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Executive Summary 

“The Rear View Mirror” Data 
o CAASPP ELA and Math 3-year comparison study 
o UC/CSU a-g comparison study 
o AP test result comparison study – including 
Socio-Economically Disadvantaged discussion 

“The Windshield” Data 
o The Formative Assessment Process – Visible 
Learning 
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   CAASPP ELA Standard Met or Exceeded Percentage: 2022-2024 
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 CAASPP Math Standard Met or Exceeded Percentage: 2022-2024 
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Percentage of Students Graduating with 
A-G (UC/CSU) Requirements Met: 2021-2023 
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All Bear Creek High 

■ Exam Adm in Percentage 

Lodi High 

■ Exam Pass Percentage 

McNair High 

■ AP Course Pass Percentage (C->) 

Tokay High 

 
 

Advanced Placement Overview 
Comprehensive High Schools: 2024 
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  Advanced Placement Districtwide Overview: 2019-2024 

7 



90"/2 

?O'>S 

60°/2 

50?S 

30¾ 

ZU"/2 

1001, 

U'n 

T l srn sco 5[() SCD SW srn 

202~ 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 

■ Exnm Adm in Percentnge ■ Exnm Pnss PcrcentiJge ■ AP Course PiJss Percentnge (C->) 

  
 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (SED) Advanced 
Placement Overview: 2019-2024 
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 Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (SED) Status 
Comparison: 2019-2024 
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Learning Targets/ Success Criteria I Models & Exemplars 

Effect Size= 0.75 

Goal Setting / Revision 
Setting Clear Goals to Revise and Improve Work 

(Mastery Leaming) 

Effect Size = 0.58 

Feedback (Evidence Based) 
Constructive and Respectful Sharing of Information and 

Suggestions Based on Evidence and Understanding 

Effect Size = 0. 70 

Learning Progressions 
Student Use of Work Progressions to 

Accurately Understand The Work As It Builds 

(Hattie; Popham; Univ. of Oregon) 

Self/ Peer Assessment 
Students Being Able to Accurately Report 

Where They or Their Partners Are in the Work 
(Self-Reported Grades) 
Effect Size = 1.33 

 The Formative Assessment Process 



 
 
 

Context 

o Ontario, Canada 
o Writing Workshop 
o Kindergarten 
oSelf Assessment 
oWriting Progression 



  
     

Kindergarten • Writing 
• Learning Progressions • Self Assessment 



  
     

Next Steps 

o Questions / Comments 
o Study Session – October 29 
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