


	2004-05
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	2005-06
	1,040
	5%
	11%
	29%
	32%
	23%
	16%

	
	2006-07
	968
	6%
	9%
	29%
	28%
	27%
	15%

	
	2007-08
	806
	8.9%
	14.0%
	29.2%
	25.2%
	22.7%
	22.9%

	
	2008-09
	769
	12.9%
	17.8%
	30.0%
	19.1%
	20.2%
	30.7%

	
	2009-10
	610
	16.1%
	18.0%
	35.1%
	13.8%
	17.0%
	34.1%

	BIOLOGY
	2004-05
	1,131
	1%
	8%
	45%
	30%
	16%
	9%

	
	2005-06
	1,064
	4%
	9%
	33%
	33%
	21%
	13%

	
	2006-07
	907
	4%
	8%
	36%
	30%
	21%
	12%

	
	2007-08
	918
	6.5%
	19.8%
	32.7%
	18.6%
	22.3%
	26.3%

	
	2008-09
	971
	5.8%
	12.9%
	37.7%
	19.6%
	24.1%
	18.7%

	
	2009-10
	718
	11.0%
	11.7%
	37.3%
	20.8%
	19.2%
	22.7%

	CHEMISTRY
	2004-05
	621
	1%
	3%
	26%
	42%
	28%
	4%

	
	2005-06
	336
	1%
	5%
	36%
	34%
	24%
	6%

	
	2006-07
	441
	3%
	6%
	43%
	27%
	21%
	9%

	
	2007-08
	409
	8.3%
	5.6%
	35.2%
	25.2%
	25.7%
	13.9%

	
	2008-09
	473
	5.5%
	14.0%
	38.5%
	22.4%
	19.7%
	19.5%

	
	2009-10
	350
	7.4%
	13.7%
	39.7%
	21.4%
	17.7%
	21.1%

	EARTH SCIENCE


	2004-05
	83
	1%
	12%
	52%
	21%
	15%
	13%

	
	2005-06
	462
	2%
	7%
	41%
	30%
	21%
	9%

	
	2006-07
	337
	0%
	7%
	36%
	24%
	33%
	8%

	
	2007-08
	349
	1.1%
	9.2%
	42.4%
	20.9%
	26.4%
	10.3%

	
	2008-09
	273
	0.4%
	9.2%
	43.2%
	21.6%
	25.6%
	9.6%

	
	2009-10
	191
	1.6%
	10.5%
	30.4%
	28.8%
	28.8%
	12.1%

	PHYSICS
	2004-05
	21
	10%
	14%
	43%
	19%
	14%
	24%

	
	2005-06
	14
	0%
	21%
	57%
	0%
	21%
	21%

	
	2006-07
	74
	0%
	11%
	68%
	14%
	8%
	11%

	
	2007-08
	114
	4.4%
	18.4%
	58.8%
	14.0%
	4.4%
	22.8%

	
	2008-09
	99
	15.2%
	31.3%
	44.4%
	9.1%
	0.0%
	46.5%

	
	2009-10
	96
	13.5%
	35.4%
	42.7%
	6.3%
	2.1%
	48.9%

	INT SCIENCE 1
	2004-05
	999
	0%
	3%
	40%
	40%
	17%
	3%

	
	2005-06
	913
	0%
	3%
	39%
	39%
	20%
	3%

	
	2006-07
	629
	0%
	7%
	44%
	27%
	23%
	7%

	
	2007-08
	625
	0.0%
	2.2%
	34.6%
	29.6%
	33.6%
	2.2%

	
	2008-09
	537
	0.0%
	2.4%
	36.9%
	32.8%
	27.9%
	2.4%

	
	2009-10
	428
	0.0%
	5.1%
	42.3%
	27.6%
	25.0%
	5.1%


	Critical Findings:

· The percent of students meeting the Science standards has increased overall during the last six years in all science tests except Earth Science which decreased from 13% to 12.1%.  Life Science increased from 16% to 34.1%. Biology increased from 9% to 22.7%.  Chemistry increased from4% to 21.1%.  Physics increased from 24% to 48.9%.  Intercoordinated Science showed to smallest increased from 3% to 5.1%.  
· The Life Science CST is mandated for all 10th grade students as part of NCLB. 

· Most students who take physics do so in the 12th grade.  However in 2006-2007, the Magnet school offered Physics to ¾ of the 9th grade magnet students.  9th grade magnet students demonstrated that they are capable of taking Physics at this early stage as 79% of the 9th grade students who took the exam scored at the Basic level or above.  All of the other 9th grade students (regular school and other magnet school) that year took Integrated Science 1 where 51% scored at the Basic level or above. Since then all magnet 9th grade students have been enrolled in physics.
· In 2010 – 2011, Poly changed the order in which students will take their science courses. In the 9th grade students will take biology instead of intercoordinated science, and 10th graders will take physiology. 


Figure 43: Social Science CST Results (Data from DSS)
	EXAM
	YR
	# Students Counted
	% Adv
	% Pro
	% Basic
	% Below Basic
	% Far Below Basic
	% Meeting Standards

	WORLD HISTORY
	2004-05
	919
	4%
	11%
	32%
	20%
	34%
	15%

	
	2005-06
	1,049
	5%
	12%
	25%
	18%
	40%
	17%

	
	2006-07
	1,156
	3%
	7%
	22%
	25%
	44%
	10%

	
	2007-08
	835
	3.8%
	10.7%
	25.1%
	20.1%
	40.2%
	14.5%

	
	2008-09
	804
	4.6%
	12.1%
	26.2%
	20.0%
	37.1%
	16.7%

	
	2009-10
	620
	8.1%
	19.8%
	32.4%
	13.7%
	26.0%
	27.9%

	US HISTORY
	2004-05
	773
	2%
	12%
	34%
	25%
	27%
	14%

	
	2005-06
	790
	3%
	10%
	30%
	26%
	30%
	13%

	
	2006-07
	897
	5%
	14%
	23%
	31%
	28%
	19%

	
	2007-08
	924
	5.3%
	13.2%
	24.5%
	26.3%
	30.7%
	18.5%

	
	2008-09
	794
	8.7%
	18.4%
	24.8%
	15.9%
	32.2%
	27.1%

	
	2009-10
	634
	8.4%
	28.1%
	25.9%
	15.8%
	21.9%
	36.5%


	Critical Findings and Notes:

· The percent of students meeting the Social Science standards has increased overall during the last six years in all grade levels. World History increased from 15% to 27.9%.  US History increased from 14% to 36.5%.

· 44% of the students scored Far Below Basic in World History in 2006-2007.
· In previous years, World History was only given to 10th graders, but in 2006-2007 it was given to anyone enrolled in the subject. 


Figure 44: CST 2009-2010 – Subgroups (Data from DSS)
	EXAM
	Subgroup
	# Students Counted
	% Adv 
	% Pro 
	% Basic
	% Below Basic
	% Far Below Basic
	%t Meeting Standards

	ELA
	Hispanic
	1902
	11.3%
	24.6%
	30.7%
	17.1%
	16.4%
	35.9%

	
	Socio-economically Disadvantaged
	1783
	12.8%
	25.0%
	30.7%
	15.9%
	15.5%
	37.8%

	
	LEP
	487
	0.2%
	1.0%
	19.3%
	33.7%
	45.8%
	1.2%

	
	Special Education
	79
	1.3%
	3.8%
	12.7%
	24.1%
	58.2%
	5.1%

	Math
	Hispanic
	1626
	3.9%
	13.9%
	23.0%
	36.7%
	22.5%
	17.8%

	
	Socio-economically Disadvantaged
	1546
	5.0%
	14.6%
	23.5%
	36.3%
	20.6%
	19.6%

	
	LEP
	390
	0.8%
	2.1%
	11.8%
	42.8%
	42.6%
	2.9%

	
	Special Education
	42
	0.0%
	2.4%
	7.1%
	35.7%
	54.8%
	2.4%

	Science
	Hispanic
	2182
	8.6%
	12.5%
	37.4%
	21.0%
	20.5%
	21.1%

	
	Socio-economically Disadvantaged
	2044
	10.0%
	13.7%
	37.6%
	20.1%
	18.6%
	23.7%

	
	LEP
	454
	0.0%
	1.8%
	15.6%
	33.9%
	48.7%
	1.8%

	
	Special Education
	92
	2.2%
	3.3%
	14.1%
	23.9%
	56.5%
	5.5%

	History
	Hispanic
	1133
	7.9%
	23.4%
	28.9%
	15.5%
	24.3%
	31.3%

	
	Socio-economically Disadvantaged
	1087
	8.8%
	24.9%
	28.7%
	14.4%
	23.2%
	33.7%

	
	LEP
	237
	0.0%
	3.0%
	8.9%
	22.4%
	65.8%
	3.0%

	
	Special Education
	61
	1.6%
	1.6%
	13.1%
	6.6%
	77.0%
	3.2%


	Critical Findings:

·  As a subgroup, students that are identified as Socio-economically Disadvantaged are doing the best with meeting standards.
· The LEP students scored below the Special Education students in three of the four areas for percent meeting the standards.


Figure 45: 2009-2010 CST Results by Ethnicity (Data from DSS)
	
	
	# of Students Tested
	%FBB
	%BB
	%B
	%P
	%A
	% Meeting Standards

	ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS
	AMERICAN INDIAN/ALASKA NATIVE
	5
	20.0%
	20.0%
	20.0%
	40.0%
	0.0%
	40.0%

	
	ASIAN
	109
	9.2%
	8.3%
	24.8%
	30.0%
	27.5%
	57.5%

	
	BLACK
	23
	17.4%
	21.7%
	43.5%
	8.7%
	8.7%
	17.4%

	
	FILIPINO
	6
	0.0%
	16.7%
	50.0%
	0.0%
	33.3%
	33.3%

	
	HISPANIC
	1902
	16.4%
	17.1%
	30.7%
	24.6%
	11.3%
	35.9%

	
	PACIFIC ISLANDER
	9
	11.1%
	33.3%
	44.4%
	11.1%
	0.0%
	11.1%

	
	WHITE
	52
	19.2%
	15.4%
	40.4%
	15.4%
	9.6%
	25.0%

	MATH
	AMERICAN INDIAN/ALASKA NATIVE
	4
	0.0%
	75.0%
	25.0%
	0.0%
	0.0%
	0.0%

	
	ASIAN
	103
	5.8%
	33.0%
	20.4%
	20.4%
	20.4%
	40.8%

	
	BLACK
	18
	38.9%
	44.4%
	5.6%
	11.1%
	0.0%
	11.1%

	
	FILIPINO
	6
	0.0%
	16.7%
	33.3%
	33.3%
	16.7%
	50.0%

	
	HISPANIC
	1626
	22.5%
	36.7%
	23.0%
	13.9%
	3.9%
	17.8%

	
	PACIFIC ISLANDER
	9
	11.1%
	66.7%
	11.1%
	11.1%
	0.0%
	11.1%

	
	WHITE
	41
	26.8%
	41.5%
	19.5%
	9.8%
	2.4%
	12.2%

	SCIENCE
	AMERICAN INDIAN/ALASKA NATIVE
	7
	28.6%
	42.9%
	28.6%
	0.0%
	0.0%
	0.0%

	
	ASIAN
	126
	3.2%
	8.7%
	36.5%
	30.2%
	21.4%
	51.6%

	
	BLACK
	28
	25.0%
	32.1%
	32.1%
	7.1%
	3.6%
	10.7%

	
	FILIPINO
	3
	33.3%
	0.0%
	33.3%
	33.3%
	0.0%
	33.3%

	
	HISPANIC
	2182
	20.5%
	21.0%
	37.4%
	12.5%
	8.6%
	21.1%

	
	PACIFIC ISLANDER
	7
	14.3%
	42.9%
	42.9%
	0.0%
	0.0%
	0.0%

	
	WHITE
	58
	25.9%
	19.0%
	43.1%
	6.9%
	5.2%
	12.1%

	SOCIAL SCIENCE
	AMERICAN INDIAN/ALASKA NATIVE
	5
	0.0%
	40.0%
	60.0%
	0.0%
	0.0%
	0.0%

	
	ASIAN
	66
	15.2%
	3.0%
	27.3%
	39.4%
	15.2%
	54.6%

	
	BLACK
	17
	29.4%
	5.9%
	41.2%
	11.8%
	11.8%
	23.6%

	
	FILIPINO
	0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	HISPANIC
	1133
	24.3%
	15.5%
	28.9%
	23.4%
	7.9%
	31.3%

	
	PACIFIC ISLANDER
	0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	WHITE
	33
	30.3%
	12.1%
	27.3%
	24.2%
	6.1%
	30.3%


California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) Results

Beginning with the graduating class of 2006, students in California public schools must pass the California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) to receive a high school diploma. The School Accountability Report Card will report the percent of students completing grade 12 who successfully completed the CAHSEE. 

In the beginning of Fall 2010, 190 out of 761 Seniors still needed to pass the CAHSEE

· ELA:  130
· Math:  141
In the beginning of Fall 2010, 248 out of 712 Juniors still needed to pass the CAHSEE

· ELA:   201
· Math:  197
Figure 46:  Grade When Students in the Class of 2010 Passed the CAHSEE (Data from DSS)
	
	Math
	ELA

	10th Grade Admin
	652
	612

	11th Grade Fall and Spring
	111
	131

	12th Grade Fall and Spring
	55
	71

	TOTAL
	818
	814


In school year 2006 – 2007, 54 special education students were exempted from having to pass the CAHSEE as part of their graduation requirements.  

The number of students who did not graduate due to not passing the CAHSEE decreased from 5%  in the school year 2008 – 2009 to about 4% of students in 2009 – 2010.
Students who are retained their senior year because they did not pass the CAHSEE are given several opportunities to continue taking the exam.  Students will have up to two years after they should have completed high school to pass the CAHSEE exam.  If the CAHSEE is the only requirement left to complete for graduation, they are enrolled in an Independent Studies class and are provided with counseling and support on an individualized basis.

Figure 47:  10th Graders First Attempt on CAHSEE (Data from DSS)
	
	Math
	ELA
	Math and ELA

	
	Pass
	Fail
	Pass
	Fail
	Pass
	Fail

	2004 – 05 
	470

58.5%
	333

41.5%
	532

66.8%
	265

33.2%
	395

44.2%
	498

55.8%

	2005 – 06 
	648

61.0%
	414

39%
	693

65.2%
	370

34.8%
	561

49.3%
	578

50.7%

	2006 – 07 
	666

70.2%
	283

29.8%
	636

66.7%
	317

33.3%
	546

53.4%
	477

46.6%

	2007 – 08
	652
78.6%
	178
21.4%
	612
74.3%
	212
25.7%
	570
66.7%
	284
33.3%

	2008 – 09
	647
83.3%
	130
16.7%
	623
79.6%
	160
20.4%
	583
73.1%
	214
26.9%

	2009 – 10
	518
79.2%
	136
20.8%
	521
79.9%
	131
20.1%
	471
71.1%
	191
28.9%


Figure 48:  CAHSEE Results Grade 10 – First Attempt (Percentage Passed) By Subgroups (Data from DSS)
	GROUP
	MATH
	ELA

	
	04-05

Pass
	05-06

Pass
	06- 07 Pass
	07-08 Pass
	08-09 Pass
	09-10 Pass
	04-05

Pass
	05-06

Pass
	06- 07 Pass
	07-08 Pass
	08-09 Pass
	09-10 Pass

	OVERALL
	58.5
	61
	70.2
	78.6
	83.3
	79.2
	66.8
	65.2
	66.7
	74.3
	79.6
	79.9

	American Indian
	50
	66.7
	NA*
	100
	66.7
	100
	100
	66.7
	NA*
	100
	100
	100

	Asian
	93.3
	64.7
	100
	88.9
	97.4
	97.1
	93.3
	70.6
	84.6
	83.3
	94.7
	88.2

	Black
	48.0
	40.0
	50.0
	30.0
	70.0
	66.7
	69.6
	42.9
	66.7
	60.0
	72.7
	77.8

	Filipino
	75.0
	88.9
	80.8
	95.2
	
	
	71.4
	88.9
	83.3
	95.1
	
	

	Hispanic
	57.0
	59.7
	69.1
	78.0
	82.9
	78.1
	65.4
	64.2
	65.9
	73.7
	78.7
	79.2

	Pacific Islander
	66.7
	100
	NA*
	100
	50.0
	
	0
	100
	NA*
	100
	50.0
	

	White
	71.9
	78.1
	75.8
	90.9
	82.6
	86.7
	77.4
	75.8
	63.6
	68.2
	83.3
	86.7

	Socio-economic Disadvantaged
	58
	60
	69
	
	
	
	65
	64
	65
	
	
	

	English Learner
	25.4
	25.3
	38.2
	44.8
	36.6
	41.9
	26.5
	22.7
	24.3
	29.5
	20.2
	34.4

	Special Education
	9.2
	8.2
	27.0
	16.4
	23.4
	32.8
	16.2
	15.2
	19.3
	11.7
	14.6
	29.7



* No students were tested

	Critical Findings:

· More students passed the math section of the CAHSEE than the English section for the first time in 2006-2007.

· Poly High School enrolls students who are at risk of not passing the CAHSEE in an intervention course that is aligned to and specifically teaches the highly tested CAHSEE standards.

· Seniors who have not passed the CAHSEE are enrolled in “CAHSEE Boot Camp.”

· The percent of 10th grade students passing both sections of the CAHSEE on their first attempt decreased last year after having increased for four years.


Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Results

The federal No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB) requires that all schools and districts meet Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) requirements. To comply with NCLB, California adopted AYP criteria that were approved by the U.S. Department of Education in June 2003. To make AYP, schools and districts are required each year to meet or exceed specific criteria in each of the following:

· Requirement 1: Participation rate on the state's standards-based assessments

· Requirement 2: Percent proficient on the state's standards-based assessments

· Requirement 3: API as an additional indicator

· Requirement 4: Graduation rate (for high schools)

Requirements 1 and 2 apply at the school, district, and subgroup levels. Requirements 3 and 4 apply only at the school and district levels, unless exception or "safe harbor" criteria are used. Detailed information about AYP can be found at the CDE Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov./ta/ac/ay/ or by speaking with the school principal.

AYP All Criteria - Schoolwide
Data reported indicate whether all AYP criteria were met for all students in a school or a district, or that exception (safe harbor) criteria were met, or that an appeal of the school's or district AYP status was approved. 

Figure 49: AYP (Data from DataQuest)
	 
	2004-05
	2005-06
	2006-07
	2007-08
	2008-09
	2009-10

	Met AYP
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No

	Met AYP Criteria 
	n/a
	18 of 22
	20 of 20
	18 of 18
	16 of 18
	14 of 18

	Met ELA Participation Rate 
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Met ELA Percent Proficient 
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No

	Met Math Participation Rate 
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Met Math Percent Proficient 
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No

	Met Academic Performance Index (API)
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Met Graduation Rate 
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No


Figure 50:  AYP All Criteria – Schoolwide (Data from DataQuest)
	
	Polytechnic High School
	District

	2005
	No
	No

	2006
	No
	No

	2007
	Yes
	No

	2008
	Yes
	No

	2009
	No
	No

	2010
	No
	No


	Critical Findings:

· Poly did not meet the AYP criteria for the second year in a row, placing Poly in year 1 PI standing.
· Poly is appealing the graduation rate result due to a discrepancy and missing the EL subgroup target in math by seven students.  If we win the appeal, that would make us eligible for Safe Harbor and we would therefore have met all the AYP criteria.  


Annual Measurable Objectives (AMO)
The Annual Measurable Objectives are benchmarks for the AYP criteria made by the state to monitor student performance across significant subgroups.  The AMO target evaluates schools achievement on the percent of students scoring proficient (a score of 380 versus the passing score of 350) or above on the CAHSEE taken by 10th grade students.   

Figure 51: English and Math AYP Scores 6 Year Trend (Data from Data Quest)
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Figure 52: AMO English Language Arts: % Proficient and Above 10th  Grade CAHSEE  (Data from DataQuest)
	(Target)
	2004-2005

(22.3)
	2005-2006

(22.3)
	2006-2007

(22.3)
	2007-2008

(33.4)
	2008-2009

(44.5)
	2009-2010

(55.6)

	Schoolwide
	32.6
	34.1
	30.8
	41.7
	49.1
	56.2

	Socio-economically

Disadvantaged
	32.2
	33.8
	29.8
	40.6
	49.0
	55.4

	Hispanic or Latino
	30.6
	32.7
	29.2
	40.9
	47.7
	55.5

	Students with Disabilities
	15.4

<100 students
	16.9
	12.0

<100 students
	17.2        <100 students
	17.4
<100 students
	50.0
<100 students

	English

Learners
	27.0
	24.6
	19.1
	26.6
	25.8
	37.2


	Critical Findings:

· Did not meet target in 2010 for: Hispanic and English Learners subgroups although both subgroups had significant increases.  Students in the Hispanic subgroup increased by 7.8% and missed the target by 0.1% (equivalent to 7 students).  Students in the English Learners subgroup increased by 11.4% and missed the target by 18.4%.
· There were not enough Students with Disabilities taking the test to count as a significant subgroup.  There was a big jump of the number of Students with Disabilities who scored proficient or above in 2010.
· There was a decrease in all areas for the school year 2006-2007

· Since the 2006-2007 school year there has been a continuous increase, except with English Learners.   

· In 2010 each subgroup increased in ELA by at least 6%.


Figure 53: AMO Mathematics: % Proficient and Above 10th  Grade CAHSEE (Data from DataQuest)
	(Target)
	2004-2005 (20.9)
	2005-2006

(20.9)
	2006-2007 (20.9)
	2007-2008

(32.2)
	2008-2009 (43.5)
	2009-2010

(54.8)

	Schoolwide
	24.3
	30.0
	41.5
	51.7
	58.1
	59.4

	Socio-economically

Disadvantaged
	24.1
	29.0
	41.4
	51.0
	58.8
	58.6

	Hispanic or Latino
	21.4
	28.9
	40.3
	50.9
	57.1
	58.8

	Students with Disabilities
	11.0
	12.8
	12.9        <100 students
	18.8        <100 students
	17.4        <100 students
	43.2
<100 students

	English

Learners
	20.3
	24.0
	32.4
	41.7
	40.4
	44.5


	Critical Findings:

· Did not meet target in 2010 for the English Learners subgroups although the subgroups had a significant increase.  Students in the English Learners subgroup increased by 4.1% and missed the target by 10.3%.
· Over the last six years, the schoolwide AMO in math has increased 35.1%.

· There were not enough Students with Disabilities taking the test to count as a significant subgroup.  There was a big jump of the number of Students with Disabilities who scored proficient of above in 2010.
· In 2010 each subgroup showed improvement in math except the socio-economically disadvantaged. 


AYP Participation Rates and Proficiency Levels – Schoolwide and Subgroups

Data reported indicate whether AYP criteria for both the minimum participation rates and the percent proficient or above were met in a school of a district.
Note: "N/A" means that the student group is not numerically significant. 

Figure 54:  AYP Participation Rates and Proficiency Levels

	Schoolwide and Subgroups
	School
	District

	
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010

	All Students
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No

	African American
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	No
	No
	No

	American Indian/Alaskan Native
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No

	Asian
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Filipino
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Hispanic or Latino
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No

	Pacific Islander
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No

	White (not Hispanic)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Socio-economically Disadvantaged
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No

	English Learners
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	No

	Students with Disabilities
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	No
	No
	No


Graduation Rates
Figure 55:  History of Graduation Rates (Data from DSS)
	
	Size of Class
	Number Graduated
	Graduation Rate

	2004 – 05
	1002
	708
	70.7%

	2005 – 06
	926
	687
	74.2%

	2006 – 07
	847
	670
	79.1%

	2007 – 08
	833
	682
	81.9%

	2008 – 09
	
	682
	78.1%


Figure 56: Graduation Rates 2008-2009 – Comparison (Data from Data Quest)
	
	Graduation Rate

	Polytechnic High School
	78.1%

	District – LAUSD
	69.6%

	County
	75.7%

	State
	78.6%


	Critical Findings:

· Between the class of 2005 and 2008 the percent of graduating students increased, and in 2009 decreased.
· LAUSD has mandated that the class of 2012 must complete the A-G requirements to graduate high school in addition to passing the CAHSEE.
· The graduation rate of Poly High School was higher than the Los Angeles Unified School District rate and county rate in 2009.
· The method used to calculate the graduation rate was changed for the class of 2009.


California English Language Development Test (CELDT) Results

The CELDT test is given to students whose primary language is other than English to determine English language proficiency.  In the 2009-2010 school year 818 students were tested (316 – 9th grade, 143 – 10th grade, 168 – 11th grade, 191 – 12th grade).

Figure 57:  Percent – Proficiency Levels by Grade (Data from DSS)
	
	Advanced
	Early Advanced
	Intermediate
	Early Intermediate
	Beginning

	9th Grade
	04-05
	4.5
	31.8
	34.9
	9.2
	19.5

	
	05-06
	4.3
	32.5
	33.8
	9.5
	20.0

	
	06-07
	2.5
	17.1
	35.3
	11.8
	33.3

	
	07-08
	3.1
	17.7
	34.1
	17.4
	27.7

	
	08-09
	2.4
	20.5
	40.7
	15.3
	21.1

	
	09-10
	1.9
	17.5
	38.7
	19.4
	22.5

	10th Grade
	04-05
	9.5
	38.1
	34.5
	10.1
	7.7

	
	05-06
	7.6
	36.8
	31.1
	13.1
	11.4

	
	06-07
	1.4
	18.8
	44.0
	17.1
	18.8

	
	07-08
	2.5
	24.2
	37.7
	19.9
	15.7

	
	08-09
	4.6
	22.4
	40.8
	17.8
	14.5

	
	09-10
	3.5
	21.7
	50.3
	14.7
	9.8

	11th Grade
	04-05
	11.0
	41.0
	30.0
	8.4
	9.5

	
	05-06
	10.0
	46.5
	29.6
	5.4
	8.5

	
	06-07
	3.7
	20.1
	41.2
	23.2
	11.8

	
	07-08
	3.0
	23.6
	42.0
	17.7
	13.8

	
	08-09
	4.1
	25.8
	40.1
	16.9
	13.1

	
	09-10
	1.2
	22.8
	40.7
	21.0
	14.4

	12th Grade
	04-05
	15.1
	50.5
	21.4
	2.6
	10.4

	
	05-06
	14.1
	49.0
	24.0
	3.6
	9.4

	
	06-07
	4.2
	28.6
	39.9
	13.9
	13.4

	
	07-08
	4.5
	32.1
	44.3
	9.8
	9.3

	
	08-09
	5.1
	30.5
	41.1
	14.8
	8.5

	
	09-10
	2.6
	29.8
	40.8
	13.6
	13.1


Scholastic Assessment Test (SAT) I Results

The SAT I is a three hour long multiple choice test that measures verbal and mathematical skills necessary for success in college work.  Most colleges and universities require the SAT I for admission.  Starting in Fall 2006, the exam was restructured into three parts: critical reading, math, and writing.  Each section of the SAT I is scored on a scale of 200 – 800.  

Figure 58:  History of SAT I Results (Data from DataQuest)
	
	2004 – 05
	2005 – 06
	2006 – 07
	2007 – 08
	2008 – 09 

	Grade 12 Enrollment
	744
	830
	912
	1065
	1101

	Number Tested
	284
	307
	304
	274
	265

	Percent Tested
	38.17%
	36.99%
	33.33%
	25.73%
	24.07%

	Verbal/Critical Reading Average
	395
	405
	407
	418
	430

	Math Average
	408
	407
	415
	412
	433

	Writing Average
	-
	402
	417
	416
	422


Figure 59:  SAT I Scores
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	Critical Findings:

· The Verbal Average has only varied 35 points over the last five years, and the Math Average has varied 26 points.

· The percent of seniors taking the SAT I has decreased over the last three years.
· The total score has increased slowly over the last four years.


ACT Results
The ACT is a four part multiple choice test on English, mathematics, reading, and science that is used by colleges to determine college readiness.  ACT test scores range from 1 to 36 points.

Figure 60:  ACT Results (Data from Data Quest)
	
	Grade 12 Enrollment
	Number Tested
	Percent Tested
	Average Score
	Score ≥ 21

#
	Score ≥ 21

%

	2004 – 05 
	744
	138
	18.5%
	16.1
	17
	2.3%

	2005 – 06 
	830
	124
	14.94%
	16.4
	11
	1.3%

	2006 – 07 
	912
	153
	16.78%
	17.12
	31
	3.4%

	2007 – 08 
	1065
	168
	15.77%
	17.91
	42
	25.0%

	2008 – 09 
	1101
	147
	13.35%
	17.82
	35
	23.8%


	Critical Findings:

· Over the last five years the percent of students who took the ACT has fluctuated from 18.5% in 2005 to 13.35% in 2009.
· The average score has only increased by about 1.7 points, but the percent of students who scored above 21 points has increased by over 21%.
· A fewer percent of students take the ACT compared with the SAT.


California State University – Early Assessment Program (EAP) 

The EAP tests 11th grade students to determine if they are college ready in English and math.  For the English section of the EAP, multiple choice questions are embedded in the 11th grade ELA section of the CST, plus 15 additional multiple choice questions and an essay. For the math section of the EAP, multiple choice questions are embedded in the Algebra 2 and High School Summative sections of the CST and 15 additional multiple choice questions.  Therefore, only 11th graders enrolled in Algebra 2 or higher can take the math section of the EAP test.  In English students are either considered ready for college or not ready for college.  In math students can be considered ready for college, ready for college-conditional, or not ready for college.  If a student is considered ready for college-conditional, they must take math in their senior year to keep the ready for college ranking for the CSU colleges or they will need to take the Entry Level Math Exam.  If the student’s results indicate readiness they are exempt from taking the English Placement Test and the Entry Level Math Exam at CSU campuses.  


Figure 61: % of 11th Grade Students Tested Ready for College

	
	2006
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010

	English 

% Ready for College
	5%

(748 students tested)
	1%

(585 students tested)
	5%

(850 students tested)
	5%
(761 students tested)
	11%
(661 students tested)

	Math 

% Ready for College
	1%

(304 students tested)
	6%

(224 students tested)
	4%

(349 students tested)
	3%
(380 students tested)
	5%
(339 students tested)

	Math

% Ready for College – Conditional 
	27%

(304 students tested)
	25%

(224 students tested)
	15%

(349 students tested)
	23%
(380 students tested)
	38%
(339 students tested)


	Critical Findings:

· In the last year there was a 6% increase in college readiness in English, 2% increase in college readiness in math, and 15% increase in college readiness-conditional in math.
· While enrollment in the 11th grade has decreased the number of students taking the math section of the EAP remained around 350, which means a larger percentage of 11th graders are being enrolled in Algebra 2 or higher.

· Since 2008, the percent of students that were college ready or college ready-conditional in math has increased by 24%.


Students satisfying UC A-G Requirements


A-G Requirements are the high school classes a student is required to complete with a grade of “C” or better for University of California (UC) and/or California State University (CSU) entrance. 

Figure 62: UC/CSU  A – G Requirements Completed

	
	Class of 2006
	Class of 2007
	Class of 2008
	Class of 2009

	Met UC and CSU A-G Requirements
	205
(33.9%)
	231
(39.6%)
	289
(43.8%)
	332
(49.0%)

	Met only CSU A-G Requirements
	5
(0.8%)
	13
(2.2%)
	23
(3.5%)
	20
(2.9%)

	Did not meet A-G Requirements
	394
(65.2%)
	339
(58.1%)
	348
(52.7%)
	336
(49.6%)

	Total Graduates
	604
	583
	660
	678


Figure 63: 2006 A-G Completion Rate

       Figure 64: 2007 A-G completion Rate
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Figure 65: 2008 A-G Completion Rate

       Figure 66: 2009 A-G completion Rate
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Figure 67: UC/CSU A – G Completion by Subject
	
	Class of 2006
	Class of 2007
	Class of 2008
	Class of 2009

	History (A)
	63.6%
	74.3%
	81.5%
	80.2%

	English (B)
	50.5%
	67.1%
	77.4%
	80.2%

	Mathematics (C)
	50.7%
	58.7%
	58.9%
	65.0%

	Lab Science (D)
	59.4%
	58.2%
	63.8%
	63.0%

	Foreign Language (E)
	73.2%
	78.7%
	75.6%
	75.2%

	Visual and Performing Arts (F)
	89.4%
	90.6%
	92.7%
	88.8%

	College-Prep Elective (G)
	85.3%
	94.5%
	98.0%
	96.9%


	Critical Findings:

· Before 2008, Poly would use data from Data Quest to monitor A-G completion for the graduating seniors.  In 2007, that source said that 66% of the Poly graduating senior completed A-G requirements.  Then in 2008 Data Quest showed that the A-G completion rate was 44%.  Worried about this large decline, the Data Team decided to investigate.  Mr. Alaltorre examined the cumulative records of each graduating senior and compiled the data that is shown in figures 62-67.  While this shows a smaller A-G completion in 2007 (39.6%), we feel that this data best represents the true A-G completion rate of Poly’s graduating seniors.   
· The rate of students completing the A-G requirements has increased since 2006.  

· About half of the graduating class of 2009 met A-G requirements.

· LAUSD is requiring that the Class of 2012 must complete A-G requirements to graduate. 

· Poly is analyzing each graduating student’s transcript to determine if A-G requirements were met, and if not how close the student was to meeting the requirement.  In the class of 2009, 61 students were only one class away, and 56 students were 2 classes away, from meeting the A-G requirements.  Counselors have discussed these results during department meeting professional development days and discussed ways to make sure those students that are close to meeting the requirements are successful. 
· The subjects with the fewest students meeting the A-G requirements are science and mathematics.  There has been an increase of 30% in students completing the A-G requirement for English.


Algebra taken by Grade Level

Figure 68:  Number of Students Enrolled in Algebra 1A by Grade Level (Data from DSS)
	
	9th
	10th
	11th
	12th
	TOTAL

	2004 – 05
	2084
	439
	198
	47
	2768

	2005 – 06
	1536
	306
	45
	14
	1901

	2006 - 07
	931
	359
	58
	6
	1354

	2007 – 08
	929
	137
	22
	2
	1090

	2008 – 09
	1371
	116
	11
	4
	1502

	2009 – 10
	833
	57
	32
	12
	934


	Critical Findings and Notes:

· The number of students taking Algebra 1A increased from 2002 through 2005, but has decreased since 2005 – 06.  This may be because fewer students need to repeat Algebra 1 due to the intervention Transition to Advanced Mathematics (TAM) courses.  

· In 2007-08, the Advantage Plus program within the 9th grade was started to help meet the needs of the higher achieving students entering the Freshman Center.  Historically, most students are enrolled in the Transition to Applied Mathematics which is an Algebra readiness-type course that prepares students for success in Algebra 1.  However, achievement data supported by teachers, counselors, students and parents called for more rigorous courses for higher achieving students.  Therefore, higher achieving students are being placed into an accelerated program that provides them access to more advanced courses such as Geometry and Algebra 2.  These students are also encouraged to enroll concurrently in college level English classes.

· Starting in 2006, students in the 9th grade who were not ready for Algebra 1 were put into TAM for one or two mesters to learn the skills they needed to be successful in Algebra 1 and future math classes.  They then took Algebra 1 their second or third mester in the 9th grade.  


Analysis of % Ds and Fs in All Classes

Figure 69:  Percent of Students with a D or F in any class (Data from DSS)
	Semester
	9th
	10th
	11th
	12th 

	Fall 2004 – 05
	37.9
	29.6
	24.9
	20.6

	Spring 2004 – 05
	37.2
	26.6
	21.4
	16.2

	Fall 2005 – 06
	35.1
	32.5
	22.8
	18.7

	Spring 2005 – 06
	35.9
	31.4
	22.9
	20.9

	Fall 2006 – 07
	35.3
	34.8
	27.6
	19.2

	Spring 2006 – 07 
	38.2
	27.1
	15.9
	7.2

	Fall 2007 – 08
	33.3
	25.9
	21.5
	11.2

	Spring 2007 – 08
	11.5
	14.2
	18.0
	11.6

	Fall 2008 – 09
	37.1
	19.4
	10.7
	8.4

	Spring 2008 – 09
	44.1
	15.1
	14.0
	12.0

	Fall 2009 – 10
	34.8
	23.4
	23.5
	17.2

	Spring 2009 – 10
	36.2
	21.5
	22.4
	19.2


	Critical Findings:

· Each semester, the 9th graders had the largest percent of Ds or Fs and the 12th graders had the smallest percent.


Physical Fitness Test

The Physical Fitness Test is given to ninth grade students to assess their physical ability.  The Fitnessgram uses criterion-referenced standards to evaluate fitness performance. The standards were established by the Cooper Institute for Aerobics Research to represent a level of fitness that offers some degree of protection against diseases that result from sedentary living. Findings from current research based on the United States national norms have been used as the basis for establishing the Fitnessgram standards. 


HFZ – Healthy Fitness Zone 
Figure 70:  Physical Fitness Tasks (Data from DataQuest)
	Physical Fitness Tasks
	2004-05
	2005-06
	2006-07
	2007-08
	2008-09

	
	292 Tested
	849 Tested
	716 Tested
	981 Tested
	890 Tested

	
	% In HFZ
	% Not in HFZ
	% In HFZ
	% In HFZ
	% Not in HFZ
	% In HFZ
	% In HFZ
	% Not in HFZ
	% In HFZ
	% Not in HFZ

	Aerobic Capacity
	53.4
	46.6
	32.5
	53.4
	46.6
	32.5
	43.9
	56.1
	43.6
	56.4

	Body Composition
	58.2
	41.8
	56.5
	58.2
	41.8
	56.5
	65.0
	35.0
	69.4
	30.6

	Abdominal Strength
	18.5
	81.5
	63.7
	18.5
	81.5
	63.7
	77.1
	22.9
	88.8
	11.2

	Trunk Extensor Strength
	24.0
	76.0
	94.7
	24.0
	76.0
	94.7
	93.1
	6.9
	94.8
	5.2

	Upper Body Strength
	45.5
	54.5
	55.4
	45.5
	54.5
	55.4
	58.6
	41.4
	59.7
	40.3

	Flexibility
	52.1
	47.9
	67.0
	52.1
	47.9
	67.0
	72.4
	27.6
	74.0
	26.0


Figure 71: Fitness Standards (Data from DataQuest)
	# of Fitness Standards Achieved 
	2004-05
	2005-06
	2006-07
	2007-08
	2008-09

	
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%

	6 of 6 fitness criteria 
	8
	2.7
	111
	13.1
	109
	15.2
	172
	17.5
	180
	20.2

	5 of 6 fitness criteria 
	12
	4.1
	162
	19.1
	192
	26.8
	273
	27.8
	278
	31.2

	4 of 6 fitness criteria 
	63
	21.6
	200
	23.6
	172
	24.0
	224
	22.8
	205
	23.0

	3 of 6 fitness criteria 
	66
	22.6
	183
	21.6
	122
	17.0
	160
	16.3
	120
	13.5

	2 of 6 fitness criteria 
	71
	24.3
	131
	15.4
	68
	9.5
	108
	11.0
	77
	8.7

	1 of 6 fitness criteria 
	35
	12.0
	53
	6.2
	39
	5.4
	34
	3.5
	26
	2.9

	0 of 6 fitness criteria 
	37
	12.7
	9
	1.1
	14
	2.0
	10
	1.0
	4
	0.4

	Total tested 
	292
	
	849
	
	716
	
	981
	
	890
	


Continuing Education Data

`
Future Plans of Senior Class of 2009:



4 year colleges and universities:
23%



2 year community college:

55%



Vocational schools:


4%



Armed Services:


1%



Work (No education plans):

14%



Other or undecided:


3%

PROCESS AND PERCEPTION DATA

School Experience Surveys (School Report Card) – 2010


The School Experience Survey is a survey of students, parents and teachers, conducted by LAUSD.  In 2010, 33% of the students, 21% of the parents, and 35% of employees completed the survey. Below are some of the results. The full survey results can be found in the appendix.   
Student Results:

The courses at this school are helping me prepare 
I am proud to be a student at this school.

for college.  
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Bullying is not a problem at my school.  

I can go to an adult at this school if I need 

help with schoolwork.  
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Parent Results:
The school offers training and workshops I can 
I feel welcome at this school.  

use to help my child learn.  
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Teacher Results:
I am proud of this school.  



I work with other teachers at this school to 

improve my instruction.  
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I have opportunities to influence what happens 
I have the technology I need at this school to 

at this school.  




do my job well.
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Public Works Survey

Public Works is an outside Small Learning Community (SLC) evaluator.  In May 2009 they conducted a survey of 10th graders (411 students) and 12th graders (446 students) and 156 staff members.  The following are six of the questions students were asked, three with positive results and three with negative results.  The full survey results can be found in the appendix.   
Teachers teach academic subject matter at a 

I can get tutoring and other help if I’m             high level.





having trouble in school.
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My teachers are clear about what they expect
I talk to my teachers or a counselor regularly 

from me.





about my high school educational plan.
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My teachers know something about my goals and
I have an adult at this school I can go to for 
aspirations for the future.



help with school and for personal support.
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Based upon the survey results the Small Learning Community (SCL) coordinators and administrators are working to build communities between students and teachers, and to develop a way to create life long learners.  They will also meet to find ways to get students to plan for their futures by using Career Technical Education (CTE) pathways. 

The following are some results from the teacher survey conducted by Public Works.  The complete survey results can be found in the appendix.  

Examination of disaggregated student data is a 
Professional development promotes greater 

regular part of school planning and assessment.
alignment of instruction with academic standards and accountability requirements. 
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Response to Intervention (RtI) Survey
The RtI survey was completed by Poly staff in 2010.  The following are some results from the teacher survey.  The full survey results can be found in the appendix.   

The use of additional interventions in the general
The results of ability and achievement 

education classroom would result in success for 
testing can be used to identify effective 
more students. 




interventions for students with learning and 







behavior problems.
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Program Improvement Status

Polytechnic High School had been in Program Improvement status since 2002.  Since then, Poly has taken many steps towards improving student learning and raising test scores.  All professional development meetings have a focus on improving student learning and determining what works through examining school data.  In 2008, Polytechnic High School exited from Program Improvement Year 5 status, making Poly one of only three high schools in California to exit from PI5 status.
Because we exited from PI, we lost the Supplemental Education Services (SES) funded by Title I, which included the Beyond the Bell Office and the Saturday School Program, as of this year.  With the loss of the Beyond the Bell Office, Poly lost one counselor, one administrator, the Extended Learning Academy, and the Required Learning Academy.  These programs offered intervention opportunities, such as Saturday remediation classes for those who did not pass the CAHSEE the first time.  Poly is trying to find ways to continue offering various intervention programs to students.  Poly has placed a greater emphasis on during the day interventions and has expanded on what Twilight School was previously doing to serve more students.  Intervention has also been embedded in during the day classes for high stakes tests such as the CAHSEE.  
While we were able to exit from PI status in 2008, Poly did not make the AYP in 2009 and 2010, so we have re-entered PI, year 1 status. Regardless of AYP results, Poly has continually been increasing our API (42 points last year) and showing significant improvement on CST results, A-G completion rates, graduation rates, and CAHSEE pass rates.  Poly is determined to exit from PI status again.  We are going to be appealing the graduation rate result due to discrepancies in the way it was calculated and missing the target for the EL subgroup in math by 7 students. If we win the appeal, Poly will meet the criteria for the AYP under Safe Harbor and no longer be in PI status.
Opening of Sun Valley High School
In September 2009, Sun Valley High School opened with grades 9 through 11 to help relieve the overcrowding at Polytechnic High School.  Attendance boundaries were drawn and now about 400 students in each the 9th, 10th, and 11th grades who would have attended Poly are now enrolled at Sun Valley.  The 12th graders remained at Polytechnic to finish their high school education and experience at the school they started.  This decreased the enrollment of Polytechnic High School by about 1,200 students.  In school year 2010 – 2011, Sun Valley will take an additional 400 students.  With this decrease in enrollment, Polytechnic High School will no longer be a three track year round school.  Instead of following a traditional calendar, Poly has created a Balanced Traditional Calendar.
The decreased student enrollment has also led to a decrease in staff members.  Over the last two years the staff has decreased by about 200 employees.
Balanced Traditional Calendar (BTC) 
Poly has created a Balanced Traditional Calendar that will structure the school year effectively in two blocks of time consisting of 90 school days followed by 30 vacation days. While creating this calendar, Polytechnic took into account the three goals of the WASC action plan.

Purpose of the Balanced Traditional Calendar (BTC): 

· Implement Intervention/Response to Instruction and Intervention (RtI2) 
The BTC will improve the grade-level, core, standards-aligned curriculum and instruction (RtI2 Tier 1) by providing time for data-driven reflection, program evaluation and modification matched to student needs throughout the calendar year. A BTC provides time structures by affording two times in the year to add strategic and explicit instruction and intervention (RtI2 Tier 2). Accelerated and intensive instruction (RtI2 Tier 3) will also be provided during the school year and during the two breaks to keep students on grade level. 
· Provide Additional Credit Recovery Opportunities to Increase A-G Completion / Graduation Rates 
The BTC will provide additional timely opportunities for students to make up classes in order to improve A-G completion and graduation rates. Since the board resolution involving A-G requirements, Poly has achieved among the highest completion rates in LAUSD (66.1% in 2007). By successfully leveraging multiple opportunities for enrichment and intersession on a year-round 4x4 calendar, students have shown the capacity to achieve these requirements in increasing numbers. To prevent the loss of opportunity available in a traditional calendar offering only one summer school session, the BTC provides students two four-week blocks of time for intervention and intersession. Students will be able to take credit recovery courses and other interventions in both summer and winter. 

· Minimize the Summer Learning Loss (Alexander, 2007) for at-risk students 
Research studies indicate that students of lower socio-economic backgrounds are less likely to retain what they learned over a traditional summer break. This is particularly true for English learners (ELs), Standard English learners (SELs), students with disabilities (SWDs), and students reading below grade level. On the BTC, breaks are cut in half, improving learning retention. If the economy continues to worsen and further budget cuts are made, threatening intervention funds, students will benefit from the shorter breaks, minimizing the Summer Learning Loss on the BTC. 

· Provide Teacher Professional Development Time in Both the Summer and Winter Break 
Opportunities to conduct professional development while students are on vacation are created during the winter break. This provides singular opportunities to deeply assess student progress by engaging in data-driven reflection and program evaluation in the middle of the school year. School resources will be reallocated to fund professional development while most students are on vacation. These professional development sessions will supplement the ongoing professional development that will continue to take place during the regular academic year. 

· Strengthen Partnerships with the Community Colleges to promote a College-Going Culture 
Following the district’s mission of ensuring that all students are college- and career-ready, Poly HS has formed a strong partnership with the LACCD, including Valley College and Mission College. Hundreds of students are concurrently enrolled in community college classes on the high school campus. The BTC is aligned closely with Mission and Valley college quarters, enabling high school students to take a college class during the winter break for enrichment purposes. 
Polytechnic High School has created this calendar to continue its positive growth.  In recent years, Poly has attained a number of other notable academic achievements such as an API gain of 205 points. This momentum needs to be sustained and improved upon. Poly has used the resources available in a 4x4, year-round environment such as: multiple intersessions for students while they are off-track, during-the-day interventions such as our Twilight School in our Freshman Center, and other programs like Beyond the Bell. Each year about 90% of 9th grade centers go on to become 10th graders as a result of our interventions that were built around the multi-track, year-round calendar.

While two intersessions offer students two opportunities for credit recovery and enrichment, it also offers families more flexible opportunities for vacation. After operating as a multi-track school for the past 15 years, families at Polytechnic HS have become accustomed to flexible travel opportunities. There are many occasions where families travel over the winter holiday break and don’t return until a week or two after the spring semester has begun. The BTC will allow both summer and winter travel. For families wishing to take vacations, students would not need to take classes during the intersession times. A student who needs credit recovery could choose the time period that best meets the family schedule.

Implementation of RtI2 – Three-Tiered Model of School Supports & the Problem-solving Process

In Dr. Judy Elliott’s “Response to Intervention: What and Why?” she states, “At the secondary level, the creation of the master schedule is key. The challenge is creating the schedule to provide Tier 2 and Tier 3 interventions for students while still allowing students to earn credit

toward graduation… You cannot do more or catch up students using the same time structures.” (September 2008, The School Administrator)

Currently, Polytechnic High School offers multiple intervention programs throughout the school year.  By strategically making use of available instructional time, and capitalizing on our 4x4 block schedule (eight-week quarters), we offer the following interventions: the 9th grade Twilight program, After School Access Program (ASAP – focusing on academics), intersessions, and CAHSEE Test Preparation Intervention. These programs have been instrumental in helping our students get on track towards meeting graduation requirements and meeting the school’s Adequate Yearly Progress. Along with other high school, we have responded to the Local District 2’s RtI2 implementation plan by aligning and refining our intervention programs using a multi-tiered approach.  Our current intervention programs are established and well-tested (i.e. over 90% of 9th grade students successfully matriculate to the 10th grade), so we can offer at-risk students and especially seniors, multiple opportunities to “regain their footing”.

Under the Balanced Traditional Calendar, the current time structures will be changed to meet the needs of the students. On the BTC, students have two opportunities during the school year to participate in intersession classes and allow better implementation of Tier 2 and Tier 3 of the LAUSD RtI2 model. The BTC allows for a more continuous period of instruction and provides increased capacity to deliver a multi-tiered approach to intervention. Under the BTC, the days normally used for summer break are redistributed strategically into the school year. The redistribution of summer “off-days” into the regular school year allows students access to two intersession opportunities.  Intersessions allow time for remediation and enrichment throughout the school year. Each intersession allows schools to conduct their Tier 2 interventions for the intended 10-15% of the student body within the school year thereby increasing our grade level matriculation rate. Additionally, students who need intensive, individualized interventions (Tier 3) can also be served during the added time structure (see Table 1). 

The intersession classes take place over 20 days in 3-hour classes. This allows for students to meet the 60 hour requirement for 5 units of Carnegie credit. Substantial professional development has been provided for teaching in an extended block schedule. Currently, many of the EL students at Polytechnic HS are currently enrolled in double block ESL classes which equates to the 3 hour intersession experience thus many students are accustomed to the longer classes. Students at Polytechnic have already been exposed to block scheduling.

Research shows that students who are more than two years behind have only a 10% chance of catching up. One of the RtI2 priorities is to provide early intervention. On the BTC and 4x4 schedule, students have more support to immediately access the core curriculum successfully. Additionally, the state-mandated CST exams are administered in the spring; students who fail CST testable courses are still required to take the CST End of Course tests and Grade Level Tests. Therefore, the students who do not have the opportunity to relearn the content in the core classes during the school year are much more likely to do poorly on the CSTs. As a solution to this problem, under the BTC, students could take the course during the winter intersession and relearn the content in time for the CST exam.  The funding allocations for summer/intersession school are divided to provide a more strategic offering of courses during the summer and winter intersessions. 

It is important to note that the summer and winter intersession breaks add additional capacity to provide additional Tier 2 and Tier 3 interventions. A more strategic, intensive and individualized instructional program will be created during these times that is more cost-effective. For example, a two or three week intensive intervention could be created to target students that are at-risk of falling behind in a particular course.  Additional safety nets such as these will be aligned to the multi-tiered RtI2 model the district is implementing. The RtI2 model advocates alternative time structures and instructional models that the Balanced Traditional Calendar is able to provide.

The following sequence is a an example of the BTC RtI2 structure in mathematics at Polytechnic HS for three new 9th grade students, assessed and placed in Transition to Advanced Mathematics 1(TAM 1) for the first mester.

Table 1 - Example Three-Tiered Support in Mathematics

	
	Quarter 1
	Quarter 2
	Winter Intersession
	Quarter 3
	Quarter 4

	Case #1 (requires

Tier 1 - core

instruction)
	Transition to

Advanced

Math 1

(successfully

completed)
	Algebra 1A

(successfully

completed)
	
	Algebra 1B

(successfully

completed)
	Transition to Advanced

Geometry

	Case #2 (requires

Tier 2 - core

instruction)
	Transition to

Advanced

Math 1
	Transition to

Advanced Math 2*

(successfully

completed)
	Algebra 1A*

(successfully

completed)
	Algebra 1B

(successfully

completed)
	Transition to Advanced

Geometry

	Case #3 (requires

Tier 3 - core

instruction)
	Transition to

Advanced

Math 1
	Transition to

Advanced Math 2*
	3-Week** Intensive
	Algebra 1A

(successfully

completed)
	Algebra 1B




* Tier 2

** Tier 3

Depending on the student’s success in the first and second quarter, he/she follows a sequence involving Tier 2 and Tier 3 interventions. Case #1 shows the sequence for the estimated 75-85% of students who are successful with the core instruction from the start of their 9th grade year. They begin with Transition to Advanced Mathematics 1 (TAM 1), a Talent Development High School course that has proven successful at our high school and is currently offered as preventive intervention. TAM classes are Poly’s method of early intervention. Case #2 represents the estimated 10-15% of students who display a need for strategic instruction. Students would end the school year with Transition to Advanced Geometry along with their peers who were successful with core instruction. Case #3 shows the experience of the estimated 5- 10% of students who need intensive instruction. Since this student did not make progress in the Tier 1 and 2 interventions, s/he would be enrolled in a 3-week intensive class during the winter intersession and additional Tier 3 interventions as provided by LAUSD. The students in Case #3 would be identified for our 9th grade Twilight program which helps students recover lost credits and skill deficiencies.

A-G Completion Rate 
Poly’s A-G completion rate is 7.2 and 14.8 points higher than the California and LAUSD rates respectively.  This success has been achieved through leveraging the multiple opportunities for enrichment and remediation available to year round schools. The Balanced Traditional Calendar and 4x4 schedule maintains the ability to provide multiple intersession and intervention prospects for students in need. 

Every student meets with their counselor to create and Individualized Graduation Plan (IGP) where the student and counselor discuss the A-G classes the student needs to complete.  This information is then mailed home to inform the parents, and the parents are given opportunities to meet with the counselor.  The counseling staff has become very motivated to ensure that each student takes A-G classes.  In creating the master schedule, the lead counselor focuses on A-G classes and creates a master that will give access to all students. The UC A-G completion rate has increased from 34% in 2006 to 48% in 2009.  
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Partnerships with the Community Colleges to Promote a College-Going Culture

Access to community college classes increases rigor, makes college more familiar, and has other direct benefits. Students taking college classes are more likely to earn high school diplomas, they are more likely to enroll in a four year institution, more likely to enroll full time and more likely to achieve a better outcome in college.  Students at Polytechnic High School are taking increasingly rigorous high school courses, thus less time is available to complete graduation requirements. On the 4x4 schedule, a typical AP course is scheduled for three quarters; the majority of non-AP courses are completed in one or two quarters. Community college partnership provides an opportunity for concurrent and on-site enrollment, giving additional opportunities to comply with graduation requirements.

The Balanced Traditional Calendar opens up opportunities for students to participate in rigorous college level classes, at the local community college and on Poly’s campus. This demanding curriculum helps the student develop academic abilities and enhances their exposure to rigorous curriculum.

Most of the students at Polytechnic High School are the first in their family to attend college. Many students do not think themselves capable of attending, let alone completing, a college education. Community college enrollment gives students the experience and confidence necessary to make the leap to post-secondary education. SAT performance has traditionally been problematic for Polytechnic High School students; completion of courses at the community college level gives the students important evidence to present on an admission application showing ability to work at advanced levels.

Community college offers additional opportunities for students to take classes not available at Poly. Speech, anthropology, astronomy, art history, linear algebra, differential equations, swimming, dance, weight lifting, yoga, tap dancing, German and Japanese are just some of the classes taken by Polytechnic High School students. 

Poly has organized with Los Angeles Valley College to offer over 100 classes on the Poly campus since 2007.  Over 600 students have taken at least one college course on the Poly campus since 2007.  On average 217 Poly High School students are enrolled in a college class per quarter.  Poly has strategically offered college courses over a wide range of disciplines with the intended purpose of helping students meet the Intersegmental General Education Transfer Curriculum (IGETC) – the first two years of general education courses that college level students complete before transferring to a University.   74% of the seniors in the Advantage Plus program has completed or is ready to take English 101.  Of the students at Poly that have completed English 101, 72% has also completed English 102 and/or English 103.  
Opportunities to Complete Career Technical Education (CTE) Requirements

Assembly Bill (AB) 2448 is a comprehensive reform bill designed to strengthen the focus of Regional Occupational Center Programs (ROCPs) in supporting high school programs and sequenced CTE courses. AB 2448 requires that by June 30, 2011, 90% of all CTE courses must be “sequenced.” Compliance with this bill directly affects funding for high schools, ROCP’s, and community colleges.

A sequence, as defined by the bill, is a progression of two or more 150-hour courses that result in:

· attaining a skill certificate, which could include but is not limited to an industry certification

· fulfilling a prerequisite requirement

· leading to a high wage/significant wage increase

· meeting an A-G requirement

Sequencing is required where high school, ROCP, and/or the Community College offer courses in the same pathway. The sequence may be created using high school courses, ROP CTE courses and/or community college courses.

To be compliant with the bill, Poly must follow this new law by establishing a sequential framework for the courses we offer. This does not mean we will eliminate courses that do not belong in a sequence; however, we may expand offerings to create more sequences. More industry certifications and articulations will be sought after to improve the quality and end result of our sequences.  

Connect-ED

Beginning in the fall of 2008, Poly began using Connect-ED, a web-based communication program adopted by LAUSD, as a way to increase communication with parents.  Connect-ED is a communication program that teachers, counselors, and administrators can use to send phone calls to the homes of students.  In the program, prewritten messages, which include both positive and negative comments, can be selected by a teacher and the program will send the message to the parent in their home language.  This allows the teacher to increase communication with parents regardless of any language barriers.  Administrators and counselors have used Connect-ED to send important information home, such as when CAHSEE or CST testing is taking place.  
Almost 70% of teachers have used Connect-ED and they have delivered over 15,000 comments so far during the 2010 – 2011 school year.  The comments the teachers sent have been about 30% positive, 40% negative, and 30% neutral.
Data Director/ Formative and Summative Assessment 

Two years ago Poly adopted the software program Data Director.  In this program teachers have access to all available data (CST, CAHSEE, periodic assessment, formative assessment, etc.) about their current and past students.  The adoption of this program was due to the focused attention given to formative and summative assessment.  The questions in the formative and summative assessments which Poly uses were developed by departments under the guidance of lead teachers.  In making the questions for the assessment, they examined course blueprints, state standards, question stems, and released CST questions.  With Data Director, teachers and departments can import the student assessments and analyze the data.  The program charts results so teachers can determine if students mastered a particular standard. The teachers will then use the data on the formative and summative assessments to analyze their teaching and find areas of strength and areas that need improvement.
One of the main drives of adopting this program and creating our own formative and summative assessment was to get student test results in a timely manner.  When teachers used the districts periodic assessments, they would often get the results after their students had finished the course.  Creating our own formative assessment and using Data Director to get immediate test results allows the teachers to use the information to modify their instruction with the tested students.

Department leads and coordinators were given the initial training.  In this training they were taught how to import school developed formative and summative assessments, and how they could use Data Director to help focus department meetings on how to improve the departments teaching.  Teachers were later trained in two period by period meetings on how they can use this program to learn about their students’ abilities and areas to focus their instruction.  
All departments have begun creating formative and summative assessments along with analyzing the data using Data Director.  The 9th and 10th Grade English department has developed four formative assessments (Persuasion, Literary Analysis, Exposition, and a combined mix).  The 10th grade additional 5 formative assessments on Macbeth. The 11th and 12th grade has 4 formative assessments which are focused on Expository Writing and Reading Modules (ERWC).  The social studies department has created a formative assessment which is used as a common midterm and they have created a common final assessment for both world and US history.  The math department has developed three formative assessments and a pre/post assessment for algebra 1, as well as summative assessments for geometry and algebra 2.  The math department uses Data Director to analyze student mastery on key standards and provides each student with a personal analysis of their performance on the test.  The world language department has started creating formative assessments, but has not progressed to the point where they can use Data Director.  With the science department, the chemistry department has created 11 formative assessments, the biology department has created 13 formative assessments, the geology department has created 7 formative assessments, and the physics department has created 3 formative and 1 summative assessment.  Once teachers give the formative or summative assessment, they are able to immediately scan the student responses and get the results.  Data Director gives the teacher various data results that can be use to inform instruction, such as item analysis and test statistics.  The department analyzes the data created by Data Director to focus on best practices, instructional methods, and collaborate on ways to improve instruction.  
Expository Literacy Grant 

Based on the results of the EAP (Early Assessment Program) assessment which 11th grade students take as part of the CST, 1% of students were considered college ready in 2007.  This led the English department to look for alternatives to improve their instruction and better prepare students for college.  The 11th grade English department has incorporated the instructional strategies from the Expository Reading and Writing Course (ERWC) developed by the CAPP Expository Literacy grant in collaboration with the California State Universities.  The goal of the program is to improve the rigor in English classes and college readiness.  Using ERWC templates, teachers identify key texts, writing tasks, and college readiness standards and assessments to support increased proficiency on the EAP or English Placement Test (EPT).  Many of the 11th grade English teachers have been trained in using ERWC strategies and have shared their knowledge and views of the program in their department meetings.  Since the implementation for the ERWC strategies in 11th grade English classes, the results from the 2010 EAP test showed that 11% of students were college ready, over double the amount the previous year.  In June of 2010, the entire English department participated in a 3-day ERWC curriculum training at California State University, Northridge.  9th and 10th grade teachers have adopted two units each from the ERWC curriculum and are in the process of creating their own ERWC curriculum aligned units so that ELA college preparation can begin as soon as our students enter Poly.  

Professional Development – Focused on Students of Poverty

In the Schoolwide Action Plan the first action step was to develop a schoolwide culture that emphasizes teacher efficacy and high expectations for all students. The leadership team discussed strategies to meet this action step and decided that there needed to be professional development that focused on students of poverty so that the teachers would develop a better understanding of their students. 

Six members of our leadership team attended a Dr. Ruby Payne two-day workshop at the end of school year 2008-2009.  The objective was to increase our capacity to support the increased efficacy of our teachers.  Dr. Payne’s strategies are designed to help our teachers form positive connections and relationships with our students in addition to focusing on process strategies to support development of our students’ habits of mind.  Increased efficacy then becomes evident when teachers are newly able to engage habitually non-motivated students.  

We began this work in the Instructional Cabinet in 2009-2010 by leading a group study with approximately 30 members of the leadership team on the concepts in Dr. Ruby Payne’s book Framework for Understanding Poverty.  Instructional Cabinet members then led review and discussions in the Freshman Center, Tenth Grade Center, and Newcomers’ SLC meetings.
In addition to reviewing the strategies from Dr. Payne, the Freshman Center staff used biographies of Poly students to engage teachers in the practical work of identifying strategies that could be employ to support these students.  We also began to implement positive behavior supports for students by offering student of the week awards aligned to our Positive Behavior Support Plan which focuses on Poly’s Four for Life: Be Respectful, Be Responsible, Be Safe, Be On Time.  We encouraged teachers to use these awards to leverage improved outcomes with typically struggling students as opposed to just giving them to the A students.

Our upper-division SLCs (HABIT, FAME, and SPORT/EHS) and the magnet have begun implementation of the Ruby Payne strategies in school year 2010-2011.  In addition to reviewing and discussing the strategies, they are applying the strategies to students chosen by SLC teachers.  Each SLC teacher has chosen two students to mentor with the goal of helping them to re-engage with school in a positive way that will lead to improved academic outcomes. 

Decrease in Budget – Due to Becoming Single Track and the Economy
Due to changing from a multi-track school to a single track school and the current economic conditions, Poly has had dramatic changes over the last two years. Budget constraints have resulted in a decrease in norm based staff which caused an increase in class size.  Examples include the elimination of the 20:1 ratio for 9th and 11th grade English classes.  Counselor loads have also increased significantly due to budget cuts which makes it more difficult to find the time to identify students who are in danger of not being A-G compliant upon graduation. Instructional coaches were eliminated two years ago, a choice made by the School site Council who chose to use the funds to serve students in other ways.   In the last two years, Poly went from about 4,400 students to about 3,000 students and from about 500 employees to about 300 employees.  Due to the large downsizing in staff, Poly had to reconfigure the SLC staff.  The result has been fewer people having more responsibilities.  With the loss of many teachers because of RIFs (reduction in force) and displacements due to increased class sizes and fewer students, Poly has not hired new teachers. The teaching staff has therefore become more of a veteran staff.  This year, the clerical staff was also decreased from 22 to 10 employees.  This pattern of reductions will continue in 2011-12 with further cuts in budget and staff.  
Advantage Plus
As schools are being remade as intervention institutions, many gifted and highly motivated students are not receiving the challenging courses and academic support services they deserve.  Poly met this increasing need of our students by providing an accelerated program that begins in the 9th grade and includes advanced math and English courses, honors biology, foreign language, and college courses integrated into the program.  Presently over 360 students have taken advantage of college course offerings on Poly’s campus and over 120 students have already completed college level English 101.  Many of our Advantage students have utilized open-enrollment to participate in this advanced program that was designed specifically to prepare them to compete at the highest level for enrollment to the best universities.  
District 2 Instructional Practices (Use of Academic Vocabulary, Thinking and Speaking in Complete Sentences, Evidence of Writing)

In school year 2008 – 2009, LAUSD Local District 2 decided to focus implementing the instructional practices of use of academic vocabulary, thinking and speaking in complete sentences, and evidence in writing.  One of the goals of using these strategies is to increase access of instruction for EL students.  The overall goal is to improve students learning and prepare them for their future in college and careers. 
These strategies were introduced to the schools through a principals’ meeting.  Mr. Loera then brought the ideas to Poly where departments discussed ideas of implementing the strategies in their classes.  Poly had already been focusing on the use of academic vocabulary before the 2008 WASC visit. In departments, teachers discussed the instructional strategies, their importance, and how to incorporate them into their daily instruction.  By discussing ways to incorporate these instructional strategies, the teachers at Poly were able to reflect on their own teaching and discuss best practices within their department.  To measure the use of these strategies in the classroom, they were included on the 3x3 Observation form.  After each 3x3 Observation departments discuss the extent to which these strategies are used and their effectiveness.  Please see the appendix for 3x3 Observation results.  
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The Schoolwide Action Plan, created in preparation for the accreditation visit in 2008, and the recommendations made by the WASC team have been the main center of focus when discussing and implementing new strategies or trainings.  The goals of the Action Plan and the recommendations by the 2008 WASC teams are:

Schoolwide Action Plan Goals

1. Develop and implement a comprehensive plan to decrease the percentage of students who score Far Below Basic and Below Basic on the California Standards Test, with the ultimate goal of increasing the percentage students who score Proficient and Advanced.

2. Develop and implement a plan to increase graduation rates and readiness for post-secondary education by increasing the percentage of students who complete A-G requirements and by raising the school’s passing rate on the CAHSEE.

3. Develop and implement a plan to narrow the achievement gap between Special Education and English Language Learners and the general education population while increasing the achievement results for all groups (per Goals #1 and #2).

2008 WASC Recommendations

1. Increasing communication among stakeholders to help with instructional improvement.

2. Time for SLC and department teacher collaboration, to revise curricular pacing to better align to the CSTs and 4x4 block schedule.

3. The development and use of formative assessment to inform instruction.

4. Increase rigor across the curriculum.

5. The creation and use of site-developed rubrics.

The process for establishing the three critical academic needs was a three-part process.   Fifteen focus groups composed of faculty members, parents, and students collected evidence related to the criteria for the five categories in the WASC self-study for the 2008 visit.  The focus group leaders presented the summary of findings, areas of strength and areas of growth to a representative group of 50 stakeholders at a day-long retreat in November 2007.  At that retreat, participants in small table groups prioritized the areas of growth from the focus groups and narrowed down the identified needs.  As a final step, they reached consensus on the three areas of improvement that are addressed in the action plan that follows.  The Schoolwide Action Plan itself was created by the leadership team, which consists of administrators, coordinators and focus group leaders which include classroom teachers.  Various drafts of the action plan were shared with stakeholders including, teachers, parents and students for review and input.

After the 2008 WASC visit, the Leadership Team met to ensure that all of the Visiting Team’s recommendations were integrated into the Schoolwide Action Plan. They then discussed how they will continue to implement and monitor the progress Poly is making towards achieving the goals set forth in the Action Plan.  The Schoolwide Action Plan presented in the 2008 WASC report is the only Action Plan that Poly is currently following.  With entering PI, year 1 status, Poly will now need to also create a Single School Plan for Student Achievement.  In creating this action plan, Poly will align it with the goals of the Schoolwide Action Plan already in place. Please see the appendix for the Schoolwide Action Plan.
Each year, the Action Plan Assessment Committee, an Instructional Cabinet committee comprised of about twenty administrators, coordinators, lead teachers, and other leadership team members, meet to discuss the school’s progress on the Schoolwide Action Plan.  They review the plan; discussed the progress that had been made and any obstacles that were preventing further progress towards meeting the goals and recommendations in the Action Plan.  The team then created and discussed strategies for the upcoming year to work towards further achieving the goals.  This planning and discussion continues throughout the year in staff meetings, Instructional Cabinet meetings, School Site Counsel meetings, Data Team meetings and is then implemented with the whole staff at professional development meetings.  The Data Team meets throughout the year to analyze school data and monitor progress towards meeting the goals. The Instructional Cabinet discusses ways of implementing or creating new programs or strategies that would accomplish parts of the goals.  The teachers then use the strategies and ideas discussed in the professional development meetings in their classes. Data on tests results (CST, CAHSEE, formative and summative assessments), 3x3 observations, and surveys are used as a measurement to determine if progress is being made towards meeting the goals in the Schoolwide Action Plan.  The progress that has been made towards the goals has been shared during whole group meetings, department meetings, SLC meetings, ELAC and CEAC parent meetings, and School Site Counsel meetings.  
CAPP meetings have been used to monitor Poly’s progress in the Schoolwide Action Plan.  One of the major goals of CAPP is to develop leadership capacity (non-administrator) within the school, which ties into the first goal of the Action Plan.  The CAPP grant funds the course leads and training for formative assessment implementation.  In the June CAPP meetings, the leadership team reflects on the school year and progress that has been made towards the Action Plan.  In that meeting they also plan for the next year, looking to see if there are any modifications that need to be made to the Action Plan.  
Since the visit in 2008, progress on the goals and recommendations has been shared with stakeholders in the following meetings:
	Date
	Faculty Meetings

	November 6-7, 2008
	Professional Development Retreat 

	May 29, 2009
	08-09 Action Plan Status Report

	June 23, 2009
	CAPP Plan

	February 2, 2010
	A-Track Pupil Free Day – Progress on goals from Action Plan

	February 26, 2010
	Data Team Meeting – Progress on goals from Action Plan

	March 11-12, 2010
	09-10 Action Plan Status Report

	June 22, 2010
	CAPP Plan

	October 25, 2010
	Instructional Cabinet Meeting – Preparation for midterm WASC Visit

	October 26, 2010
	Department Meeting – Discuss progress towards WASC goals and recommendations

	November 15, 2010
	Focus Group Meeting – Preparation for midterm WASC Visit

	November 16, 2010
	Department Meeting – Growth Needs about WASC goals and recommendations

	December 6, 2010
	Focus Group Meeting – Progress made towards goals

	December 7, 2010 
	Department Meeting - Discuss progress towards WASC goals and recommendations

	February 3, 2011
	Whole Group Professional Development – Progress on Action Plan

	February 10, 2011
	School Site Council Meeting


The preparation of the midterm report for Poly began in the spring of 2010.  The Action Plan Assessment Committee met for two days to begin the process in which they discussed the progress that Poly has made towards meeting the goals in the Schoolwide Action Plan and the various changes that have taken place at Poly since the last WASC visit.  Multiple meetings were held in 2010 to further analyze what Poly has accomplished and the new programs that have been implemented to determine what information to include in the report.  The writing of the midterm report was a collaborative effort with input from all types of stakeholders at Polytechnic High School.  The report was then shared during a professional development meeting on February 3, 2011 to get any final recommendations and feedback.  An overview of the WASC report was also shared with the School Site Council on February 10th for feedback. Parents will be shown to report in ELAC/CEAC meetings and asked for comments and feedback.
Professional Development

Polytechnic High School’s professional development plan each year is based on our Schoolwide Action Plan and re-calibrated annually to ensure we are making progress to meet out three schoolwide goals.  The goals provide the context for budget allocation, professional development and operational procedures.  

Content-specific professional development is held approximately twice a month on banked-time Tuesdays as departments meet for department meetings.  We are continuing the process of development and implementation of site created formative assessments in all the core areas.  Period by period professional development sessions are held as necessary.  When possible, teachers’ classes are covered for professional development sessions if they are held during the school day.  Many teachers participate in content-specific conferences off-site.

Small learning community focused professional development is held approximately once per month on banked-time Tuesdays.  SLC meetings in 2009 – 2010 focused on implementation of our Schoolwide Writing across the Curriculum Rubric (which was developed by a committee of teachers) and increasing our ability to actively engage students of poverty in the classroom.

School-wide, non-content-specific professional development is held approximately four times per year on banked-time Tuesdays and on an as-needed basis.  Focus is on updating teachers on new data that has been released and assessment of our schoolwide action plan. 

Progress on 2008 WASC Recommendations
The WASC recommendations from 2008 are integrated into the Schoolwide Action Plan.  Below is a brief description of the progress made towards those recommendations.  
1. Increasing communication among stakeholders to help with instructional improvement.

Over the last three years, Poly has worked towards increasing communication with all stakeholders.  The district-wide adoption of the web-based communication program Connect-ED has allowed teachers, counselors, and administrators to quickly and easily record, send, and track targeted, time-sensitive voice and text notifications to entire communities in minutes.  Connect-ED allows teachers to send messages to students’ homes in their respective primary language. Administrators and counselors use Connect-ED to send messages about important dates and events that are occurring at the school in both English and Spanish.  This system is also used to send messages to teachers and staff on their home phone and through school e-mail.  To date almost 40,000 messages have been sent at a proportion of roughly 30% positive, 33% neutral, and 37% negative.  70% of roster carrying teachers have used the communication tool up from 65% the previous year.  The number of messages sent is 26% higher in 2010-2011 than from the previous year.  
The Poly website was updated in the summer of 2010 to allow easier access to information for all stakeholders. The daily bulletin is also posted on the website and includes the Poly Calendar via use of Google Calendar.  Again the objective is to improve access to the daily operations and events of the school from every office and computer on campus.  

To improve and increase communication with all stakeholders, the principal Gerardo Loera started “Principal Tweets.”  Using Twitter, Mr. Loera posts about one tweet per day on important meetings, student achievements, sports information, etc., to keep followers informed about what is happening at Poly.  Currently he has 103 followers and the tweets are also posted on the Poly website.  

Due to restructuring of the school for SLCs, Poly was able to move the Parent Center to the main office building.  As parents enter the main administration building, the first office they will see is the Parent Center.  The centralized location allows the Parent Center to share with all stakeholders the different services they provide.  
Since Poly is no longer on a multi-track schedule, communication will improve.  Previously one-third of the staff did not attend meetings because they were off-track.  When they came back meetings had to be held to review what they missed.  Now the entire staff is able to attend all meetings and the need for intensive review is no longer necessary.  The meetings can therefore be more meaningful and productive. 

2. Time for SLC and department teacher collaboration, to revise curricular pacing to better align to the CSTs and 4x4 block schedule.

The professional development calendar for school year 2010 - 2011 was created so that the departments could meet about twice a month and each SLC was able to meet about once a month.  The objective was to give departments extra time to identify power standards and to develop formative assessments.  Departments were also given funding to collaborate during half and full day meetings to set goals, refine plans, and develop and revise formative assessments.  Teachers were also able to collaborate on pacing plans.  This was especially important with the change of the calendar for the 2010-2011 school year.  This school year, department and SLCs each have 1-2 meetings a month.  The goal was to put a grater focus on the upper-division SLCs to leverage the opening of the new SLC office in room 95.  We continue to allocate funding to encourage teachers to meet together, in addition to department meetings, to continue refinement of pacing plans, curriculum maps, formative assessments, and to review student formative data.  We also leverage department and SLC time by having teachers present mini-lessons to share best practices.
3. The development and use of formative assessment to inform instruction.

All departments have begun creating formative and summative assessments and analyzing the data using Data Director.  Once teachers give the formative or summative assessment, they are able to immediately scan the student responses and get the results.  The Data Director tool provides various data reports that can be used to inform instruction through detailed standard and item analysis. 

English

The 9th and 10th Grade English department has developed four formative assessments (Persuasion, Literary Analysis, Exposition, and a combined mix).  The 10th grade also developed an additional 5 formative assessments on Macbeth. The department analyzes the data provided by Data Director to focus on best practices, instructional methods, and to collaborate on ways to improve instruction.  The 11th and 12th grade has 4 formative assessments which are focused on Expository Writing and Reading Modules (ERWC).  
Social Studies
The social studies department has created a formative assessment which is used as a common midterm and they have created a common final assessment for both world and US history.  
Mathematics
The math department has developed three formative assessments and a pre/post assessment for algebra 1.  They have also developed summative assessments for geometry and algebra 2.  The math department uses Data Director to analyze student mastery on key standards and gives each student a personal analysis of their performance on the test.  
Science 
With the science department, chemistry has created 11formative assessments, the biology department has created 13 formative assessments, the geology department has created 7 formative assessments, and the physics department has created 3 formative and 1 summative assessment.  

4. Increase rigor across the curriculum.

Teachers at Poly continue to strive towards giving students a meaningful education that will prepare them for college and careers.  Progress towards increasing rigor has begun through an increased focus on standards-based assessment which has informed changes and increased rigor in our standards-based instruction.  Professional development at Poly has been focused on steps to improve student education, such as identifying power standards, development of formative and summative assessment, and improving student instruction by implementing school-wide instructional strategies (Note-taking, Thinking Maps, Academic Vocabulary Development, Anticipatory Activities, Cooperative Learning, Use of Complete Sentences, and Evidence in Writing).  Therefore, the focus has been to first agree on what students should learn, how they will be assessed, and then calibrating instruction to meet these targets.  More focused discussions on rigor have started this year in instructional cabinet, department, and SLC meetings as we search for ways to better prepare our students to be college and career ready.  One of the areas we have focused intently on is language arts.  11th and 12th grade English teachers have implemented new curriculum designed to better prepare students for the Early Assessment Program test.  Initial results have been promising as we have increased our college readiness in English on the EAP test 6% in one year.  
5. The creation and use of site-developed rubrics.
After the 2008 WASC visit, a group of interdisciplinary teachers and coordinators formed to create a Writing across the Curriculum Rubric.  This rubric was introduced to the staff in a whole group professional development meeting in 2009 and then further discussed in SLC professional development meetings.  In the SLC meeting, student work was analyzed using the rubric.  The goals in using the rubric are to reinforce strong academic writing practices while also using the tool to emphasize meta-cognition based on the theory of writing to learn.  Since the implementation of the rubric, there has been an increase from 1% in 2007 to 11% in 2010 on the CSU Freshman Proficiency Writing test (Early Assessment Program), although this is more attributed to the English reading and writing curriculum adopted by upper-grade English teachers.
There remains a lack of teacher buy-in of writing across the curriculum and use of the rubric in any comprehensive way.  We need more professional development time to focus on the use of the rubric before it will have the desired impact.  In the last two years, there has been a larger focus on getting teachers from every discipline to incorporate student writing into the curriculum.  With the increase in writing, teachers will hopefully begin to see the importance of the rubric.  
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	Goal 1 (Area of Improvement): Develop and implement a comprehensive plan to decrease the percentage of students who score Far Below Basic and Below Basic on the California Standards Test with the ultimate goal of increasing the percentage of students who score Proficient and Advanced.


In 2008, Polytechnic High School met 11 out of the 26 targets (5 of the 13 targets for decreasing the percentage of students who score Far Below Basic and Below Basic, and 6 of the 13 targets for increasing the percentage of students who score Proficient and Advanced) addressing goal 1 of the schoolwide action plan.  

In 2009, Polytechnic High School met 9 out of the 26 targets (3 of the 13 targets for decreasing the percentage of students who score Far Below Basic and Below Basic, and 6 of the 13 targets for increasing the percentage of students who score Proficient and Advanced) addressing goal 1 of the schoolwide action plan.  

In 2010, Polytechnic High School met 12 out of the 26 targets (5 of the 13 targets for decreasing the percentage of students who score Far Below Basic and Below Basic, and 7 of the 13 targets for increasing the percentage of students who score Proficient and Advanced) addressing goal 1 of the schoolwide action plan.  

While not meeting all of the targets, Polytechnic High School is making progress towards meeting the goal. 18 out of the 26 areas showed improvement in 2008, 15 out of the 26 areas showed improvement in 2009, and 24 out of the 26 areas showed improvement in 2010. 

	Test
	Levels
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011
	2012
	2013

	
	
	Baseline
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ELA 9
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	39%
	34%
	29%
	24%
	19%
	14%
	9%

	Scores
	 
	39%
	36%
	40%
	30%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	31%
	34%
	37%
	40%
	43%
	46%
	49%

	Scores
	 
	31%
	34%
	30%
	39%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ELA 10
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	47%
	42%
	37%
	32%
	27%
	22%
	17%

	Scores
	 
	47%
	42%
	31%
	29%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	20%
	23%
	26%
	29%
	32%
	35%
	38%

	Scores
	 
	20%
	30%
	37%
	35%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ELA 11
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	55%
	50%
	45%
	40%
	35%
	30%
	25%

	Scores
	 
	55%
	52%
	51%
	39%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	19%
	22%
	25%
	28%
	31%
	34%
	37%

	Scores
	 
	19%
	20%
	24%
	35%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Algebra 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	68%
	62%
	56%
	50%
	44%
	38%
	32%

	Scores
	 
	68%
	67%
	68%
	60%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	11%
	15%
	19%
	23%
	27%
	31%
	35%

	Scores
	 
	11%
	11%
	11%
	16%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Geometry
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	77%
	70%
	63%
	56%
	49%
	42%
	34%

	Scores
	 
	77%
	68%
	71%
	65%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	10%
	14%
	18%
	22%
	26%
	30%
	34%

	Scores
	 
	10%
	12%
	14%
	17%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Algebra 2
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	79%
	72%
	65%
	58%
	51%
	44%
	37%

	Scores
	 
	79%
	78%
	80%
	57%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	8%
	12%
	17%
	22%
	27%
	32%
	37%

	Scores
	 
	8%
	6%
	3%
	20%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Biology
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	51%
	46%
	41%
	36%
	31%
	26%
	21%

	Scores
	 
	51%
	41%
	44%
	40%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	12%
	15%
	18%
	21%
	24%
	27%
	30%

	Scores
	 
	12%
	27%
	19%
	23%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Chemistry
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	48%
	43%
	38%
	33%
	28%
	23%
	18%

	Scores
	 
	48%
	51%
	42%
	39%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	8%
	11%
	14%
	17%
	20%
	23%
	26%

	Scores
	 
	8%
	14%
	19%
	21%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Earth Sci.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	57%
	52%
	47%
	42%
	37%
	32%
	26%

	Scores
	 
	57%
	47%
	48%
	58%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	8%
	11%
	14%
	17%
	20%
	23%
	26%

	Scores
	 
	8%
	10%
	9%
	12%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Physics
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	22%
	17%
	12%
	7%
	2%
	0%
	0%

	Scores
	 
	22%
	18%
	9%
	8%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	11%
	14%
	17%
	20%
	23%
	26%
	29%

	Scores
	 
	11%
	22%
	46%
	49%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Int. Sci. 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	50%
	45%
	40%
	35%
	30%
	25%
	20%

	Scores
	 
	50%
	64%
	61%
	53%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	7%
	10%
	13%
	16%
	19%
	22%
	25%

	Scores
	 
	7%
	2%
	2%
	5%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	World History
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	69%
	62%
	55%
	48%
	41%
	34%
	27%

	Scores
	 
	69%
	60%
	57%
	40%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	9%
	12%
	15%
	18%
	21%
	24%
	27%

	Scores
	 
	9%
	15%
	17%
	28%
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	U.S. History
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	FBB & BB
	59%
	54%
	49%
	44%
	39%
	34%
	29%

	Scores
	 
	59%
	57%
	48%
	38%
	 
	 
	 

	Targets
	Prof. & Adv.
	19%
	22%
	25%
	28%
	31%
	34%
	39%

	Scores
	 
	19%
	18%
	27%
	36%
	 
	 
	 

	Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.
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1.   Develop a school-wide culture that emphasizes teacher efficacy and high expectations for all students.  

	Progress:

Six members of our leadership team attended a Dr. Ruby Payne two-day workshop at the end of school year 2008-2009.  The objective was to increase our capacity to support the increased efficacy of our teachers.  Dr. Payne’s strategies are designed to help teachers form positive connections and relationships with students in addition to focusing on process strategies to support development of students’ habits of mind.  Increased efficacy then becomes evident when teachers are newly able to engage habitually non-motivated students.  Ruby Payne strategies that have been applied are: case studies, collaborations between teachers with common students, identifying ways to support resource development of high-risk students, emphasizing process as much as product, and using mental models, stories and frameworks (Thinking Maps) to organize information. 

We began this work in the Instructional Cabinet in 2009-2010 by leading a group study with approximately 30 members of the leadership team on the concepts in Dr. Payne’s book Framework for Understanding Poverty.  As we covered concepts in the book, they were taken back to Small Learning Communities (SLC) in the Freshman Center, Tenth Grade Center, and Newcomers’ SLC and reviewed and discussed during SLC meetings.  

In addition to reviewing the strategies from Dr. Payne, Freshman Center staff used biographies of Poly students to engage teachers in the practical work of identifying strategies that we could employ to support these students.  We also began to implement positive behavior supports for students by offering student of the week awards aligned to our Positive Behavior Support Plan which included Poly’s Four for Life: Be Respectful, Be Responsible, Be Safe, Be On Time.  We encouraged teachers to use these awards to leverage improved outcomes with typically struggling students as opposed to just giving them to the A students.


Our upper-division SLCs (HABIT, FAME, and SPORT/EHS) and magnet have begun implementation of the Ruby Payne strategies in school year 2010-2011.  In addition to reviewing and discussing the strategies, they are applying the strategies to students chosen by SLC teachers.  Each SLC teacher has chosen two students to mentor with the goal of helping them to re-engage with school in a positive way that will lead to improved academic outcomes. 

We have also used buttons and attendance incentives (for improvement) as well as other strategies to motivate students and to help teachers increase their efficacy with students that have been reluctant learners. 

Poly has also implemented formative assessments across the curriculum (which will be discussed in more detail in a later section).  Departments generally, and subject area teachers specifically have created new pacing plans and assessments aligned to the CST blueprint in an effort to increase the rigor and expectations of what students can will do. 


Based on the 2009 – 2010 LAUSD School Experience Survey:
· Over 91% of students agreed that “my teacher believes I can do well”
· Over 83% of students agreed that “my teacher cares about me” up 5% points from only 1 year ago.
· 74% of students agreed that “I study hard for tests and quizzes”, up 4% from last year
· 87% of students agreed that “adults at this school are fair to people of all backgrounds”
· 100% of teachers agreed that “I am proud of my school”
· 92% of teachers agreed that “this school is clear about out standards for student learning”

Obstacles to Action:
· The multi-track calendar had made efforts to implement reforms difficult due to communication breakdowns with the track that was off at any given point of year.
· Fragmented nature of SLCs affected implementation due to strategies being implemented to varying degrees depending upon the SLC leadership and priorities of SLC.
Next Steps:
· Continue implementation this year with emphasis on implementation in upper-division SLCs.  
· Identify ways, besides surveys, to assess implementation of strategies school-wide.
Person Responsible:
· Principal
· Administration
· Instructional Cabinet
· SLC coordinators


2.   Promote ongoing, effective use of the following strategies in support of rigorous, standards-based curriculum.  
· Vocabulary development

· Reciprocal teaching

· Thinking maps

· Note-taking strategies

· Anticipatory activities

	Progress:

The departments continue to discuss the five strategies to improve rigor in their standards-based curriculum.  During department meetings, teachers present “mini lessons” where they incorporate at least one strategy adopted by the school.  The Local District has also promoted use of Vocabulary Development by providing professional development to school administrators on increasing the use of Academic Language, Complete Thoughts and Sentences and Writing.

Peer Observations using the 3x3 Observation model where teams of teachers observe class periods three times for one class period occurs three times a year.  Data is collected and summarized school wide and by department.  Departments then review to what extent the instructional strategies are utilized and use it for goal setting to increase the effective use of school wide instructional strategies.

An Instructional Strategy Criteria Development Worksheet was created by departments on 2/10/09 and 3/3/09 that can be used as a quick reference for teachers.  Please see the appendix for a copy. 

The summary below is an excerpt from the data collected from 3x3 Observations.
· Between August 2009 and December 2009, the use of Academic Vocabulary had increased from 68.7% to 78.4%.  However, in November of 2010, use of Academic Vocabulary was recorded at 68%.
· Between August 2009 and December 2009, the use of thinking maps had increased from 18.7% to 25.7%.  In November of 2010, the use of Thinking Maps in any given classroom dropped down to 18%.
· Between August 2009 and December 2009, the use of note taking had increased from 57.8% to 66.2%.  In November of 2010, Note Taking decreased down to 50%.
Obstacles to Action:


· School wide use of the five instructional strategies has not consistently increased.  The data collected by teachers shows that trends go up and down over time. Perhaps increased class size as result of recent budget cuts has created more reluctance from teachers in the development stage of using the strategies to embrace the strategies consistently. 
· A few teachers were added to the Poly staff this year and were not familiar with the strategies that the school is using.  

Next Steps:


· The school instructional leadership team needs to refocus on promoting the use of effective instructional strategies.  
· More teacher modeling within the content areas via Mini Lesson presentations needs to be promoted and shared.  
· The Small Learning Communities collaboration time will also include more time to promote use of our school wide instructional strategies. 
Person(s) Responsible:
· Administration
· Department Chairs and Course Leads
· SLC coordinators


3.   Develop a common rubric for expository writing across the curriculum.

	Progress:

An Interdisciplinary team of teachers and coordinators lead by an Instructional Specialist created a Writing Across the Curriculum Rubric for use school wide. Since the implementation of the Writing Across the Curriculum Rubric, there has been an increase of the percent of students ready for college from 1% in 2007 to 5% in 2009 and 11% in 2010 on the CSU Freshman Proficiency Writing test (Early Assessment Program).  This may be more a product of the hard work the 11th grade teachers have done to implement the English Reading and Writing Curriculum which was designed to prepare students for the EAP exam.

During Small Learning Community Professional Development time, some student work has been analyzed using the adopted rubric.  However, there remains a lack of buy-in or understanding of purpose for the rubric.  The 9th and 10th grade Small Learning Communities have progressed further than the upper grade theme based Small Learning Communities.  The rubric is available online at http://www.polyhigh.org/secure/?dir=Instruction and a copy can be found in the appendix.  
 
Obstacles to Action: 
· There is a key leadership team of teachers that is leading this effort but not enough capacity is built yet to do this well.  
· Teachers may not understand the usefulness or purpose of using the rubric across content areas.  Some teachers see the use of the rubric as an encroachment of instructional time within their content areas.  Some English teachers feel the rubric should have a greater alignment to the CSU rubric for Expository Writing.  However, consensus across all departments is that we continue to use the rubric created by the school because it is applicable across content areas. 
· Data to monitor its’ use is limited.
Next Steps:
· Professional Development on the importance of writing across the curriculum needs to be conducted for the whole school.  
· Members of Poly’s instructional team are participating in the district’s Writing Task Force.  Professional Development activities and work from the task force will be shared with the teachers to increase their understanding of how to better integrate writing into the curriculum.  
· More time needs to be allocated to looking at examples of student work and conducting scoring sessions using the rubric. The upper grade SLCs will dedicate more of their professional development time to examine student writing using the rubric. 
Person Responsible: 
· Administration
· Department chairs
· SLC leads
· LAUSD Writing Task Force Members


4.   Develop school-based formative assessments that are aligned with the standards-based curriculum and that reflect the school’s ESLRs.

· Increase student ownership of learning 

· Work with the district to expedite results of periodic assessments so they can be used as formative assessments

	Progress:

Significant progress made in developing and implementing formative assessments school wide.  The school has gone beyond the district’s implementation of periodic assessments by increasing the quality and frequency of assessments in a larger number of content areas.  Seventeen Course Leads (teacher leaders) have led the effort in insuring all teachers are participating in the formative assessment cycle.  Polytechnic HS is the first school in LAUSD to implement Data Director, a web-based assessment tool to help support this work.  In this program, teachers can link test questions to standards and have to program desegregate student responses.  Initial training was conducted for course leads followed by training for the entire faculty.  Training is ongoing in 2010-11 with the Course Leads participating in more advanced training and all teachers participating in introductory and/or intermediate training.  During department meetings, teachers work collaboratively in developing formative and summative assessments, in addition to analyzing data and developing curriculum maps.  The alignment of the assessments is continuously refined by looking at the questions, blueprints, question stems and data from the CST and formative assessments.  

The following is the extent to which formative assessments are implemented at Polytechnic HS.  All departments are actively using Data Director and the teacher buy in is high.

· English – 9th and 10th Grade administer four Formative Assessments, each given four weeks into the quarter focused on the corresponding content area (Persuasion, Literary Analysis, Exposition, and a combined mix).  Each assessment is based on a blended blueprint of the CST and the CAHSEE.  Buy-in is high with all English 9 and 10 teachers participating.  Student data is collected in Data Director and grade-level course leads generate reports to share in grade-level teams.  Discussions use the data as a focus to share best practices, instructional methods, challenges, and to collaborate on ways to improve instruction.  A cultural shift is in progress to view the tests as instructional tools to deliver content (reviewing the tests and discussing the concepts), rather than invasive interruptions to instruction.  Grade level teams are currently drafting matching summative assessments which mirror the formatives.  These tools will allow for immediate standards-based measurement of student progress within each quarter.  The next step is to implement standards inventories for students as another dimension of reviewing assessment results in order to increase student ownership of their achievement.  Time and testing fatigue remain challenges.
· English – 11th and 12th Grade formative assessment are centered around Expository Writing and Reading Modules (ERWC).  Formative Assessments in 11th and 12th grade English are centered around Value of Life, Fast Food Nation and Into the Wild, rCST Diagnostic - Reading and Composing Skills Test developed by the California State University. The rCST serves as a diagnostic for the EPT or EAP test.
· World and US History both have common midterm and final assessments.
· Algebra 1 - 3 Formative Assessments per quarter. Transition to Advanced Algebra 1 has a pre and post assessment that focuses on skills and concepts that students need for success in Algebra 1.  Freshman math teachers meet weekly at lunch to discuss assessment results and share best practices.
· Geometry  - Summative assessments for Geometry A and B.  Formative assessments developed for Geometry A. Formative assessments are currently in development for Geometry B
· Algebra 2 - Common assessments developed for Algebra 2A and common assessments is in development for Algebra 2B.
· World language – formative and summative assessments are in progress
· Chemistry – 11 formative assessments 
· Biology – 13 formative assessments
· Geology – 7 formative assessments
· Physics – 3 formative assessments and 1 summative assessment
· All departments are using Data Director
· Data collection and sharing incomplete
Data Director Training has been provided for all teachers.  At this point, seventeen Course Leads continue to support teachers within their course and content area on the implementation in Data Director. For example, Course Leads collaborate with department chairs and fellow teachers on the window for formative assessment implementation.  The Course Leads then print copies of the assessments, distribute them to teachers with precoded answer documents, collect and scan the assessments and then provide the data. 
Obstacles to Action:

· Further training is needed to encourage all teachers to use the Data Director system themselves and rely less on the Course Leads for implementation.  
Next Steps:
· Further Data Director training for all classroom teachers will focus on showing teachers how to access their own reports in Data Director and how to engage in meaningful discussion about what to do with the data once it is available.  
· Teachers will continue to develop formative assessments and refine them as necessary.  
· More work will be done to determine and increase alignment between formative assessments and the California Standards Test.  
· We also need to study and work on aligning grades, formative assessments and CST results.  

· Results for each assessment need to systematically be shared with students in order to help increase their ownership of student learning.
Person Responsible:
· Administration
· Department chairs
· Course Leads


5.   Review and revise as needed instructional guides and pacing plans in all content areas that reflect the  4x4 block schedule, with special attention to the following:

· Integration of ESLRs into the pacing plans 

· Administration dates of high-stakes tests so that all content is covered prior to the tests

· Data from CST that identifies specific school-wide areas of need

· Content-specific requirements or activities 

· SLC theme-based instruction

	Progress:

Core subject areas began revising their pacing plans in 2008-2009 in preparation for implementation of formative assessments.  Outlines were made to develop formative assessments without the specificity desired.

In 2009 – 2010, departments worked on modifying their pacing plans in preparation for the change from a 163 day year-round calendar to a 180 day Balanced Traditional Calendar.  While making these plans, teachers incorporated the ESLRs and analyzed CST data. With the CST data, teachers looked at how students have performed on the clusters for each course.  Focusing on how students had performed previously, teachers identified areas of need that they addressed when creating the new pacing plans. Teachers also developed the plan so that all or most key standards were taught prior to the CST test. 

During the present school year 2010-2011, all subject areas are working on curriculum maps which includes the following: standards, enduring questions, skills, text selection, assessments, and academic vocabulary.

Social studies revised their pacing plan for the 180 day school year for world and US history and CST heavily covered topics.  They meet annually to assess their pacing plans and revise accordingly.  They are currently working on more detailed curriculum maps for all subject areas.

Math – Algebra 1 was revised in 2008-2009, but the other subject areas continue to use the pacing plans provided by LAUSD.  During the school year 2009-2010, the math department met weekly to review formative assessment data and develop curriculum maps for Algebra 1 and Transition to Advanced Mathematics.  The maps were created for these two classes.  In addition, based on data from TAM formative assessments and a diagnostic exam given to 8th grade feeder students, the math 9 team decided to revise TAM curriculum and pacing guide to better meet skill deficiencies of our student population.  They eliminated TAM 2 entirely (which was used for students that didn’t earn an 80% or higher).  Math 9 did this because of the belief that students that were programmed into TAM 2 ended up being tracked together due to programming needs.  Now, students get TAM 1 to develop their proficiency on access standards for Algebra 1.  All TAM students are now programmed into Algebra 1 during the second quarter.  If these students are not successful, they will be given additional support through a computer-based program called ALEKS, Assessment and LEarning in Knowledge Spaces, a Web-based, artificially intelligent assessment and learning system used in a zero period by a math 9 teacher.

English – 9th and 10th grade pacing plans were completed during school year 2008-2009.  They continue to be reviewed and updated by grade level teachers in collaboration as needed.  11th and 12th grade continue to be in development.  English 9 completed a draft of a curriculum map for the whole school year in 2009-2010. Every subject area in the English department will have a completed curriculum map by the end of 2010.

World language – Spanish Speakers curriculum map is in progress.

Science – We are the furthest behind in developing pacing plans for science.  They have begun, but have not completed pacing plans for any subject area.

Obstacles to Action:
· SLC theme – programming of students and the master schedule have been a big obstacle, but after our last action plan assessment retreat, SLC leaders decided to focus attention on career pathway course sequences, implementing Ruby Payne’s strategies, and full implementation of Writing Across the Curriculum Rubric instead of SLC themes.
· Department development and completion of curriculum maps, implementation of formative assessments and review of data, has left departments feeling that they do not have enough time to meet.  This has been exacerbated by the more frequent SLC meetings taking place this year.
· In previous years, being on a multi-track calendar created barriers in communication within departments.  Now that the school is on a single track, this should no longer be an obstacle.  

Next Steps:
· Ensure curriculum maps include key vocabulary
· Continue to improve authenticity of SLC’s – programming
· Clarify structure and goals of SLC and specific focus areas this year.
· Provide more time and assistance for departments to accomplish goals (differentiated by department).
Person Responsible:

· Administration
· Department Chairs
· SLC leads



6.   Revision of the 9th Grade Introduction to Social Science course to improve World History CST results.

Steps to implementation:

· Create framework for course
· Identify topics/focus standards 

· Identify skills needed to integrate into course

· Identify critical academic vocabulary for each topic

· Identify essential questions for each topic

· Identify ESLR/s Connect-ED to topics

· Create formative and summative assessments for course 
· Identify curriculum/resources needed to support implementation of course 

	Progress:


We no longer offer this course due to district cut backs of staffing beginning in school year 2009-2010.  However, since the last WASC visit, our World History CST results have improved each year.
Obstacles to Action:

· Not offered across the 9th grade
· Would need two full time teachers



7.   Continue implementation of a data plan for the collection, analysis, and use of data to improve instruction for all students and evaluate the effectiveness of interventions and programs. The plan will include attention to the following:

· User-friendly data for teachers

· Disaggregated data

· Timely dissemination of  all data

· Test prep software development and classroom use 

	Progress: 

Each year the data team analyzes and desegregates CST, CAHSEE, and AP results.  The data team then makes easy to understand charts which are distributed and analyzed with the staff during professional development meetings.  Teachers are taught to use this information using the Dennis Fox Protocol to inform their instruction.

At the beginning of every year teachers are given user-friendly data on how their previous students performed on the CST disaggregated by reporting cluster. Teachers then use the Dennis Fox Protocol to help guide and inform their instruction for the future school year.  This gives teachers time to reflect on how effective their teaching was the previous year and what changes should be made for the current year.  The overall focus is on looking for ways to improve student learning. 

In 2009, Polytechnic purchased Data Director, an online program to help teachers monitor student progress and understanding of the content standards.  In this program, teachers can link test questions to standards and have the program desegregate student responses.  Initial training was conducted with department chairs and then the entire teaching faculty was trained on how to effectively use the program to improve student learning. Training is ongoing in 2010-11 with the Course Leads participating in more advanced training and all teachers participating in introductory and/or intermediate training.

During department meetings, teachers work collaboratively in developing formative and summative assessments.  The 9th and 10th grades are furthest along in implementing formative assessments.

The Data Team meets about once a month and constitutes about twenty teachers, counselors, advisers and administrators.  Members of the data team are continuously monitoring the progress of our intervention programs and are constantly refining and making recommendations as necessary.  

The LAUSD also has implemented MyData which provides all teachers with access to a wide range of data that includes student level data by roster for high stakes tests, attendance, A-G completion, Advance Placement, etc.  Teachers have the ability to drill down at the student level all the way back to a student’s elementary teacher and marks they received.  Polytechnic HS teachers are learning to make use of this comprehensive system.

Obstacles to Action:
· The amount of data available to schools can be overwhelming to sort through.  The challenge is to turn the data in to meaningful, actionable information.  We must balance between monitoring the important data and ensuring that we teachers have access to usable data.  
· Some teachers are not comfortable with the use of data.  However, overall, use of data at Polytechnic HS is prevalent throughout the school.  

Next Steps:
· Additional training and support will be provided to Course Leads and other classroom teachers on the use of Data Director.  Capacity of the teachers to use Data Director needs to increase so that when Course Lead grant funding terminates (2011-12), the work can continue.  

· MyData training will also be expanded to give teachers access to a much larger set of data that they can use to inform their classroom instruction.  
· Poly will continue providing and funding collaboration time for course teachers to analyze data and inform their practice.
Person Responsible:
· Administration
· Data team
· Course leads
· Coordinators
· Department chairs
· Instructional Cabinet


8.   Build capacity and increase the opportunities for parents and students to participate in all areas of decision making.  

Communicate with parents and students in a clear, concise, and understandable manner their students’ progress and the steps being taken to address academic needs of all students.

· Extended Learning Opportunities program

· Small Learning Communities

· Information relative to student achievement on CST (school-wide and individual) 

· Timely and ongoing information from classroom teachers about student performance (TeleParent or similar communication device)

· Information about courses for parents that are specifically designed to assist them (parents) in helping their students with coursework and other school-related study skills.

· Individual Graduation Plan (IGP)

· Provide opportunities for parents to participate in programs such as Parent Institute for Quality Education (PIQE).

· Contract with translator to provide information in primary language as needed 

Review and evaluate on a regular basis the courses offered to parents and add or delete courses based on need.

	Progress:

CEAC and ELAC meeting are well attended by parents on a monthly basis.  There are meetings in both the morning and in the evening.  Attendance to the meeting in the morning is normally about 45 parents and about 15 parents in the evening, which is higher than the district average.  Part of the increase is due to the parents receiving personalized calls to remind them of the meetings in addition to fliers that get mailed home 20 days prior to the meeting.  We also send a general Connect-ED message that goes home the day before the meeting.

Polytechnic High School has implemented the use of Connect-ED, an online program teachers can use to send parents informative phone calls in their home language.  These messages can be to inform parents of projects that are due, when tests will be given, and inform parents of their child’s positive or negative behavior. 

There are a variety of parent classes that Poly offers throughout the year. The following is a list of those classes: Math Class taught by Ms. Grimaldo in the fall and Ms. Casillas in the Spring; Citizenship and US History Class taught by Mr. Blanco; Health Class taught by Ms. Oliveros; Ceramics by Ms. Daneshvari; Computer Class by Paulina Gamon; and Exercise Class by Ms. Munguia

Parents have access to computers in the Parent Center so they can continue practicing what they learned in the classes.  We are also working with parents to teach them how to use email and to access the internet to look up information on the Poly website.  

A college awareness class was offered and will be offered again with the participation of counselors, teachers and administrators.  The class focuses on what parents and students need to know regarding college preparedness.  


Several Workshops are held in the Parent Center by different agencies in the community to provide resources for parents; such as counseling, health, legal, and guidance.  Some of the agencies that provide service are El Nido, Projecto el Barrio, Pacoima Beautiful, Mental Health, Neighborhood legal services, College representatives and house of Phoneix.  


2009 – 2010 School Expectance Survey for High Schools
· 86% of parents agreed that “the school gives me enough notice about things that are happening at the school”

· 89% of parents agreed that “the school informs me about academic services available to help my child,” up 6% from last year
· 94% of parents agreed that “the school offers me opportunities to participated in councils/committees/parent organizations”

· 91% of parents agreed that “the school offers trainings and workshops I can use to help my student learn,” up 7% from last year
Obstacles to Action:
· Some of the obstacles to increased parent contact at the school site tend to be childcare needs, conflict with meeting times, and transportation.  Poly has been working to minimize these obstacles.  While Poly does not at this time provide baby sitting services so that parents can attend meetings, parents are not discouraged from bringing their children to the meetings. 
· The meetings are held in the morning and the evening, to accommodate all parents.  Classes are scheduled primarily in the morning because there is greater attendance.  We have tried evening and Saturday classes but there is little or no participation at these times.  However to be equitable we continue to hold meeting and college awareness classes in both in the morning and the evening as well as the college awareness class.  
· Poly is now a community center that participates in the Rider Relief Transportation Program (RRTR) which provides MTA users with a discount coupon for their monthly stamp.  Many or our parents have taken advantages of this program to obtain a cheaper MTA pass which provides them and their children with transportation.  
Next Steps:
· Continue to make sure that messages are sent home (using Connect-ED, personal phone calls, letters, and fliers) in English and Spanish about events that are occurring at Poly, meetings for parents, and parent classes.
Person Responsible:
· Ms. Pleitez
· Ms. Gonzalez

· Ms. Slezak



9.   Review and revise as needed the plan for coordinating all intervention programs including the Extended Learning Program, Intersession programs, and Supplemental Educational Services.  The plan should include the following:

· A matrix that shows the relationship of all activities

· Methods for data collection 

· Ways to monitor implementation

· Provisions for modifying the program based on data (numeric and observational)

	Progress:

Through school year 2009-2010, Poly continued to offer multiple and differentiated intervention classes through the Beyond the Bell Program.  This included during the day intervention classes during 4th period, Twilight classes for the highest risk students in 9th grade, and CAHSEE prep for 11th and 12th grade students who have not passed the CAHSEE.  The CAHSEE prep has been and continues to be differentiated according to the standard strand that a student could improve on the most.  Students are programmed together based on standards strand focus. 5th period credit recovery classes and intersession classes had been offered all 6 “mesters” of the school year.  

A leadership team developed a district proposal to allow Poly and two other schools to convert to a “Balanced Traditional Calendar” (BTC).  The LAUSD school board approved the calendar implementation for 2010-2011.  The objective of the BTC calendar is to provide additional A-G credit recovery and enrichment opportunities for students.  To do this, Poly shortened the summer break from 12 weeks to 6 weeks and apportioned the other 6 week break to January-February.  This allows Poly to run two sessions during the school year for credit recovery.   Based on research from Johns Hopkins University, an additional objective is to limit “summer learning loss” for our students. (see appendix for BTC proposal)

The After School Academic Program (ASAP) formerly known as Keep Youth Doing Something (KYDS) continues to operate in support of our intervention programs.  They partially fund our after-school tutoring known as “Homework Haven” on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Thursdays.  They also support Twilight classes by funding a teacher for a 5th period study skills class, providing food for 5th period students, and providing adult TAs for support in 4th and 5th period classes.  

We began researching during the day intervention options during 2009-2010 to prepare for the conversion from a year-round school to single track school and the loss of intervention opportunities and funding that would result.  In 2010-2011 school year we will continue to study during the day interventions in the Instructional Cabinet meetings.  In the 2011-2012 school year Poly will implement modified and revised interventions that follow the RtI model.    

Presently, the base of our intervention program includes our 4x4 schedule which offers additional scheduling flexibility and an opportunity to complete more units compared to a traditional 6 period schedule, 80 to 60 units respectively.  A double dose of math and English in 9th and 10th grade (block classes for the entire year) provides additional strength to our intervention pyramid. Moving up the pyramid, we provide math transition courses that develop proficiency in the access standards for Algebra I, Geometry, and Algebra II to most students in the school.  The second level also includes CAHSEE prep which is given to virtually all 10th grade students for both math and English. Our double intersessions classes provide additional intervention opportunity for students, and are available to all, but likely to be accessed by approximately 40-50% of our students.  We also implemented a peer mentor program this year in 9th and 10th grade which provides support to struggling students in core classes.  Our peer mentor coordinator assigns approximately 30 students to different core classes for teachers to use in 9th and 10th grade to support the students that are struggling the most.  Each SLC also provides certificates, awards, and incentives to students for achievement and improved academic success and attendance.  We also began providing bronze, silver, and gold replica medals for students based on CST score achievement, basic, proficient, and advanced respectively.  Moving up the pyramid, we offer “Homework Haven” for struggling students and CAHSEE support for 11th and 12th grade students who have not passed the CAHSEE.  We also provide more focused support for students through one on one counseling and group counseling provided by our counseling interns.  When this is not successful, students are referred to Student Success Teams to develop a more intensely focused plan.  Finally, we have the Twilight program which targets failing 9th grade students who attend regularly for a 5th period support class.  The teacher supports student success in their core classes while providing students a credit recovery opportunity.  If the student is still not successful, s/he will be placed into “Twilight” math and English classes with no more than 20 students and a teacher trained and motivated to work with at risk students.  

Obstacles to Action:

· How will we adjust to loss of BTB?
· Budgetary concerns

· Loss of cross tracking for credit recovery


Next Steps:

· Find and apply for different grants to continue and expand different intervention opportunities
· Continue to monitor the matrix and make changes when appropriate

Person Responsible:

· Ms. Vazquez
· Freshman Center for Twilight program



10.   Review and revise the master schedule each mester to include intervention classes specifically designed to help struggling students master the highly tested standards in each CST content area.

	Progress:

Quarterly Review
Each quarter the master schedule is reviewed to ensure that it supports necessary intervention. 

Adjustments made based on student need:
As part of the articulation process, students are tested at the middle school level in English and math in order to ensure accurate placement. In the ninth grade, TAM (Transition to Advanced Math) classes are available as a transition opportunity to Algebra 1curriculum was revised from two quarters to one with the purpose of condensing the content to a more specific skills set. In addition, TAG (Transition to Advanced Geometry) classes are also available for students transitioning into Geometry. 

As part of the RtI model, ALEKS (Assessment and Learning in Knowledge Spaces) was added as a math intervention to support the lowest skilled students (tier 3).  Math teachers and counselors identify candidates for the intervention. Students take part in the class either as a “zero or fifth period” and/or intersession.  Students identified in the low  “F” range are also placed in ALEKS during Winter Intersession instead of Algebra 1 with the purpose of developing skills necessary to succeed in Algebra 1. 

The Twilight Program is used as an intervention for students who are experiencing academic difficulties in the core classes. Students are placed in an English and math class with smaller class size targeted to meet their specific needs. This year, peer mentors (11th and 12th grade students) are placed in these classes to help support student learning and study skills. As a credit recovery and student learning opportunity, students in the Twilight Program are enrolled in a fifth period study skills class. 

Adjustments are made each quarter to ensure that students are repeating failed math class immediately.  

In the tenth grade, TAG and TAM2 (Transition to Advanced Algebra 2) classes are also offered for students who did not have the opportunity to take them in the 9th grade.  During summer intersession specific students going into the 10th grade were targeted for an intervention Algebra 1A class.  Peer mentors supported students and class size was smaller.  Eighty four percent of the students passed the class and were able to enroll in Algebra 1B in the Fall. 

Tenth grade students enrolled in Geometry and below are placed in CAHSEE prep classes in the Spring. All students receive CAHSEE preparation skills in English and math prior to the CAHSEE census.  

This year, TAM2 is offered to 11th and 12th grade students who have not had the opportunity to take it in previous years. CAHSEE interventions are also provided in the 11th and 12th grade during intersessions and Spring prior to CAHSEE census.    

Obstacles to Action:

· Complexity: 4x4 schedule with the constraints of Small Learning Communities present challenges to meet schoolwide needs.

· Staffing: This year in the transition from year round to single track, staff availability has diminished. We no longer have the option of off track teachers to teach intervention classes. 

· Budget: Year round incentive money was lost when we transitioned to single track.  Interventions are paid for from categorical and intersession funds.  


Next Steps:

· Implementation of more interventions in the 11th and 12th grade. 

Person Responsible:
· Ms. Kenion – 11th and 12th grade

· 9th and 10th grade administration

· Ms. Couchois – Magnet coordinator



11.   Work with teachers in non-core academic courses to revise their syllabi to include coverage of core academic standards that are highly tested on the CST and relate to their course.

	Progress:
 

This action item is a final step after formative assessments and curriculum maps have been developed in non-core classes.  CTE classes have curriculum maps already in place.  However, there has been a learning curve in terms of developing and implementing formative assessments.  This is especially true in non-CTE elective classes. A group of elective teachers asked for some examples of formative assessments in different curricular areas.  This support was provided.  Additionally, all teachers have been provided additional time outside of the regularly scheduled department meetings during a pupil free professional development day.  Teachers were provided multiple examples of curriculum maps that embedded assessment questions, ESLRs, and subject specific academic vocabulary.  They were given time to collaborate together and gain support from their colleagues in developing curriculum maps.  Teachers were also notified that funding is available to continue to support this work.

 
Obstacles to Action:
 

· There are a large number of non-core classes taught by one or two teachers which limits the collaboration.  Additionally there are fewer examples of curriculum maps in non-core areas which limit exposure to high quality examples.

  
Next Steps:
· Provide access to standards in four core areas to all elective classes to increase alignment and support of core classes.  Funding and further professional development will be provided as needed to support the differentiated needs of each elective area.

 

Person Responsible:
 
· Administration

· SLC Coordinators

· Department Chairs

· Elective Teachers




12.  Utilize resources from the California Academic Partnership Program (CAPP) grant to develop leadership in the areas of curriculum and instruction.

	Progress:

Poly has continued its efforts to build the instructional capacity of the teachers.  Through the CAPP Leadership development grant, seventeen teachers were identified as Course Leads.  The Course Leads work with the instructional cabinet, department chairs and the principal on the development and implementation of the school formative assessments.  The CAPP Annual Report and Reflections are included in the appendix of this document for reference.

In 2008 and 2009, a problem was identified with 11th grade students performing lower on the 11th grade English CSTs than the 9th and 10th grades.  The CAPP program supported and provided professional development to a teacher leader to revamp the 11th grade English curriculum.  Much more emphasis was placed on aligning the curriculum to the Expository Reading and Writing Course (ERWC) requirements taught to students in the 12th grade.  ERWC curriculum modules were integrated into a new 11th grade English curriculum.  Collaboration time was provided for 11th grade English teachers.  Teachers were given the opportunity to attend other schools with established ERWC curriculum.  The principal also met with other principals and discussed the progress and challenges and their respective solutions. This work resulted in 11th grade English scores increasing to comparable 9th and 10th grade English scores.  

The CAPP Academic Partner, Diane Siri (retired principal and county superintendent) provided additional support and mentoring to those working on the 11th grade English curriculum redesign.  Diane Siri also provided relevant information from the State Department of Education, the California State University System and other entities about the ERWC curriculum.

In the 2009-2010 academic year, the Instructional Cabinet participated in a series of activities to build the leadership capacity its members.  This included using the Strengths Finder 2.0 Leadership assessment.  Staff who took the assessment learned about their leadership strengths and those of their peers as well.  It allowed them to learn about how to work to maximize their strengths and those of the peers as well.   

Obstacles to Action:
· The CAPP funding will continue through the 2012 academic year.  The school must build enough capacity to continue the work started with the support of the grant after the funds are depleted.  
Next Steps:
· Course Leads will receive training on facilitating meetings so that they can share the data from Data Director in an effective manner with their department members.  
· The 11th grade English teachers will continue to refine their work with the ERWC curriculum and complete the portfolio.  
· Additional time will be provided for teachers to engage in curriculum development and refinement based on the student need as determined by student data.
Person Responsible:

· Instructional Cabinet
· Course Leads and Department Chairs
· Principal


13.   Communicate school vision and all action steps within the single plan and WASC self study report to all stakeholders—building personnel, parents, students, and appropriate community members.

· Consistently enforce policy implementations 
	Progress:
Every year since the 2008 accreditation visit, the school vision and action steps have been addressed in a state of the school address to the faculty and staff after CST scores and the API are released.  Additionally, at least twice a year the leadership team meets to review action steps and assess progress.  This takes place at the Local District 2 professional development center.  A sub-group of the leadership team has continued the work at the year end California Academic Partnership Program (CAPP) leadership conference attended by all 11 cohort high schools each June.  All department and SLC meetings have been focused on achieving action items from the Schoolwide  Action Plan.  However, after reviewing survey and anecdotal data, we realized faculty and staff were not necessarily making the connection between professional development activities and our school academic goals and Accreditation Action Plan.  In the last year, we have become much more explicit in making the connections to emphasize the alignment between our Schoolwide Goals and activities we do during professional development meetings.

 
Obstacles to Action:  
· The logistics and venues to communicate to students, parents, faculty, and the community continue to be largely disjointed.  Even in areas where technology has proved an effective communication tool, we struggle to get more than 85% of the contact data correct.  School mail is often too slow to provide timely information to parents and 15-35% of families still do not have home computer internet access.  The Polytechnic High School community is so large that communicating effectively to students, parents, faculty, and the community at large is an ongoing struggle. 

 

Next Steps:
 

· Increase branding of school goals and vision and make reference to them in every faculty, parent, and student meeting.

· Continue conversion of school to polyhigh.org domain name which will enable parents and Poly staff members to communicate much more regularly via e-mail.

 
 Person Responsible:
 
· Administration

· Instructional Cabinet

· Department Chairs




14.   Increase student and staff access to updated technology resources such as updated computers, instructional software

	Progress:

Prior to the economic downturn, Polytechnic HS made a significant investment in technology.  Today, Polytechnic HS houses nearly 1000 computers, 12 computer labs, about 20 Smart Boards.  Most of the computer labs are designated for special programs such as the A+ computer repair class, Business Entrepreneurship class and other career technical education classes.  In 2010-11, one full time teacher was dedicated to provide online learning for the purpose of credit recovery.  

Every classroom has Internet connectivity throughout the campus and is equipped with up to four computers.  Students and staff have computer network accounts with centralized network storage for their files.  A significant amount of students and staff use this centralized storage to keep their work as they move from classroom to classroom.

Additionally, there is wireless Internet access available to staff in key designated areas of the campus.  There is varying degree of technology use for delivery of instruction.

Most teachers are using Data Director, a web based data system to implement their formative assessments. About 20-30% of staff is also using the Connect-ED system to make automated phone calls to parents about the progress of the students in their classroom.

Obstacles to Action:
· Due to recent budget cuts, it is becoming difficult to maintain and upgrade existing technology throughout the campus.  
· There is an established Technology Office that is experiencing staff changes as a result of the budget cuts.  
· Demand for technology is higher than what the school can provide.
Next Steps:
· We are continuing to look for cost effective methods to improve technology use on campus.  For example, Google Apps will be deployed school wide in order to provide email accounts for all students and parents.  These emails will be included in the Blackboard Connect-ED system for mass communication. Other collaboration features such as Google Docs and Calendar will be expanded and used school wide.

· Continued professional development will be conducted on the use of Data Director, LAUSD MyData and also Blackboard Connect-ED.  Training will be provided on how to make better use of our technology before significantly investing in new technologies.

· The school will expand the ALEKS mathematics program supported by the district office to help struggling mathematics students.  The READ 180 computer lab software will be supported to provide greater access for students that are behind in their reading ability.
Person Responsible:
· Principal

· Technology Office Personnel


15.  Increase of technology support staff to maintain and support the nearly 1000 computers and 12 computer labs on campus.  

· scheduling of teacher/classroom use of computer labs

· maintenance of hardware

· training

· management of instructional software and data programs

	Progress:

Prior to the economic downturn, Polytechnic HS made a significant investment in technology.  Today, Polytechnic HS houses nearly 1000 computers, 12 computer labs, about 20 Smart Boards.  Most of the computer labs are designated for special programs such as the A+ computer repair class, Business Entrepreneurship class and other career technical education classes.  

Unfortunately, due to budget cuts, the school has not been able to increase technology support staff.  However, the existing positions were not reduced.

Obstacles to Action:
· Due to recent budget cuts, it is becoming difficult to maintain and upgrade existing technology throughout the campus.  
· There is an established Technology Office that is experiencing staff changes as a result of the budget cuts.  
· Demand for technology is higher than what the school can provide.  
· The wait times for the LAUSD help desk are expected to get longer as well as the school’s help desk queue.
Next Steps:
· We are continuing to look for cost effective methods to improve technology use on campus.  For example, Google Apps will be deployed school wide in order to provide email accounts for all students and parents.  These emails will be included in the Blackboard Connect-ED system for mass communication. Other collaboration features such as Google Docs and Calendar will be expanded and used school wide.

· Continued professional development will be conducted on the use of Data Director, LAUSD MyData and also Blackboard Connect-ED.  Training will be provided on how to make better use of our technology before significantly investing in new technologies.  Training and support will be provided to new technology support staff that joins the school.  Some of this training will be provided by prior staff that was transferred to an alternate LAUSD location.

Person Responsible:
· Principal

· Technology Office Personnel


	Goal 2 (Area of Improvement): Develop and implement a plan to increase graduation rates and readiness for post secondary education by increasing the percentage of students who complete A - G requirements and by raising the school’s passing rate on the CAHSEE.


A-G Requirements

Beginning in 2008, the Data Team has calculated the A-G completion rate of Poly’s graduating seniors starting with the class of 2006.  This was accomplished by examining each graduating student’s cumulative record.  The findings were then shared in Data Team and counselor meetings.  The data showed that there has been a steady increase in students who completed the A-G requirements.  Since 2006, the completion rate has increased by 16.9%.  While making these calculations, it was discovered that many students were only one or two classes away from completing the A-G requirements.  A-G completion by subject was also conducted.  With this heightened awareness, counselors are focusing on the A-G requirements and targeting students that are close to completing the A-G requirements.  The Instructional Cabinet and counselors are examining different software programs to help with monitoring student progress.
CAHSEE
With the implementation of various CAHSEE test preperation strategies and programs, the first attempt pass rate by 10th grade students had show a steady increase until the 2009-2010 school year.  Last year there was a 4.1% decrease in the math pass rate.  Since the last WASC visit in 2008, there had been a 0.6% increase in the math pass rate, 5.6% increase in the ELA pass rate, and a 4.4% increase in students who passed both parts of the exam on the first attempt.  Last year 4% of the seniors did not graduate due to not passing the CAHSEE, a 1% improvement since the 2008 WASC visit.  
UC/CSU  A – G Requirements Completed

	
	Class of 2006
	Class of 2007
	Class of 2008
	Class of 2009

	Met UC and CSU A-G Requirements
	205

(33.9%)
	231

(39.6%)
	289

(43.8%)
	332

(49.0%)

	Met only CSU A-G Requirements
	5

(0.8%)
	13

(2.2%)
	23

(3.5%)
	20

(2.9%)

	Did not meet A-G Requirements
	394

(65.2%)
	339

(58.1%)
	348

(52.7%)
	336

(49.6%)

	Total Graduates
	604
	583
	660
	678
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UC/CSU A – G Completion by Subject

	
	Class of 2006
	Class of 2007
	Class of 2008
	Class of 2009

	History (A)
	63.6%
	74.3%
	81.5%
	80.2%

	English (B)
	50.5%
	67.1%
	77.4%
	80.2%

	Mathematics (C)
	50.7%
	58.7%
	58.9%
	65.0%

	Lab Science (D)
	59.4%
	58.2%
	63.8%
	63.0%

	Foreign Language (E)
	73.2%
	78.7%
	75.6%
	75.2%

	Visual and Performing Arts (F)
	89.4%
	90.6%
	92.7%
	88.8%

	College-Prep Elective (G)
	85.3%
	94.5%
	98.0%
	96.9%


10th Graders First Attempt on CAHSEE (Data from DSS)
	
	Math
	ELA
	Math and ELA

	
	Pass
	Fail
	Pass
	Fail
	Pass
	Fail

	2004 – 05 
	470

58.5%
	333

41.5%
	532

66.8%
	265

33.2%
	395

44.2%
	498

55.8%

	2005 – 06 
	648

61.0%
	414

39%
	693

65.2%
	370

34.8%
	561

49.3%
	578

50.7%

	2006 – 07 
	666

70.2%
	283

29.8%
	636

66.7%
	317

33.3%
	546

53.4%
	477

46.6%

	2007 – 08
	652

78.6%
	178

21.4%
	612

74.3%
	212

25.7%
	570

66.7%
	284

33.3%

	2008 – 09
	647

83.3%
	130

16.7%
	623

79.6%
	160

20.4%
	583

73.1%
	214

26.9%

	2009 – 10
	518

79.2%
	136

20.8%
	521

79.9%
	131

20.1%
	471

71.1%
	191

28.9%


Growth Targets:

	Measure
	2007 

(Baseline)
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011
	2012
	2013

	Percent of seniors not graduating because of not passing CAHSEE
	6%

(Projected)
	5%
	4%
	3%
	2%
	1%
	0%

	ACTUAL Percent of seniors not graduating because of not passing CAHSEE
	6%
	5%
	5%
	4%
	
	
	


1.   Develop and implement a plan for communicating with each individual student the requirements for high school graduation beginning with the class of 2012.

· Articulation with feeder middle schools

· Individual student/parent conferences with counselors (AB 1802) 

· Brochures or other printed material that explain A-G requirements and successful performance on CAHSEE

· Individual Graduation Plans

	Progress:

This year we developed a protocol to standardize the completion of IGP’s (Individual Graduation Plan) across grade levels.  Part of the protocol includes targeted parent communication of the information included on the IGP.  The process includes counselors evaluating the students’ academic record and recording the completed course work on the IGP form.  The students are part of the process along with the counselor.  There is an invitation to parents to participate in a meeting with the counselor and student to discuss the IGP.  Student progress toward A-G completion is also addressed as part of the IGP communication with students.  If the parent is unable to attend the meeting the form is mailed home along with a letter of explanation and a phone call.

Completion and distribution of IGP’s are to be part of counselor’s evaluation goals and objectives.

Freshmen Center counselors go to feeder middles schools at the end of each school year to meet one-on-one with students who will be attending Poly in the fall.  With the students they discuss A-G requirements, high school expectations, and their schedule of classes as Freshmen.  

Obstacles to Action:

· No advisories
· Reduced funding (AB1802)
Next Steps:


· Posters – Classrooms, offices

· Explore advisories

· Banked time (Once a month)

· RtI Period

· Tracking communication – document conference

· Manually calculate the percent of complete IGP

· More middle school articulation

· Assign roles

· IGP conference notes to parents

· Planning 9th and 10th – students, APs, coordinators, Advantage Plus, and tutors

· Use Connect-Ed, letter home, phone calls, meeting


Person Responsible:

· APs – Ms. Kenion 
· Counselors

· Data Team

· Teachers

· Parents




2.  Provide directed academic and counseling support for students to meet more comprehensive and rigorous a-g course sequence.

· Provide students with annual updated a-g progress report

· Publish a comprehensive list of “g” college prep elective courses offered

· Publish a comprehensive list of “f” visual and performing arts elective courses offered

· Provide Algebra 2 tutoring at lunch and after school

· Pilot Talent Development High School project-based Algebra 2 lessons

· Publish all of the ways that students can satisfy the “e” language requirement

	Progress:


Math and English elective courses in the 9th and 10th grades satisfy B, C, and G requirements.  Math and English courses in the 9th and 10th grades utilize four quarters, allowing for two full B, C, and G requirements each in English and math.  Also, progress is tracked constantly and students are allowed to instantly repeat any needed English or math class in the next quarter or through intersession.   RtI plan for 10th grade is providing approximately 155 10th grade students with an additional opportunity to reach math goals using winter intersession, separate from those needing remediation.  

IGP’s with A-G progress are completed in the fall of 9th and 10th grade and mailed home.  

The comprehensive approved list of A-G college prep courses is distributed to counselors and available at the UC Doorways website. In 2010 – 11 a group of teachers are compiling a course catalog of every class that is offered at Poly.  The course catalog will contain a description of each class and the A-G category it satisfies.

The Transition to Algebra 2 curriculum developed by Johns Hopkins University was formally implemented during the 2009-2010 school year.  Due to budget crisis at district and state levels, we have been unable to identify resources to support a targeted tutoring program for Algebra 2.  

A document that outlines the different ways students can meet the LOTE requirement (“E”) is distributed to counselors.  

Obstacles to Action:
 
· A decrease in counseling staff from 9 caseload-carrying counselors to 5, in 2010 - 11, has increased caseload per counselor by approximately 25%.  Increasingly, counselors need to utilize classroom time to reach all students for specific purposes.  This results in interrupted instructional time in the content classes, as well as a limited and generalized approach to counseling.  
· Over four quarters (16 courses), the tenth grade master schedule accommodates 12 A-G courses (equivalent to 6 year-long courses).  The remaining four courses are dedicated to the physical education requirement and one elective, including G requirements from the approved list.
· Students have had limited access to Foreign Language (E requirement) in 9th and 10th grade due to limited staffing in Spanish department.  Priority is given to upper grade students.  Teachers have had limited experience working with 9th graders.  Students in 9th grade experience a high fail rate in Spanish classes.  Also, in 2010-11 the only foreign language being offered to students is Spanish.
· Counselor training in specific A-G course completion has been lacking.  
Next Steps:
· Counselors will design A-G posters to distribute to individual teachers highlighting their courses.  Counselors will visit department staff during PD time to provide in-service on A-G.  

· Counseling staff will publish A-G requirements on Poly website.  Counseling staff will explore A-G software, including Naviance and added functionality of LAUSD’s “My Data.”

· Polytechnic High School staff will continue to process our own A-G data, self-inform and self-report as opposed to relying on district or state data to ensure accuracy and help guide future steps.  

· The Transition to Algebra 2 curriculum is in place, making Algebra 2 a three quarter course.  A pacing plan will be formally developed and published for the three quarters.  Formative assessments will be developed aligning course content to CST.  

· Counselors will continue to review student records, including transcripts from home country, and explore alternative ways to satisfy “E” requirement for individual students.  LOTE will be reviewed periodically.  

Person Responsible:

· Counselors
· Jamille Kenion/Isaac Alatorre
· Math Department



3.   Communicate with parents and students in a clear, concise, and understandable manner the requirements for high school graduation and the ways in which parents can help the students.

· Completion of A-G requirements

· Successful performance on the CAHSEE

· Continue to provide parents with information on programs and activities offered by the district and other agencies related to increasing their students’ academic success.

· Teleparent 

· Contract with translator to provide information in primary language as needed

	Progress:

Parent Center was moved to the main building to make it more accessible to the parents when they come to school.  The Parent Center is posting monthly calendars to show available classes and services available.  In addition the parent center has a brochure that has been sent home and distributed to all staff outlining the services available through the parent center.  

The Parent Institute for Quality Education (PIQE) has provided classes for our parents and in addition we have created our own version of PIQE with our own counselors and teachers teaching our parents what they need to be doing to help their children be ready for college. 

All Connect-ED messages are translated to Spanish.   

Some of out teachers use internet translations to translate documents that need to be translated and then have parent center double check for appropriateness.  

The Parent Center offers college awareness classes that are led by counselors, teachers, coordinators and former students to try to make it as informative as possible.  Parents learn how to calculate GPA, and understand the IGP as it pertains to their own child.  

During the Title I and Bilingual meetings the coordinators or sponsors of the different programs at Poly are invited to present to the parents and make them aware of all that we available for their child.


IGP meetings include A-G presentation and are offered in Spanish to accommodate families.  The CAHSEE is stressed at IGP meetings and A-G presentations.  The IGP document is available in Spanish.  
Parents receive phone calls through Connect-ED to inform them of upcoming testing dates, including CAHSEE.  Counselors go into classrooms before the CAHSEE to motivate the students and inform them about the CAHSEE.  Counselors also make classroom visits to explain A-G requirements and then follow-up with the students individually when filling out their IPG. When a 10th grade student pass the CAHSEE, the Tenth Grade Center calls out the students and gives them buttons to celebrate their accomplishment.    

Obstacles to Action:

· 18% of the phone numbers Poly has for the students are incorrect

· Accountability

· Clear roles


Next Steps:


· Midterm grades are available the day before PHBAO night.  Counselors will be prepared to communicate intersession needs to parents who attend PHBAO conference night.  Counselors will hand out A-G brochures with the report cards on PHBAO night.  
· Get data on the use of bilingual services.
Person Responsible:

· Mr. Alaltorre 
·  Ms. Vazquez
 


4.   Review and revise the master schedule so that every student has the opportunity to complete required A-G courses within their SLCs while still providing support services for students with special needs.

· Adjust staffing as indicated by revision of the master schedule so that sufficient Highly Qualified Teachers are available in each content area with an emphasis on decreasing student to teacher ratio.

	Progress:

In support of the LAUSD Board resolution Poly has made several adjustments to the master schedule in preparation for A-G completion becoming a graduation requirement for the graduating class of 2016.

In the ninth grade several changes have been implemented to ensure that all students complete the A-G sequence. College Prep which was used as an English elective was changed to Humanities, which is meets the B requirement for A-G completion.  Inter-coordinated Science was replaced by biology to meet the D requirement. Additionally, this year more ninth grade students have access to foreign language courses to meet the E requirement.  In the 10th grade, the English Elective title is Writers Seminar which is B compliant.  Math elective title for TAM2 meets C requirement and successful completion of the second semester validates Algebra and Geometry.  Students with special needs are also afforded the opportunity to enroll in an A-G course sequence with the support of the Learning Center.  

We are looking at our CTE classes to determine which ones can be tweaked so that they can obtain A-G approval by the UC system.  

As staff changes occur, adjustments are made to staff to support additional A-G offerings.

Obstacles to Action:
· Budget constraints have resulted in a decrease in norm based staff which caused an increase in class size.  Examples include elimination of the 20:1 ratio for 9th and 11th grade English.  Counselor loads have also increased significantly due to budget cuts which makes it more difficult to find the time to identify students who are in danger of not being A-G compliant upon graduation.  
Next Steps: 
· Continue to offer professional development to counselors in regards to A-G requirements.
· Provide training to teachers, students and their parents about what A-G is and the importance of students meeting the requirements and not just focusing on “graduation requirements”.
Person Responsible:
· SLC leads (Isaac Alatorre and Adriana Maldonado-Gomez)
· Instructional specialist (Pia Damonte)
· APSCS (Jamille Kenion)


5.   Develop a comprehensive test-prep program in English Language Arts that is integrated into the current curriculum and utilizes appropriate technology to enhance instruction. (Mathematics  test-prep for the CAHSEE will be sustained as an elective course in math and the course will be evaluated yearly to measure success)

	Progress:

10th grade teachers use Measuring Up workbooks to integrate CAHSEE preparation activities during their English class for four weeks prior to the test.  A grade-level task force created a customized pacing guide targeting sections of Measuring Up to focus on standards based on student needs (challenge areas identified based on CAHSEE trends and CST results).  The curriculum uses the workbook exercises and “exit ticket” daily quizzes to recursively address standards covered early in the pacing plan.  Writing instruction uses CAHSEE-released writing prompts and model student responses, increasing student experience and understanding of the writing task.

Over time, teachers have collaborated to create standards-based assessments for instructional units utilizing CAHSEE and CST released questions as models, in an effort to integrate test preparation in a more organized manner into the overall curriculum.  Assessment questions are distributed to match a blended standards blueprint of the CAHSEE and CST.  Student data is collected in Data Director and teachers use the data to drive instruction and intervention.   The use of Data Director to collect formative assessment and other assessment data has helped to foster a climate where teachers are comfortable using data to identify areas for intervention.

Formative Assessments provide seven opportunities (four in 9th grade and three in 10th) for students to experience rigorous standards-based assessments before they face the CAHSEE and 10th grade CST.

Currently, CST preparation is merely printing the released questions and using them as a packet of warm-ups prior to the CST.

Obstacles to Action:

· Time in the pacing plan and general test fatigue remain obstacles.  Teacher perception remains that there are too many tests.  A cultural shift is in progress to view the tests as instructional tools to deliver content (reviewing the tests and discussing the concepts), rather than invasive interruptions to instruction.  
· The loss of Beyond the Bell means a loss of Saturday remediation classes for those who do not pass the CAHSEE the first time.
Next Steps:
· Implement standards inventories for students as another dimension of reviewing assessment results in order to increase student ownership of their achievement.  
· CST preparation needs to be added to pacing guide for the traditional calendar; some tracks experienced nearly no gaps between the CAHSEE and CST, but now all students are on the same calendar.  
· We need to create a focused pacing plan of CST preparation similar to the CAHSEE prep.  This preparation has separate needs and does not need to be as long as the CAHSEE prep, which already covers much of the same material. Curriculum should focus on standards identified by CAHSEE trends, CST data, and formative data in order to target released questions.  The current “warm-up” implementation may be suitable if more targeted standards are used.
Person Responsible:

· Formative assessment leads

· 9th and 10th grade coordinators and APs




6.   Continue intervention strategies aimed at increasing the passing rate on the CAHSEE.

· Identification of students who should take a CAHSEE prep course

· Continue the CAHSEE prep courses offered during the school day as well as courses outside the school day

· Continue additional ninth and tenth grade courses in math (such as TAMS) and ELA aimed at building basic skills

· Timely analysis of data

	Progress:
All 10th grade students take the CAHSEE preparation classes and 9th grade has added CAHSEE preparation elements to their pacing plan.

Sections of 10th grade English have been created to focus on increasing passing and proficiency rates for the EL population.  Focus classes begin in the second quarter, compared beginning in the third quarter in the first implementation.  Students are identified based on 9th grade CST scores and EL status (generally students preparing to reclassify or recently reclassified).  Students are identified as falling just short of either passing or proficiency based on predicted scores with the intent of reaching those goals.

Math preparation for the CAHSEE begins in the 9th grade with a strong Algebra 1 curriculum.  50% of the CAHSEE questions are Algebra related so those students who successfully complete Algebra 1 in the 9th grade and begin Geometry in the 10th grade have a very high pass rate.  In addition, the 9th grade center provides an opportunity for all 9th grade students to take a "mock" CAHSEE exam and this experience is helpful in promoting awareness of the content of the test and gives our 9th graders an opportunity to self-assess their own readiness to meet the challenge of this graduation requirement.   

In 10th grade, a combined task force of Gerardo Loera, Ari Bennett and Issac Alatore take the CST scores and other indicators to calculate a "success" score for all 10th grade students.  These scores are made available to 10th grade math and English teachers who are asked to mentor and tutor those students who are most "at risk".  During the instructional quarter that includes the CAHSEE test date nearly all 10th grade students are assigned to a prep class for CAHSEE math and a multitude of resources are made available to both teachers and students including: a CAHSEE study guide; CAHSEE release questions; resource materials from KAPLAN test prep; and support from the math coach and other instructional specialists.  This preparation time apart from a regular course of study is necessary in math because the questions in the CAHSEE math test focus on a variety of levels of math skills and multiple content areas including; number sense, algebra, geometry, probability and statistics and math reasoning. 

 Preparation for the English part of the CAHSEE is year-long and embedded into the 10th grade curriculum as the test items are similar to the content of  9th and 10th grade English courses.  Again, students are provided with a resource book that provides examples of the CAHSEE type test questions and give extensive practice for the essay writing component of the ELA test.  

The success rate of Poly 10th grade students is due in large part to the intentionality with which they approach this test day.  Students are motivated to achieve a passing score on the first try and to meet this requirement for graduation.   The 10th grade teachers are also extremely motivated and dedicated to the success of their students and provide the highest quality instruction and direction on both the content and the corresponding test taking skills.   Data Director is used by both the English and Math teachers to efficiently provide individualized feed back to students on their mastery of essential skills and teachers often provide individualized instruction or small group assignments to help those students with a specific area of difficulty.  The CAHSEE classes are most often heterogeneous and peer tutoring is used as an instructional strategy for promoting student success.

Obstacles to Action:

· Reprogramming focus students after one quarter (formerly two quarters) is very disruptive to the rosters and relationships with students for all 10th grade teachers and other 10th grade students.  
· Pertinent 9th grade CST data used to identify focus students is not available until September.  
· Downsizing has resulted in fewer staff with less flexible scheduling for intervention.  Intervention staff needs more structure and support on how to support a focus class of EL students.

Next Steps:

· Determine a way to identify EL students earlier - ideas include studying 8th grade CST, 9th grade practice CAHSEE, or 9th grade formatives and analyzing if they reliably predict CAHSEE performance as accurately as 9th grade CST data.  
· Further professional development for all English teachers on supporting EL progress. 

Person Responsible:

· Principal

· Assistant Principals 

· Data Team

· 10th grade coordinator




7.   Provide additional information about colleges to students and provide preparation for post-secondary opportunities through Small Learning Communities.

· Review and revise CTE courses

· Additional ROP courses

· Articulation with counselors

· Continued use of parent advisory groups

· Increased interaction with community businesses and agencies to develop job-shadowing and internship opportunities

· Additional college courses

	Progress:

During the last six years, Poly HS, with a student population of over 90% Latino and nearly 80% eligible for free and reduced lunch, has experienced significant achievements, including being only one of three high schools in California to exit Program Improvement Five and achieving the highest A-G completion rate among the comprehensive high schools in LAUSD in 2006-2007. Two years ago, we developed and implemented the Advantage program (a contributing factor to our success) to challenge our gifted and talented student population. During this two year period, the Advantage program has exceeded our preliminary expectations: most of the students who began the program in ninth grade have completed  multiple community college courses, including satisfying their College English requirement, by completing English 101 (Freshman Composition); 100% passage on the math CAHSEE and 98% passage on the ELA CAHSEE; many of these students have completed AP Biology in the 10th Grade and will be moving into multiple AP classes in 11th grade; and most importantly, this program has been pivotal in promoting a college-going culture on our campus. This program has helped us with finding other ways to give our underrepresented student population more access and equity to a differentiated and highly rigorous academic course of study, rooted in A-G requirements, and committed to a high level of excellence for all students. 

Currently, Poly offers honors English, history, science, and math courses across grades 9-12. Our honors program is grounded in a rigorous standards-based curriculum while differentiating instruction, and addressing the variety of learning modalities of our gifted students. In the school year 2009-2010, approximately 12 different AP courses, ranging from AP English Language to AP Chemistry, will be an intrinsic part of our curricular program.  As the interest and enrollment grow in our AP program, we hope to continue to offer a greater variety of AP courses.

We continue to partner with Los Angeles Valley Community College to offer college courses on our campus during the regular school day in order to provide greater access and equity to our student population.  Within the past 3 years we have matriculated over 1400 students who have completed over 2400 college courses.  With these classes now on campus during the regular school day, our students have a greater opportunity to complete the IGETC (Intersegmental General Education Transfer Curriculum) requirements, making them even more college-prepared.  Polytechnic High School currently offers 12-14 college classes every 16 weeks as compared to typical campuses that offer only 2 -5 a semester. 

Teachers are required to meet the professional development requirements as stipulated by the LAUSD Gifted/Talented Programs office. The GATE coordinators will work together to assist teachers in finding and/or providing appropriate PD opportunities. 

The parents of incoming ninth grade students will be advised of the program at the 9th grade articulation and Freshman Center Orientation. Also via the parent newsletter that is sent out four times a year.  This same type of advisement will occur at the 10th Grade Center Orientation.  Professional development will be provided for parents through the Parent Center and gifted parent meetings. Parents of students of all grade levels will receive periodic documentation throughout the year, updating them on various topics concerning the program. At the PHBAO nights, the coordinators/counselors will be available for parents to discuss any issues or questions concerning the program and/or their student. In the spring, AP Night will be held for parents and students to meet with the AP teachers to learn about their courses and expectations. Other various events during the year will be held to give parents the opportunities to see student work and discuss the program. Counselors, teachers, and coordinators will always work with the parents to maximize student achievement.

Advantage Data as of Spring 2010

· 100% of students passed the CAHSEE Math.

· 98% of students passed the CAHSEE ELA.

· 200 students have completed College level English (English 101).

· 80 students have completed the second year of College English (English 103).

· 76% of our current 11th grade Advantage students have an un-weighted GPA of 3.0 or higher.

· 45 9th grade students will have completed Algebra 2AB by the end of the 9th grade year.

· 44 10th Grade students will have completed Math Analysis by the end of the 10th grade year.

· 30 - 75 11th grade students will have completed AP Calculus AB, AP Spanish Language, AP English Language by the end of the 11th grade year.

To continue to comply with LAUSD’s Bulletin 1600 and with the US Department of Education Grant guidelines Polytechnic High School has began working on revising, reviewing and looking for ways to align the Career Technical Education classes to the core academic classes.  To provide support for this work we were able to look over the UC/Doorways website which provides a list of Career Technical Education courses that have already been A-G approved within a specific Industry Sector/Pathway.  During the Small Learning Community meetings time was provided for teachers to present mini lessons exposing all SLC teachers to the variety of content that is offered across all areas.  Professional development was provided to the Small Learning Community lead teachers on Linked Learning (project theme base learning). It is said that “Participation in Linked Learning will prepare students to graduate from high school and succeed in a full range of postsecondary options—including two- or four-year colleges, certification programs, apprenticeships, military service, or formal job training.” 

For the last several years ROP classes were available to all students any time of the year.  Our students were able to earn elective and or technical credit and apply it to their high school credit requirement.  Students could choose from community based classes, occupational centers and/or high school based courses.  Within the last year ROP has decreased the number of offerings at of the community based classes and at the occupational centers.  Students continue to have the opportunity to get involved in programs, such as the Explorers program (LAPD, Fire Department/Sheriffs etc.) We currently are working with a non profit organization, Pillars, to create internships, volunteers, job shadowing and mentoring.  Pillar works on building and supporting partnerships between businesses and schools.

 Obstacles to Action:

· Budget cuts

· Last year of funding under the USDE Cohort 6 grant

· Community based ROP classes have been cut by more than half

· Reduction from 1 ROP position, 50% budget cut

· ROP advisor eliminated

· Multi-track counselor eliminated– not with SLC

· College cutbacks

· Currently social studies and English classes are pure SLC classes but not offered at the same time.  

· Due to staff reduction the variety of SLC electives is minimal.

· As of 2010 CTE teachers teaching CTE classes must have a CTE credential

Next Steps:

· With the change to the traditional calendar, counselors will be assigned to an SLC and therefore have a better  understanding of SLC electives

· In the Spring of 2011 we will begin to offer Community College classes that will tie into the Small Learning Community.

· Do more presentations for parents – assign parent liaison to SLC

· Professional Development – Counselors understanding how CTE and ROP translate to college level

· Linked Learning integration and project theme base learning (working cohesively)

· Include more IGETC courses that focus on SLC themes

· College will offer more during summer/winter – must go to campus unless we can get transportation funding

Person Responsible:

· Pia Damonte

· Leona Warman




8.   Increase the number of students taking Advanced Placement courses and/or courses for college credit.

· Increase the availability of AP courses

· Increase preparation activities for AP exams.

· Develop vertical teams for pre-AP and AP courses to enhance student preparation

· Expand efforts to provide students with information about college-credit options.

· Increase articulation with community colleges, technical college programs, and occupational centers

	Progress:
We are in the process of training and recruiting more interested and qualified teachers to teach core discipline AP courses.  The past academic year 2009-2010 we offered 2 AP online courses to supplement the current program we have on campus.  We offered courses such as AP English Literature and US Government through LAVA (Los Angeles Virtual Academy).  For the 2010-2011 school year we increased our course offerings to include AP Statistics and AP US Government.  We are in the process of expanding our program by adding AP Macroeconomics and AP Environmental Science for the 2011-2012 school year.    

AP course offerings are available to all interested students who wish to challenge themselves with the rigor of an AP curriculum.  In the comprehensive school students begin to take AP courses in the 10th grade up to the 12th grade.  We are currently looking to expand the program to include courses for 9th grade comprehensive students.  Students meet with their counselors prior to enrollment to plan out their AP curriculum for the year.  SLC’s are set up to allow a more focused set up of the students schedule to include AP courses, college courses, and extracurricular courses.  Student schedules are planned out with their counselors taking into account the A-G requirements, the possible AP courses students can take and how many they can actually fit into their schedule.


The magnet school offers a wider variety of AP courses, including a 9th grade AP Physics class.  While the majority of students enrolled in the magnet classes are magnet students, they are open to all students enrolled at Poly.
For AP Calculus and Statistics, students take prerequisite courses such as algebra 2 and math analysis.  For the AP Spanish Language curriculum, students are enrolled in an advanced curriculum during the winter break to excel them through Spanish Speakers 2A and B so they can begin to take AP Spanish in their 11th grade year and AP Spanish Literature in their 12th grade year with the goal of increasing the number of students that take AP Spanish Literature from less than 20 to more than 30%.

A newsletter is sent to parents 3 times a year which has information about AP courses.  Students are also informed about the AP offerings through their teachers, counselors, college counselors, and fellow students via word of mouth.   Gifted identified students are also encouraged to take part in AP courses.   AP information meetings were held before without much success because many students already knew about the courses from their peers and other teachers.

Obstacles to Action:

· With the current funding cut to the GATE budget, which was a large funding source for AP teacher support, Arzie Galvez the AP point person at LAUSD  is drafting an AP action plan which proposes funding from sources such as Title I, Title II, SIG, i3, federal stimulus through American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, and CB in-kind support, to support AP program implementation, expansion, professional development, and advancement.
· Currently AP courses, college classes, and extracurricular classes compete for time in a student’s schedule.  They use resources such as winter session time and summer session time to supplement their course needs, which is no longer possible since we exited the multi-track calendar and have faced severe budget cuts.  AP online courses do not supplant our current course offerings, but rather supplement them. 

Next Steps:

· The LAVA program offered through central has been used before to supplement courses that we did not offer, in the comprehensive school, such as AP English Literature and AP US Government.  We are not currently utilizing LAVA due to lack of need.
· Create vertical teaming to better prepare and motivate students for rigorous AP classes.
· Inform parents of the different AP classes that are offered and how to get their children involved at parental meeting before PHBAO conferences, parent newsletter, parent brochure, teacher word of mouth when they meet with the parents.
· Increase the number of students taking AP courses 
Person Responsible:

· Ms. Maliwan

· Ms. Kenion




9.  Increase the number of A-G courses contained in the master schedule and increase the number of student orientations about pre college requirements and courses; and increase the number of students that take the SAT/ACT or other college prerequisite exams.

	Progress:
The college counselor visits all grade nine classes in the spring. Students are informed of post college options, and college entrance requirements; such as passing the CAHSEE, A-G completion, involvement in school activities, etc.  Guidance counselors also visit classes to give all students important information regarding A-G requirements and college information.  At the beginning of the school year there is an assembly for every grade level. The students receive information on high school and college entrance requirements.

All grade 10 and 11 students took the PSAT in October. In February, the PSAT will be returned to students.  Students will be informed on how to interpret their scores and how to prepare for the SAT.

All grade 11 students are summoned to the college office in early Spring. They are provided with an explanation of college requirements; A-G requirements, SAT, deadlines, etc.

Because of the Advantage Plus Program there has been a significant increase in access to A-G classes. We also offer 16- 24 community college classes.

In December, all seniors receive a financial aid explanation. In the evening there are two for parents; one in English and one in Spanish. Financial aid experts are brought in. Assistance on applications is held during intercession, after school, and on Saturday.

We have collaboration with outreach representatives from three community colleges that visit Poly on a weekly basis to speak to students. Others visit monthly. In addition, three Federally funded programs such as Trio, Project Steps, and ETS meet with students weekly to discuss college plans. Students in these programs go on at least two field trips a year. In addition, they are also provided with SAT workshops.

Parents are informed about post secondary/college requirements at the parent institute meeting held both during the day and evening. 

In the Fall a college fair is organized for students and parents on a Saturday. Over 60 universities participate.

Obstacles to Action:
· We were unable to provide free access to the PSAT for grade nine students in 2010, because of reduced funding. 
· Difficult to get the UC system to approve additional A-G courses.
Next Steps:
· At department meetings discuss the information in the PSAT/SAT and give presentations about how teachers can assist students to prepare for the PSAT/ SAT and strategies to let students know that college is possible.

Person Responsible:

· Ms. Warman




10.  Develop school-based formative assessments that are aligned with all of the English and Math standards that reflect the CAHSEE.

· Increase student ownership and knowledge of CASHEE components 

· Work with the district to expedite results of periodic assessments so they can be used as formative assessments for the CAHSEE

	Progress:

Formative assessments are actively being used in all core content areas.  Within the content areas there is varying degrees of implementation by course.  In English, the 10th grade formative assessments include CAHSEE standards and throughout the year they specifically targets students’ areas of growth based on the data from prior years.  A diagnostic CAHSEE test is given early in the year before students take the CAHSEE in order provide teachers with information they need in order to revise their curriculum and focus on what students need the most.  In mathematics, CAHSEE formative assessments are given during the CAHSEE preparation course that is offered in the 10th grade to most students.  All of the formative assessments are implemented using Data Director.   The students are given individualized answer sheets for each formative assessment that specifies the standard item analysis for their courses.  The teachers review with the students how well the students are mastering the specific standards and provide guidance on what they need to work on.  The District has granted Poly exemption from having to implement the district version of the formative assessments. 
Obstacles to Action:

· Increased time for collaboration needs to be allocated in order to continue examining the data, revising the formative assessments and ensuring that they are standards aligned.
Next Steps:

· Work needs to be done to determine the degree to which our school developed formative assessments predict how students will ultimately perform on the CAHSEE.  In June of 2011, the Data Team will conduct an analysis will examine the results of the CAHSEE implemented in March, and the results of the formative assessments given throughout the year will determine how and if the assessments need to be revised to increase alignment to the CAHSEE and the needs of the students.
Person Responsible:

· 10th grade English Course Lead
· Algebra I Course Lead
· Department Chairs
· School Administrator 
· Data Team 



11.   Study implications and explore possible options for school organization when Polytechnic becomes a traditional school.

· Assignment of counselors by SLC

· Single track, year-round schedule 

· Ways to offer multiple interventions (similar to current intersessions)

· Use CAPP grant to develop leadership

	Progress:
In the 2009 - 2010 school year, Poly had a significant decrease in enrollment and as a result no longer needed to remain a year-round multi-track school.  With the success that Poly has made with two intersessions and a shorter summer in reducing Summer Learning Loss, Poly created a Balanced Traditional Calendar.  LAUSD approved this schedule for Polytechnic, Arleta and Sun Valley High School.  A BTC structures the school year effectively in two blocks of time consisting of 90 school days followed by 30 vacation days.  This contrasts with a Traditional Calendar of 180 school days followed by 60 vacation days (a twelve-week summer break).

The BTC provides additional and timely opportunities for students to make up classes in order to improve A-G completion and graduation rates. By successfully leveraging multiple opportunities for enrichment and intersession on a year-round 4x4 calendar, students have shown the capacity to achieve these requirements in increasing numbers. Graduation rate has increased every year in the last three years (we are appealing this year due to a new formula), students not graduating due to not passing the CAHSEE is down from 5% to 4%, and the A-G completion rate is up 10% in the last three years.  To prevent the loss of opportunity available in a traditional calendar offering only one summer school session, the BTC provides students two four-week blocks of time for intervention/intersession. Students are able to take credit recovery courses and other interventions in both summer and winter.

The BTC improves the grade-level, core, standards-aligned curriculum and instruction (RtI2 Tier 1) by providing time for data-driven reflection, program evaluation and modification matched to student needs throughout the calendar year. A BTC provides time structures by affording two times in the year to add strategic and explicit instruction and intervention (RtI2 Tier 2).  Accelerated and intensive instruction (RtI2 Tier 3) will also be provided during the school year and during the two breaks to keep students on grade level.

BTC provides greater opportunities to conduct professional development while students are on vacation during the winter break. This provides multiple opportunities to deeply assess student progress by engaging in data driven reflection and program evaluation in the middle of the school year. School resources will be reallocated to fund professional development while most students are on vacation. These professional development sessions will supplement the ongoing professional development that will continue to take place during the regular academic year.

Following the district’s mission of ensuring that all students are college and career-ready, Polytechnic HS has formed a strong partnership with the Los Angeles Community College District (LACCD), including Valley College and Mission College. Hundreds of students are concurrently enrolled in community college classes on the high school campus. The BTC is aligned closely with Mission and Valley college quarters, enabling high school students to take a college class during the winter break for enrichment purposes.

Administration and the leadership team attend CAPP to develop professional development and formative assessment goals.  In CAPP meetings, the leadership team collaborated to determine strategies and make plans for the upcoming years.  CAPP funds are also used to investigate other schools’ success and find ways to bring new programs, such as the BTC, to Poly.
As of this school year 2010-2011, all counselors are assigned by SLC.  This is the first year since transitioning from year round that we have been able to assign counselors in the 11th and 12th grades by SLC.  It has proven to provide better personalization with students, deans, counselors and teachers.  

Obstacles to Action:

· Need to get yearly approval to keep the Balanced Traditional Calendar

· LAUSD wants all of the schools to be on the Early Start calendar

· The CAPP grant will be ending
Next Steps:

· Researching RtI and advisories, visits to other school to research models

Person Responsible:

· Administrators

· Instructional Cabinet



	Goal 3 (Area of Improvement): Develop and implement a plan to narrow the achievement gap between Special Education and English Language Learners and the general education population while increasing the achievement results for all groups (per Goals #1 and #2).


API Gap
While the gap between students with disabilities and the whole school increased by 6 points, the API for students with disabilities increased 79 points.  The gap between ELL students and the whole school also increased by 23 points, but the API for ELL students increased 62 points.  Poly did not meet the goals that we set in the 2008 WASC Action Plan for closing the API gap, but there have been significant gains with both students with disabilities and ELL students.

CAHSEE Math Pass Rate Gap

The gap between students with disabilities and the whole school initially increased, but had an overall decrease of 9% resulting in a gap 5% smaller than the goal, and the pass rate of students with disabilities increased by 26%.  The gap between ELL students and the whole school fluctuated greatly over the last four years.  The result has been an increase in the gap of 2% and an increase of 15% more ELL students passing the CAHSEE Math section.  While not meeting the goals Poly set for minimizing the achievement gap, there has been a significant increase of the pass rate for the math section of the CAHSEE by the students with disabilities and ELL student subgroups.  Poly did meet the goals that we set in the 2008 WASC Action Plan for closing the CAHSEE math gap for students with disabilities, but not with ELL students.  Overall there have been significant gains with both students with disabilities and ELL students.

CAHSEE ELA Pass Rate Gap

While the gap between students with disabilities and the whole school initially increased, the gap has decreased overall by 7% and is currently smaller that our goal by 4%.  The pass rate for students with disabilities in the ELA section of the CAHSEE increased by 29%.  The goal for EL students has not been met with an increase in the gap by 2%.  While not meeting the goal for EL students, that subgroup did increase the pass rate for the ELA section of the CAHSEE by 20%.  Poly did meet the goals that we set in the 2008 WASC Action Plan for closing the CAHSEE ELA gap for students with disabilities, but not with ELL students.  Overall there have been significant gains with both students with disabilities and ELL students.

	API Gap between
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011
	2012
	2013

	
	(Baseline)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	School API
	608
	635
	649
	693 
	 
	 
	 

	Special Ed API
	423
	416
	454
	 502
	 
	 
	 

	All students/Special Ed - GAP GOAL
	183
	173
	163
	153
	143
	133
	123

	ACTUAL GAP
	185
	219
	182
	 191
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	ELL API
	565
	582
	577
	627 
	 
	 
	 

	All students/ELL - GAP GOAL
	42
	39
	36
	33
	30
	27
	24

	Actual GAP ELL API
	43
	53
	70
	 66
	 
	 
	 

	 

	CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011
	2012
	2013

	
	(Baseline)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	All Student Pass Rate (Math-Grade 10)
	69%
	80%
	83%
	 86%
	 
	 
	 

	Special Ed Pass Rate (Math - Grade 10)
	28%
	22%
	27%
	 54%
	 
	 
	 

	GAP GOAL All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)
	43%
	41%
	39%
	37%
	35%
	33%
	31%

	ACTUAL GAP
	41%
	58%
	56%
	 32%
	 
	 
	 

	ELL Pass Rate (Math - Grade 10)
	38%
	52%
	41%
	 53%
	 
	 
	 

	GOAL GAP All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)
	32%
	30%
	28%
	26%
	24%
	22%
	20%

	ACTUAL GAP
	31%
	28%
	42%
	 33%
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	All Student Pass Rate (ELA - Grade 10)
	65%
	74%
	80%
	 87%
	 
	 
	 

	Special Ed Pass Rate (ELA - Grade 10)
	20%
	14%
	19%
	 49%
	 
	 
	 

	All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10) - GAP Goal
	48%
	46%
	44%
	42%
	40%
	38%
	36%

	ACTUAL GAP
	45%
	60%
	61%
	 38%
	 
	 
	 

	ELL Pass Rate (ELA - Grade 10)
	25%
	33%
	26%
	 45%
	 
	 
	 

	All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)
	43%
	41%
	39%
	37%
	35%
	33%
	31%

	 
	40%
	41%
	54%
	 42%
	 
	 
	 

	Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.


1.   Expand the use of co-teaching in classes that include both general education and special education students.

· Develop a trainer-of trainers model for ongoing staff development

	Progress:


Special education teachers were trained as trainers by a co-teaching expert. Resource teachers train general education co-teachers through professional development. Twelve co-teaching classes are scheduled each quarter in 9th and 10th grade English and math. Special education assistants support co-taught classes and elective classes where RSP and SDC students are clustered. Unclear communication between general education teachers and special education teachers creates an obstacle to the students’ success. If special education students are not programmed first it becomes increasingly difficult to cluster them into their required classes. 

General education co-teachers have been attending professional development annually to enhance co-teaching strategies and to assist them in implementing accommodations into the classroom setting. The coordinator, administrator and resource teachers provide the professional development. 

Obstacles to Action:

· Not enough resources
· Clustering (programmed first)


Next Steps:


· Continue training general education teachers that are new to co-teaching

Person Responsible:

· Administration

· Resource teachers

· Present co-teachers



2.   Monitor referrals of students to the Learning Centers to maximize usage of the Learning Center for students with academic needs (main focus on special education students) to raise their achievement.

	Progress:

There are currently two Learning Centers at Poly which serve all students.  Teachers can refer students to the Learning Center if the student needs additional one-on-one help to learn a concept or a place to complete an assignment if the student needs additional time.  Students also go to the Learning Center to take a test if they need a quiet environment, additional time, or sections of the test read aloud to them. 

The administrator in charge of Special Education and resource teachers collaborated on the procedures for students referred to the Learning Center.  The referral forms were refined to assist the Learning Center special education teachers in helping the students.   This new referral form for the Learning Center includes: referring teacher, student name, directions, accommodations and return time. The protocol from the Learning Center was written by the resource teachers, coordinator and administrator and helps to clarify the instructional procedures to ensure student success. An updated attendance log is also part of the protocol so that the progress of the students can be monitored and documented.  Administrator and resource teachers will be responsible for monitoring the students’ progress.   

Obstacles to Action:


· Not all teachers are using the referral form when sending students to the Learning Center.
Next Steps:

· Communication to general education teachers and special education teachers

· Students will be logging in at the Learning Center – creating an attendance record

· Articulated data on CST and CAHSEE will be collected on the progress of students who regularly attend the Learning Center
· Support rigor of the curriculum in the Learning Centers as modeled in the classrooms

· Give additional support to the students who score FBB and BB on the CST in English and math

Person Responsible:


· Administration

· Resource teachers




3.   Provide differentiated instruction that provides access to the standards-based curriculum for all special needs students (special education, English learners).

	Progress:

To support English learners, several Teachers attended the Sheltered Immersion Observation rotocol (SIOP) seminar at Long Beach and became convinced that much of the protocol as practiced was being implemented at Poly. The only difference was that we selected best practices to implement, focusing on Thinking Maps, note-taking strategies and others.  The emphasis on grade level standards required the use of scaffolding techniques they knew, but in looking at what English Learners needed to access those standards was more access to the Language objectives.  That part of SIOP we were not implementing outside of the ESL classes.

The next step was to disseminate this information to the different departments through a group of teachers interested in working with the SIOP Protocol Language objectives. One teacher from science, social studies, and math formed a cadre under the direction of Margie Hidalgo, ESL department chair, to become familiar with SIOP protocol and take information back to their respective departments to begin the process of including language objectives in the already existing lesson plans that scaffold the lessons for English Learners.  The Cadre met every other Wednesday after school for an entire semester.

Other opportunities for staff development during the shortened day schedule have been provided for the faculty at large specifically targeting the use of Language Objectives for the English Learners.  In these presentations, the faculty in all departments have been asked to include the Language Objective in their agendas, so that the students get used to seeing and using the concept of language objective routinely, as part of their daily instruction.  This strategy has not been implemented comprehensively.  We will continue to provide professional development and support to more uniformly integrate language objectives into content objectives.  Presently Poly’s proficiency rate for English learners in math and language arts on the CAHSEE is one of the highest for the district, 44.5 and 37.2 percent respectively.  During the 3x3 Observations we are expecting to see the use of Language objectives with increased frequency.  Language Objective to Support Academic Language Proficiency can be found in the appendix.  

The co-teachers in 9th and 10th grade differentiate instruction to meet the diverse needs of the special education students. In the 11th and 12th grade the students’ needs are met through the Learning Centers with teachers and assistants monitoring their classes and communicating with the general education teachers. 

Special education teachers received specific training of vocabulary strategies by a trained expert and through professional development at special education meetings. Special Day Program teachers were trained in the following programs in they implemented in the Special Day classes to improve students’ reading and vocabulary: The Six minute Solution; A Reading Fluency Program; Reading Intervention for Comprehension (SRA).  They also attended general education department meetings and received training in the five research-based instructional strategies.  

Obstacles to Action:
· The personnel involved in the training, although committed to SIOP implementation was not able to follow up the training the next school year since a couple of the teachers from the different departments changed assignments and left Poly.  
· An obstacle to student success is that some students are not willing to utilize the opportunity the Learning Center provides.

Next Steps:

· Online class on how to include SDAIE strategies and language objectives in lesson planning

· Monitor differentiated instruction in classrooms


Person Responsible:


· Administration
· Special Education Coordinator

· Special Education Teachers



4.   Increase the number of special needs students (special education and ELL) taking state assessments (CST, CAHSEE, CAPA), with special attention to meeting NCLB requirements. 

· Schedule testing of special needs students in small groups with teachers they know.

· Monitor students’ movement to the testing area.

· Provide specific instructions for general education classroom teachers on their roles/responsibilities in the process.

· Ensure resources and spaces are available for appropriate accommodations.

	Progress:
Students with special needs are accommodated according to specific Star Test (e.g., CST, CAHSEE, CAPA).  

Prior to testing:

Special Day Class (SDC) teachers are designated for testing according to the proportion of testing students they have in their period 1 class based on grade level (12th graders exempt).  SDC teachers with a 1st period conference are required to share the responsibilities of testing in an effort to maintain lower class sizes as well as help ensure students with special needs are testing with a teacher they know.  Resource students (students with special needs in general education classes) are provided with smaller testing environments in learning centers, where they are accustomed to getting help during the regular school day, testing with Resource teachers whom they know well.  Our students who have Mental Retardation are tested in their classrooms over the course of the duration of the testing window to allow ample time to test students individually in small group environments by a teacher they work with on a daily basis.

Monitoring students movements:

Students with special needs are given summons slips on the morning of testing, notifying them of their testing locations.  Those who do not have a 1st period class are notified in advance where they are required to report on the morning of testing.  All teachers (general education and special education) are reminded through memos in their boxes, and during a mandatory testing training provided on the Thursday before testing begins, to check their boxes for summonses.  Announcements are made on the mornings of each test over the PA reminding teachers to dismiss students to their appropriate testing sites.  Teachers who miss training on Thursday are identified to address questions and clarifications necessary to make sure movement of students is done with the most efficiency and accuracy among other procedural concerns.

Resources and space:

Various locations are reserved months prior to testing to ensure space is available to provide accommodations for students with special needs.  Some of the well known locations used for students with special needs are: the Library and both learning centers.  Our special education Bridge Coordinator, teachers, and aides are used to proctor at various locations.  These are the staff members who work with our students on a continuous basis, thus making their familiarity to the student advantageous.          

Obstacles to Action:

·  Now that Poly has gone traditional, and is no longer functioning on a track schedule, students with special needs who need a smaller testing environment are going to be harder to accommodate due to a lack of available proctors at more testing locations.    

Next Steps:

· Continue what we are doing

Person Responsible:

· Teachers

· Coordinators

· Counselors

· Administration



5.   Monitor the inclusion of ELL and special education students in all specialized and supplemental programs to ensure that students have full access to 

· rigorous, grade-level standards-based instruction

· theme-based instruction, 

· extra-curricular activities, 

· CTE course sequencing,

· opportunities for remediation or acceleration as needed

	Progress: 
As part of the ELL population, ESL students are part of the Newcomers’ SLC and their respective grade level SLC.  ESL students who are enrolled in ESL 1-2 are able to take grade level classes such as world history, biology, algebra 1 and 2 in Spanish.  As part of the inclusion process, ESL students are also able to take part in the Advantage Program and take college classes once they reach a solid language foundation which is usually reached in ESL 3 and/or 4.  They are able to take honors classes in the subjects of science and math. In addition, they have access to and are encouraged to enroll in AP classes, especially in foreign language.  
Special needs students are able to take part in any opportunities for remediation and/or acceleration as needed. Special needs students have access to the Advantage Program; and therefore have an opportunity to take honors classes and college classes (through concurrent enrollment).  They have equal access to sports and are able to join any extracurricular activity as long as their schedule and eligibility permit.  Resource students are also recruited for intervention programs such as Twilight, ALEKS, and intersession based on their own individual needs.  

Obstacles to Action:

· Have not been able to designate personnel

Next Steps:

· Run rosters to monitor student enrollment 
· Continue to encourage students with disabilities and EL students to enroll in extracurricular activities, such as Leadership, sports, and ASAP

· Track by participation – LEP and Special Education

Person Responsible:

· Designated personnel




6.   Develop and implement a plan for vocabulary instruction to increase ELL and special education students’ academic vocabulary and their strategies for learning that vocabulary.  

	Progress:
We began the process to train our staff in the use of academic vocabulary development by training a cohort of teachers in the use of Sheltered Immersion Observation Protocol (SIOP).  In this protocol, there is a requirement that teachers include a language objective in addition to a content objective.  Although the teachers who were trained believed it was a beneficial process, the cohort existed on different tracks and found it difficult to continue to collaborate on integration of SIOP strategies
To re-emphasize the importance of academic vocabulary development, we included a half-day of professional development in the beginning of 2009-2010 presented by local district English learner specialist and in 2010-2011 by Ms. Hildago and Ms. Pleitez for our entire staff.  The emphasis was to get at least every teacher to create and use word walls as a strategy to support their students.  Based on administration observation and 3x3 peer observation, academic vocabulary development as indicated through direct reference to word walls, embedding new vocabulary into academic talk and projects, and the use of vocabulary lists to track and reference new vocabulary, teacher usage of the strategy increased throughout the year from approximately 69% to over 80%.  

Obstacles to Action:

· Co-teacher assignments are not consistent

· Lack of confidence in vocabulary strategies

Next Steps:

· Comprehensive schoolwide plan

Person Responsible:

· Teachers

· Administration      




7.   Communicate with parents and students in a clear, concise, and understandable manner the achievement scores needed for students to be proficient and the ways in which parents can help their students close their own academic achievement gaps.

· Expand ways in which we provide parents with information on programs and activities offered by the school, district and other agencies related to increasing their students’ academic success.

· Support increased use of Teleparent 

· Contract with translator to provide information in primary language as needed

	Progress:
The Parent Center was moved to the main building, so that when parents visit our campus the first place they see is our Parent Center.  The Parent Center has been organized to be a resource center for parents; it is equipped with computers, a scanner, a printer and a copier.  In addition to a Parent Center director, and a community representative in the Parent Center, we also have parents that come and volunteer, as well as student who volunteer.  

Connect-ED messages are sent in English and Spanish as separate messages to communicate to parents about different meetings, workshops, classes, or events taking place at Poly.  

Tea for Ten meets once a month to discuss different issues, concerns and policy changes with students of Special Education.  Parents participate and meet with the Administrator in charge of special education and a psychologist that comes and helps parent with concerns related to their own child.  Parents are invited with a flyer that is sent home and through personalized phone calls. 

Coffee with the Principal is very popular with our parents; we have over 30 parents that attend on a regular basis and others that come as they are available.  The Principal or a designated administrator meets with the parents twice a month to review data, discuss areas of concern to parents and community members.  Coffee with the Principal is on the school calendar and phone calls are made to remind parents of the meeting.  

We are currently offering several classes for parents: Citizenship, Family Math, computers, college awareness, Health Education, and other parenting workshops. The College awareness classes are led by counselors, teachers, coordinators and former students to make it as informative as possible.  Parents learn to calculate GPA, to understand the IGP as it pertains to their own child.  

During the Title I and Bilingual meetings the coordinators or sponsors of the different programs at Poly are invited to present to the parents and make them aware of all that is available for their child.

Computer classes have been offered to parents to help them not be intimidated by a computer.  In addition parents have been invited to take part at different college fairs, and visit college campuses to get a feel for what college is all about. Several parents volunteer at the school at different events, and others are encouraged to participate in the school.

With the use of formative assessments and Data Director, students gain a better understanding of what is expected of them.  Through this they will learn how they are performing on a regular basis, if they are mastering the standards being taught, and be better prepared for the CST.

Different offices, the Parent Center, and teachers all work on personal calls to parents, whether it is to let them know that the lunch application was not completed, or to let them know that their child needs to stay for tutoring after school.

Posters are made to place in strategic locations throughout the school and help make the parents and students aware of events, sports, and projects that are taking place at Poly High School

Parent Center has their own brochure published in Spanish and English at all the different offices, and on the Poly website, to inform the parents of all that is available.

Title I, bilingual, School Site Council, Share Decision Making, Coffee with the Principal, Tea for Ten, Parent Center classes are all part of the school calendar to facilitate the information to parents and to help them plan ahead.

Due to all that is going on in school, in a single day we can easily have over 75 parents attending classes/workshops in computers, college awareness, English, math, and visits to the Parent Center.  

Obstacles to Action:

· As part of the computer class we have worked with parents learning how to use the email and creating their own accounts, but due to the LAUSD block on Google or Yahoo, parents have not been very successful to using their emails.  However now that we will be able to issue a Poly High accounts, the number of parents using email should increase.

Next Steps:

· Continue to try and find different ways to get even more parents involved at Poly.

Person Responsible:

· Teachers

· Administration

· Coordinators

· Counselors
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The following are refinements and/or newly identified areas of focus that have been made to the Schoolwide Action Plan since WASC Self Study visit in 2008. 

Goal 1

6.   Revision of the 9th Grade Introduction to Social Science course to improve World History CST results.


The 9th grade Introduction to Social Science course was revised for school year 2008-2009 by a cohort of social studies teachers.  The goal was to align the course to the 10th grade power standards for world history.  The first obstacle to implementation was the beginning of cut backs district wide.  We were over-teachered in social studies and were forced to displace a couple of teachers.  As a result, we only had one social studies teacher allocated to the 9th grade for the Intro to Social Studies course.  One teacher did not allow us to offer the Intro course to all 9th graders.  We were able to provide the course to approximately 40% of freshman students.  The following year 2009-2010, we had to abandon the course all together, due to further district cuts and a second trimming of the social studies department.  Presently, the course is not being offered at Poly.  However, one of the goals we had for the implementation of the course was to support increased proficiency in 10th grade world history.  Since the implementation of a world history common mid-term (formative assessment) and final, students have shown tremendous growth in proficiency on the world history CST.  As a result, we have no plans to re-prioritize the Intro to Social Studies class in the 9th grade.

9.   Review and revise as needed the plan for coordinating all intervention programs including the Extended Learning Program, Intersession programs, and Supplemental Educational Services.  The plan should include the following:

· A matrix that shows the relationship of all activities

· Methods for data collection 

· Ways to monitor implementation

· Provisions for modifying the program based on data (numeric and observational)
The plan to coordinate all intervention programs has been in flux since the beginning of the 2008-2009 school year.  Most of our interventions at that time were administered through the Beyond the Bell Program.  This included 6 sessions of intersession courses which students could access at any time of the year, some 4th and 5th period courses, and extended learning opportunities on the weekend.  In the late summer of 2008, we were notified that we exited Program Improvement status.  We were the third high school in the state to have exited Program Improvement year 5 or above.  Because the District had informed us the Beyond the Bell program was provided only to Program Improvement schools, we believed we would lose the program that year or the following year. We began to plan ways to mitigate the loss of the program as opposed to coordinating all the intervention services.  When the 2009-2010 school year began, we were pleasantly surprised that the District funded our Beyond the Bell program for 1 year justifying it because we were still a year-round school.  Our focus intensified to mitigate the future loss of the program by lobbying the district to allow us to pilot a “Balanced Traditional Calendar” (BTC).  This calendar cuts the summer break in half and apportions the days to a second break in the winter.  The objective is to have two sessions during the school year to provide intervention and enrichment opportunities.  We also began visiting other sites to identify aspects of coordinated intervention programs that could fit into our unique 4x4 schedule and possible BTC.  Since the BTC was approved, we have been focused on tracking the student progress based on the extra intersession opportunity.  Our plan has been modified to develop an Intervention Pyramid Matrix inspired by Stevenson High School’s pyramid of interventions as depicted in the book Whatever it Takes by Rick Defour. This is still in the planning stages due to the fact we are still in the pilot stage for our BTC.  Neither our staff level, nor our calendar has been stable enough to develop a comprehensive intervention plan at this time.   
11.   Work with teachers in non-core academic courses to revise their syllabi to include coverage of core academic standards that are highly tested on the CST and relate to their course.
Because of the profound change in the way we monitor student progress through the use of formative assessments in core classes, we have not provided the necessary support or attention to non-core courses.  We have asked them to develop formative assessments for their courses.  However, we are not at the stage of full formative assessment implementation that would give us the time to have core and non-core teachers together to plan CST aligned integration into elective classes. We have asked core departments to spend all of their time to develop curriculum maps and formative assessments. We will not pull them away from that work until we have 100% implementation in every CST tested course.  
15.  Increase of technology support staff to maintain and support the nearly 1000 computers and 12 computer labs on campus.  

Due to the profound cuts in education spending in the state, District layoffs have prevented us from increasing our technology support staff.  In fact, our classified technology coordinator was moved to another site.  We are presently familiarizing our new technology coordinator with our operations and will soon begin the process to develop a plan to prioritize technology goals to maximize the efficiency and effectiveness of the support staff we have.
Target Goals: CST Intercoordinated Science

After the 2008-2009 school year, we began to explore the idea of revising our curricular offering for science.  Our students were not progressing on the intercoordinated science CST and our teachers did not feel comfortable with the disjointed curriculum which covered areas beyond their expertise.  Last year, we began to plan for the elimination of the intercoordinated science course.  The science department, in collaboration with our instructional leadership team, came to a consensus on the science pathway for Poly students.  In 2010-2011, we began offering biology to all 9th grade students (except for the magnet students who take physics).  Students would then have a choice in 10th grade to take AP Biology or physiology.  In 11th grade students would take chemistry or physical geography as they were before.  In 12th grade students can take physics or AP Chemistry.
Goal 2

8.   Increase the number of students taking Advanced Placement courses and/or community college concurrent enrollment courses for college credit. 

We have added an additional element to this goal.  Another indicator that we have added to this category related to college readiness is success on the Early Assessment Program (EAP).  This is a test that students take in 11th grade to indicate college readiness for California State Universities (CSU) and Community Colleges.  If students pass, they do not have to take remedial courses in English.  Through an English Literacy Grant (ELG) funded by the California Academic Partnership Program, we have revamped our English curriculum to adopt units/modules that are designed to support student success on the EAP and English Placement Test (EPT).  The EPT is the test students take to demonstrate English proficiency once they enroll in a CSU or community college.  In the first year of the ELG grant, our proficiency percentage on the EAP went from 5% to 11%.  The preliminary goal is to match the proficiency percentage with the schools A-G completion percentage, which is presently in the high 40s.
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		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2007

		Graduating Class: 2007		583
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		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2006
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		MATHEMATICS		C		306		0		298				50.66%		0.0%		49.3%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		359		33		212				59.44%		5.5%		35.1%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		442		0		162				73.18%		0.0%		26.8%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		540		0		64				89.40%		0.0%		10.6%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		515		3		86				85.26%		0.5%		14.2%		100.00%
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				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.
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289

23

46

302



2009

		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2009

		met UC and CSU		322		47.5%

		met CSU only		20		2.9%		50.4%

		* Close by 1 course		61		9.0%

		** Close by 2 courses		56		8.3%

		did NOT meet A-G requirements		219		32.3%

		TOTAL		678		100.0%

		50.4% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		*Close to meeting UC or CSU req		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% *Close by 1 course		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		544		0		82		52				80.24%		0.0%		12.1%		7.7%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		544		0		64		70				80.24%		0.0%		9.4%		10.3%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		441		0		61		176				65.04%		0.0%		9.0%		26.0%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		427		139		83		29				62.98%		20.5%		12.2%		4.3%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		510		0		27		141				75.22%		0.0%		4.0%		20.8%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		602		0		38		38				88.79%		0.0%		5.6%		5.6%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		657		10		9		2				96.90%		1.5%		1.3%		0.3%		100.00%
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2007

		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2008

		Graduating Class: 2008		660

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		289						* Students deficient by 1 semester course

		met CSU a-g requirements only		23

		close* to meeting UC or CSU a-g		46

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		302

		47% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		*Close to meeting UC or CSU req		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% *Close by 1 course		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		538		0		76		46				81.52%		0.0%		11.5%		7.0%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		511		0		76		73				77.42%		0.0%		11.5%		11.1%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		389		0		75		196				58.94%		0.0%		11.4%		29.7%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		421		119		43		77				63.79%		18.0%		6.5%		11.7%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		499		0		26		135				75.61%		0.0%		3.9%		20.5%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		612		0		42		6				92.73%		0.0%		6.4%		0.9%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		647		3		8		2				98.03%		0.5%		1.2%		0.3%		100.00%
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		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2007

		Graduating Class: 2007		583

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		231

		met CSU a-g requirements only		13

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		339

		42% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		433		0		150				74.27%		0.0%		25.7%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		391		0		192				67.07%		0.0%		32.9%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		342		0		241				58.66%		0.0%		41.3%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		339		13		231				58.15%		2.2%		39.6%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		459		0		124				78.73%		0.0%		21.3%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		528		0		55				90.57%		0.0%		9.4%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		551		5		27				94.51%		0.9%		4.6%		100.00%
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		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2006

		Graduating Class: 2006		604

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		205

		met CSU a-g requirements only		5

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		394

		35% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		384		0		220				63.58%		0.0%		36.4%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		305		0		299				50.50%		0.0%		49.5%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		306		0		298				50.66%		0.0%		49.3%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		359		33		212				59.44%		5.5%		35.1%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		442		0		162				73.18%		0.0%		26.8%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		540		0		64				89.40%		0.0%		10.6%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		515		3		86				85.26%		0.5%		14.2%		100.00%
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		met UC and CSU a-g requirements
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2009

		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2009

		met UC and CSU		322		47.5%

		met CSU only		20		2.9%		50.4%

		* Close by 1 course		61		9.0%

		** Close by 2 courses		56		8.3%

		did NOT meet A-G requirements		219		32.3%

		TOTAL		678		100.0%

		50.4% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		*Close to meeting UC or CSU req		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% *Close by 1 course		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		544		0		82		52				80.24%		0.0%		12.1%		7.7%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		544		0		64		70				80.24%		0.0%		9.4%		10.3%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		441		0		61		176				65.04%		0.0%		9.0%		26.0%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		427		139		83		29				62.98%		20.5%		12.2%		4.3%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		510		0		27		141				75.22%		0.0%		4.0%		20.8%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		602		0		38		38				88.79%		0.0%		5.6%		5.6%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		657		10		9		2				96.90%		1.5%		1.3%		0.3%		100.00%
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2007

		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2008

		Graduating Class: 2008		660

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		289						* Students deficient by 1 semester course

		met CSU a-g requirements only		23

		close* to meeting UC or CSU a-g		46

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		302

		47% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		*Close to meeting UC or CSU req		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% *Close by 1 course		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		538		0		76		46				81.52%		0.0%		11.5%		7.0%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		511		0		76		73				77.42%		0.0%		11.5%		11.1%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		389		0		75		196				58.94%		0.0%		11.4%		29.7%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		421		119		43		77				63.79%		18.0%		6.5%		11.7%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		499		0		26		135				75.61%		0.0%		3.9%		20.5%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		612		0		42		6				92.73%		0.0%		6.4%		0.9%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		647		3		8		2				98.03%		0.5%		1.2%		0.3%		100.00%





2007

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements

		met CSU a-g requirements only

		close* to meeting UC or CSU a-g

		did NOT meet a-g requirements



A-G Completion Rate: Class of 2008

289

23

46

302



2006

		A		A		A

		B		B		B

		C		C		C

		D		D		D

		E		E		E

		F		F		F

		G		G		G



met CSU requirement

Close* to meeting CSU requirement

Did NOT meet CSU requirement

538

76

46

511

76

73

389

75

196

540

43

77

499

26

135

612

42

6

647

8

5



		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0



% met UC:CSU req

% met UC or CSU only

% *Close by 1 course

% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req

Class of 2008: A-G Completion Rate



		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2007

		Graduating Class: 2007		583

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		231

		met CSU a-g requirements only		13

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		339

		42% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		433		0		150				74.27%		0.0%		25.7%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		391		0		192				67.07%		0.0%		32.9%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		342		0		241				58.66%		0.0%		41.3%		100.00%
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		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		551		5		27				94.51%		0.9%		4.6%		100.00%
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		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2006
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		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		205

		met CSU a-g requirements only		5

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		394

		35% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		384		0		220				63.58%		0.0%		36.4%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		305		0		299				50.50%		0.0%		49.5%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		306		0		298				50.66%		0.0%		49.3%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		359		33		212				59.44%		5.5%		35.1%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		442		0		162				73.18%		0.0%		26.8%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		540		0		64				89.40%		0.0%		10.6%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		515		3		86				85.26%		0.5%		14.2%		100.00%
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2009

		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2009

		met UC and CSU		322		47.5%

		met CSU only		20		2.9%		50.4%

		* Close by 1 course		61		9.0%

		** Close by 2 courses		56		8.3%

		did NOT meet A-G requirements		219		32.3%

		TOTAL		678		100.0%

		50.4% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		*Close to meeting UC or CSU req		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% *Close by 1 course		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		544		0		82		52				80.24%		0.0%		12.1%		7.7%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		544		0		64		70				80.24%		0.0%		9.4%		10.3%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		441		0		61		176				65.04%		0.0%		9.0%		26.0%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		427		139		83		29				62.98%		20.5%		12.2%		4.3%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		510		0		27		141				75.22%		0.0%		4.0%		20.8%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		602		0		38		38				88.79%		0.0%		5.6%		5.6%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		657		10		9		2				96.90%		1.5%		1.3%		0.3%		100.00%
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		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2008

		Graduating Class: 2008		660

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		289						* Students deficient by 1 semester course

		met CSU a-g requirements only		23

		close* to meeting UC or CSU a-g		46

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		302

		47% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		*Close to meeting UC or CSU req		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% *Close by 1 course		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		538		0		76		46				81.52%		0.0%		11.5%		7.0%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		511		0		76		73				77.42%		0.0%		11.5%		11.1%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		389		0		75		196				58.94%		0.0%		11.4%		29.7%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		421		119		43		77				63.79%		18.0%		6.5%		11.7%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		499		0		26		135				75.61%		0.0%		3.9%		20.5%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		612		0		42		6				92.73%		0.0%		6.4%		0.9%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		647		3		8		2				98.03%		0.5%		1.2%		0.3%		100.00%
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		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2007

		Graduating Class: 2007		583

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		231

		met CSU a-g requirements only		13

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		339

		42% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		433		0		150				74.27%		0.0%		25.7%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		391		0		192				67.07%		0.0%		32.9%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		342		0		241				58.66%		0.0%		41.3%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		339		13		231				58.15%		2.2%		39.6%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		459		0		124				78.73%		0.0%		21.3%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		528		0		55				90.57%		0.0%		9.4%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		551		5		27				94.51%		0.9%		4.6%		100.00%
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		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2006

		Graduating Class: 2006		604

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		205

		met CSU a-g requirements only		5

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		394

		35% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		384		0		220				63.58%		0.0%		36.4%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		305		0		299				50.50%		0.0%		49.5%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		306		0		298				50.66%		0.0%		49.3%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		359		33		212				59.44%		5.5%		35.1%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		442		0		162				73.18%		0.0%		26.8%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		540		0		64				89.40%		0.0%		10.6%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		515		3		86				85.26%		0.5%		14.2%		100.00%
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2009

		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2009

		met UC and CSU		322		47.5%

		met CSU only		20		2.9%		50.4%

		* Close by 1 course		61		9.0%

		** Close by 2 courses		56		8.3%

		did NOT meet A-G requirements		219		32.3%

		TOTAL		678		100.0%

		50.4% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		*Close to meeting UC or CSU req		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% *Close by 1 course		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		544		0		82		52				80.24%		0.0%		12.1%		7.7%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		544		0		64		70				80.24%		0.0%		9.4%		10.3%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		441		0		61		176				65.04%		0.0%		9.0%		26.0%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		427		139		83		29				62.98%		20.5%		12.2%		4.3%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		510		0		27		141				75.22%		0.0%		4.0%		20.8%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		602		0		38		38				88.79%		0.0%		5.6%		5.6%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		657		10		9		2				96.90%		1.5%		1.3%		0.3%		100.00%
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2007

		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2008

		Graduating Class: 2008		660

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		289						* Students deficient by 1 semester course

		met CSU a-g requirements only		23

		close* to meeting UC or CSU a-g		46

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		302

		47% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area

						met UC:CSU requirements		met UC or CSU only		*Close to meeting UC or CSU req		Did NOT meet UC or CSU requirement				% met UC:CSU req		% met UC or CSU only		% *Close by 1 course		% Did NOT meet UC or CSU req		TOTAL

		SOCIAL SCIENCE		A		538		0		76		46				81.52%		0.0%		11.5%		7.0%		100.00%

		ENGLISH		B		511		0		76		73				77.42%		0.0%		11.5%		11.1%		100.00%

		MATHEMATICS		C		389		0		75		196				58.94%		0.0%		11.4%		29.7%		100.00%

		LABORATORY SCIENCE		D		421		119		43		77				63.79%		18.0%		6.5%		11.7%		100.00%

		FOREIGN LANGUAGE		E		499		0		26		135				75.61%		0.0%		3.9%		20.5%		100.00%

		VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS		F		612		0		42		6				92.73%		0.0%		6.4%		0.9%		100.00%

		COLLEGE PREP ELECTIVE		G		647		3		8		2				98.03%		0.5%		1.2%		0.3%		100.00%
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		JOHN H. FRANCIS POLYTECHNIC HIGH SCHOOL

		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2007

		Graduating Class: 2007		583

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		231

		met CSU a-g requirements only		13

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		339

		42% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area
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		UC & CSU A-G Completion Rate for Class of 2006

		Graduating Class: 2006		604

		met UC and CSU a-g requirements		205

		met CSU a-g requirements only		5

		did NOT meet a-g requirements		394

		35% were A-G Complete

		A-G Completion by Subject Area
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 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351273480.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.
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				American Indian/ Alaska Native		Asian		Black		Filipino		Hispanic		Pacific Islander		White

		2004–2005		14		69		83		130		4048		14		167

		2005–2006		7		90		91		136		4160		18		161
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WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27
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		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351273319.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.
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WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.
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WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.
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WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.
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WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)
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&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3
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WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline
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&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34
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Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351272917.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351272652.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351272516.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351271706.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351272290.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351271621.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351270967.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351271194.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351271388.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.
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WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.
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WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.
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WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008
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		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19
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WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009
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		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351270840.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351270664.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351269414.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.






_1351269625.xls
WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.
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Sheet1

				% Passed		% Not Passed

		2004 - 2005		110		243

		2005 - 2006		287		388

		2006 - 2007		226		507

		2007 – 2008		191		427

		2008 – 2009		314		406

		2009 – 2010		277		348

				Enrolled		Tested		Passed

		2004 - 2005		1240		353		110

		2005 - 2006		1666		675		287

		2006 - 2007		1676		733		226

		2007 - 2008		1700		618		191

		2008 - 2009		2011		720		314

		2009 - 2010		1544		625		277
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WASC Goal 3 API Gap (2)

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



WASC Goal 3 API Gap

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High API Achievement GAP Trends
School Site Action Plan Goal#3

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



&LPrepared by: G. Loera&CFormat Adopted From: Ken Barker LD2 - LAUSD

Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.18

0.22

0.27

0.25

0.36

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.39



Poly US History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
US History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.54

0.48

0.49

0.38

0.44

0.39

0.34

0.29



Poly World History Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.09

0.09

0.15

0.12

0.17

0.15

0.28

0.18

0.21

0.24

0.27



Poly World History FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
World History WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.69

0.69

0.6

0.62

0.57

0.55

0.4

0.48

0.41

0.34

0.27



Poly ICS Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordinated Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.07

0.07

0.02

0.1

0.02

0.13

0.05

0.16

0.19

0.22

0.25



Poly ICS FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
InterCoordianted Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.5

0.5

0.64

0.45

0.61

0.4

0.53

0.35

0.3

0.25

0.2



Poly Physics Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.22

0.14

0.46

0.17

0.49

0.2

0.23

0.26

0.29



Poly Physics FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Physics WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.22

0.22

0.18

0.17

0.09

0.12

0.08

0.07

0.02

0

0



Poly Earth Sci Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.1

0.11

0.09

0.14

0.12

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Earth Sci FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Earth Science WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.57

0.57

0.47

0.52

0.48

0.47

0.58

0.42

0.37

0.32

0.26



Poly Chemsitry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.14

0.11

0.19

0.14

0.21

0.17

0.2

0.23

0.26



Poly Chemistry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Chemistry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.48

0.48

0.51

0.43

0.42

0.38

0.39

0.33

0.28

0.23

0.18



Poly Biology Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.12

0.12

0.27

0.15

0.19

0.18

0.23

0.21

0.24

0.27

0.3



Poly Biology FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Biology WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.51

0.51

0.41

0.46

0.44

0.41

0.4

0.36

0.31

0.26

0.21



Poly Algebra 2 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.08

0.08

0.06

0.12

0.03

0.17

0.2

0.22

0.27

0.32

0.37



Poly Algebra 2 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 2 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.79

0.79

0.78

0.72

0.8

0.65

0.57

0.58

0.51

0.44

0.37



Poly Geometry Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.1

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.18

0.17

0.22

0.26

0.3

0.34



Poly Geometry FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Geometry WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.77

0.77

0.68

0.7

0.71

0.63

0.65

0.56

0.49

0.42

0.34



Poly Algebra 1 Prof and Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.15

0.11

0.19

0.16

0.23

0.27

0.31

0.35



Poly Algebra 1 FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
Algebra 1 WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.68

0.68

0.67

0.62

0.68

0.56

0.6

0.5

0.44

0.38

0.32



Poly 11th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.19

0.19

0.2

0.22

0.24

0.25

0.35

0.28

0.31

0.34

0.37



Poly 11th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
11th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.55

0.55

0.52

0.5

0.51

0.45

0.39

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25



Poly 10th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.2

0.2

0.3

0.23

0.37

0.26

0.35

0.29

0.32

0.35

0.38



Poly 10th ELA FBB & BB

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
10th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.47

0.47

0.42

0.42

0.31

0.37

0.29

0.32

0.27

0.22

0.17



Poly 9th ELA Prof or Adv

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Proficient or Advanced

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC Prof and Adv Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.31

0.31

0.34

0.34

0.3

0.37

0.39

0.4

0.43

0.46

0.49



Poly 9th ELA FBB & B

		2006-2007 Baseline		2006-2007 Baseline

		2007-2008		2007-2008

		2008-2009		2008-2009

		2009-2010		2009-2010

		2010-2011		2010-2011

		2011-2012		2011-2012

		2012-2013		2012-2013



Source Info:  CDE, DSS
 (Magnet Schools Included)

All Students

WASC Targets

Academic Year

Percent Far Below Basic and Below Basic

Local District 2
Polytechnic High CST Trends
9th Grade English WASC FBB and BB Targets
School Site Action Plan Goal

0.39

0.39

0.36

0.34

0.4

0.29

0.3

0.24

0.19

0.14

0.09



Data Sheet

		

				NCLB Target

																								2008

				2006-2007 Baseline																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				2007-2008																				Algebra I		15		108		227		423		254		9th

				2008-2009																						1		1		13		57		36		10th

				2009-2010																						0		0		5		14		13		11th

				2010-2011																						16		109		245		494		303		1167

				2011-2012																						1%		9%		21%		42%		26%

				2012-2013																				P and A		11%				BB & FBB		68%

																										A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Test		Levels		2007		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013				Geometry		28		76		62		47		13		9th

								Baseline																		0		7		53		201		85		10th

				ELA 9																						0		0		5		117		115		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		39%		34%		29%		24%		19%		14%		9%						28		83		120		365		213		809

				Scores				39%		36%		40%		30%												3%		10%		15%		45%		26%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		31%		34%		37%		40%		43%		46%		49%				P and A		14%				BB & FBB		71%

				Scores				31%		34%		30%		39%

				ELA 10																						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Targets		FBB & BB		47%		42%		37%		32%		27%		22%		17%				Algebra 2		1		3		4		2		3		9th

				Scores				47%		42%		31%		29%												- 0		8		32		54		13		10th

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		20%		23%		26%		29%		32%		35%		38%						- 0		4		42		169		136		11th

				Scores				20%		30%		37%		35%												1		15		78		225		152		471

																										0%		3%		17%		48%		32%

				ELA 11																				P and A		3%				BB & FBB		80%

				Targets		FBB & BB		55%		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%

				Scores				55%		52%		51%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		37%						A		P		B		BB		FBB

				Scores				19%		20%		24%		35%										Biology		10		45		105		36		76		9th

																										44		78		239		118		111		10th

				Algebra 1																						2		2		22		36		47		11th

				Targets		FBB & BB		68%		62%		56%		50%		44%		38%		32%						56		125		366		190		234		971

				Scores				68%		67%		68%		60%												6%		13%		38%		20%		24%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		15%		19%		23%		27%		31%		35%				P and A		19%				BB & FBB		44%

				Scores				11%		11%		11%		16%

				Geometry

				Targets		FBB & BB		77%		70%		63%		56%		49%		42%		34%

				Scores				77%		68%		71%		65%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		10%		14%		18%		22%		26%		30%		34%

				Scores				10%		12%		14%		17%

				Algebra 2

				Targets		FBB & BB		79%		72%		65%		58%		51%		44%		37%

				Scores				79%		78%		80%		57%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		12%		17%		22%		27%		32%		37%

				Scores				8%		6%		3%		20%

				Biology

				Targets		FBB & BB		51%		46%		41%		36%		31%		26%		21%

				Scores				51%		41%		44%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%		30%

				Scores				12%		27%		19%		23%

				Chemistry

				Targets		FBB & BB		48%		43%		38%		33%		28%		23%		18%

				Scores				48%		51%		42%		39%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		14%		19%		21%

				Earth Sci.

				Targets		FBB & BB		57%		52%		47%		42%		37%		32%		26%

				Scores				57%		47%		48%		58%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		8%		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%

				Scores				8%		10%		9%		12%

				Physics

				Targets		FBB & BB		22%		17%		12%		7%		2%		0%		0%

				Scores				22%		18%		9%		8%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		11%		14%		17%		20%		23%		26%		29%

				Scores				11%		22%		46%		49%

				Int. Sci. 1

				Targets		FBB & BB		50%		45%		40%		35%		30%		25%		20%

				Scores				50%		64%		61%		53%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		7%		10%		13%		16%		19%		22%		25%

				Scores				7%		2%		2%		5%

				World History

				Targets		FBB & BB		69%		62%		55%		48%		41%		34%		27%

				Scores				69%		60%		57%		40%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		9%		12%		15%		18%		21%		24%		27%

				Scores				9%		15%		17%		28%

				U.S. History

				Targets		FBB & BB		59%		54%		49%		44%		39%		34%		29%

				Scores				59%		57%		48%		38%

				Targets		Prof. & Adv.		19%		22%		25%		28%		31%		34%		39%

				Scores				19%		18%		27%		36%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted. The overall aim is for an API of 800 by the year 2013.

				WASC Action Plan Goal #3

				API Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				Schoolwide API		608		635

				Special Ed API		423		416

				Actual Gap		185		219

				ELL API		565		582

				Actual Gap		43		53

				Target Gap    All students/Special Ed		183		173		163		153		143		133		123

				All students/ELL		42		39		36		33		30		27		24

				CAHSEE Pass Rate Gap between		2007 Gap		2008		2009		2010		2011		2012		2013

						(Baseline)

				All students/Special Ed (Math-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				All students/ELL (Math-Grade 10)		32%		30%		28%		26%		24%		22%		20%

				All students/Special Ed (ELA-Grade 10)		48%		46%		44%		42%		40%		38%		36%

				All students/ELL (ELA-Grade 10)		43%		41%		39%		37%		35%		33%		31%

				Note: Specific targets for improvement are a starting point. Depending on the progress each year, the targets may be adjusted.
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				% Passed		% Not Passed

		2004 - 2005		110		243

		2005 - 2006		287		388

		2006 - 2007		226		507

		2007 – 2008		191		427

		2008 – 2009		314		406

		2009 – 2010		277		348
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